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Provosals Pov tha mitization of the potential damaging effects of the

HINTH and TREHTH STREET PRQJIBOT

Jubmitted to the Austia City Council

Py Ted Sifr, Prasident
01d Austin Heighborhood Association

The following groups either through a vole of their membership or ths consent
of their leadsrship lend support and sndorsement to the proposals conteined

heraing

014 Austin Heighborhood Association
Coneernad Citizens for the Developmert of Wost Austin
Tha Travis County Autobon Society

Yyda Park Heighborhood Associstion
£Mandale Hedehborhood Assoeiation
fouth Rivar City Citdzens

ot h Austin Demoorats

“rvacour niversity Neighborhoods
“nleonas Helghborhood Association

tlorth Unlversity Neighborhood Association
Save Austin's Valuabls Envivonment




JUITHOAND TEMTH STREET PROJECT

Alternative 21

e requsst that:

L. tinth Streot betwesn Lamar Avenus and West Avenue not be ouven to
motorizad vehicwlayr trafficy Hinth Street betwean Yesi Avenue and the
new Sheal Creek Pridge at Hinth Street ba used as an entrance and ex-
tension to the Shoal Creek hike and bike trail for pedestrian and
non-motorized vehievlay traffic; and Ninth Street between the new

Shoal Creek Pridge at Ninth Street and West Avenue be used as a parking
area for the Hinth Strest Park.

2. Tenth Street between Lamar Avenue and West Avenue be improved in
atcordance with the following "work order changest” Tenth Streot
botween Lamsr Avermie and West Avenue be used as a two-way neigh-
borhoed stresty Traffic conbroll signs be wlaced on Tenlth Street
between Lamar Avenus and VYest Averme rsading "Slow-Children at Flayi"
Stop signs bhe retained or, where not in place, be installed at |

Tenth and West Avenne, Tenth and Rlo Grande Street, Tenth and Nuoccas
Styeet, and Tenth and San Antonlo Street) The historie character of
the Shoal Craek Bridegs al Tenth Street be enchanced by the con-
struction of an a1l weather "cover" over the bridge containing a
"wray-station" facility for Shesl Creek hike and bike trail users; and
Those items in the present consbruction specifications solely related
to the safaety of the Shoal Creek Brldge at Tenth Street be pursued in
a way that is compatible with the ather items doseribed sbove.




v HINTH AND TEMNTH STREET PROJECT

1. Ninth Street betwsen Lamar Avenue and West Avenue be opon to two-
way motorized vehicular traffie; Traffic controll signs be placed

on Ninth Street between Lamar Avenve and Vest Averue reading "Slow-
Children at Playi" and stop signs be retained or, where not in placs,
ha installed at Ninth and Yest Avenwe, Minth and Rio Grande Strset,
Hinth and Nueces Street, and finth and San Antonio Street to stop
traffic on Hinth Street,

Z, Tenth Strest between Lamtii-ivenus and West Avenve be improved
solely 1n accordance with the Tellowing "work ovder changes:" Tenlh
Street botwsen Lamar Avenue and Wost Avenua be used as a one-way
street for traffin headsd in a westerly direction; Traffic controll
signs be placsd om Tenth Sirest betweon Lamar Avenue and West Avenue
roading "SlewOhildeen at Playi" Stop signs be retained or, where nol
i vlace, be atled at Tonth and West Avenue, Tenth and Rio Grande
Strest, Tendh vl Hueces Street and Tenth and San Antonio Street to
stop hraffic on Tonth Streelt The historic character of the Shoal Cresk
Bridye at Tenth Strest bs enhanced by the econstruction of an all
spather "cover' over the bridge containing a "way-station" facility
for Shoal Creek hike and bike trall usersl and those items in the
nrasent construction speclifications solely related to the safety

of the Shedl Creek Bridege at Tenth Street be pursued in a way that is
compatible with the obher items deseribed above,
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[ 7 Memorandum to MAYOR and MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From Dan Davidson, City Manager

June 4, 1975

SUBJECT: 9th & 10th Street Project

As requested, we have reviewed the proposals presented to the Council
by Mr, Ted Siff, regarding the 9th & 10th Street Project,

Attached for your review is a summary of our conclusions and recommendations
and a brief chronological history of the project and summary of the

actions taken by the City Council and Boards and Commissiong during

their review of the project. Included also is the analysis performed by

Urban Transportation and Engineering Departments in thejr review of

these alternatives, a copy of the original report to the City Council in

July of last year, and a memo from Mr, Dick Lillie which discusses

the impact of this pProject on land use in the area,

Based on our reanalysis of one-way versus two-way operation, and the
alternatives presented by Mr, Siff, we believe that the original proposal
to operate these streets as a One-way pair is the most effective way to
meet the needs for balanced access to the downtown area and preservation
of the neighborhood,

We will be prepared to make a brief presentation and if you have any
questions, or if you would like additional information, please let me
know,

Dan H, Davidson
City Manager

DHD:m_d




Summary
Board and Commission Review
9th & 10th Streets

CITIZEN'S TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMISSION - MAY 21, 1974

'"". . . The Citizen's Traffic Safety Commission unanimously approved
the West 9th and 10th Street improvements plan as necessary to make
traffic conditions safer in the general area."

PARKS AND RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD - JULY 1, 1974

"After discussion, the following motion was made by Mrs, McClellan:
Accepting the limitation that the decision as to the extension of

9th Street does not lie within the powers of the Parks and Recreation
Advisory Board, nevertheless, the Board wishes to express to the
Austin City Council the belief that the extension of 9th Street
adjacent to parkland originally purchased for greenbelt use will
affect the ectone and environment of the area, However, if the
Council chooses to extend Sth Street, it is our further belief that
implementation of the Bovay Engineer's report recommended for
acceptance by the Parks and Recreation Department staff, will
through the use of careful planning and construction techniques will
result in a minimal amount of damage, The motion was accepted

by Mrs, Scarborough and unanimously carried,

CITIZEN'S BOARD OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY - JULY 2, 1974

"The Environmental Review Committee, after considerable study
and deliberation, and for the reasons discussed in the attached report,
made the following recommendations to the Board:

1. That the project be limited to the four-lane two-way
10th Street at this time, The 9th Street portion could
be accomplished in the future when and if the need is
demonstrated, An island design should be considered
to save the large oak tree on the southwest corner

of the intersection of 10th Street and West Avenue.

2. Consideration should be given to restoring a left
turn option for southbound traffic for 12th Street,

3. That an intensive urban design study of the Old
Austin Neighborhood be instituted to {a) determine

the physical and historical qualities of the area, and
{(b) develop methodology to preserve the important
and essential qualities of the physical fabric while




Board and Commission Review
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{(c) identifying the scale, speed, extend and character
of redevelopment that will alternatively reshape the
area,

4. That alternative solutions to the projected traffic
problems be thoroughly investigated, with due regard
being given to system and operational alternatives,"

VOTE: Aye 7, Nay ], Abstain 3, Absent 5

Do

LANDMARK COMMITTEE - JULY 2, 1974

"The Committee recommended denial of the 9th and 10th Street
project as an encroachment into the potentially historically
zoned neighborhood, "

Vote 5 for, one absent)

E,

CITY COUNCIL - JULY 18, 1974

1, Original Motion, "That the Council close the public hearing
and direct the staff to proceed with the extension of West 9th Street
and widening of West 10th Street, "

2 Substitute Motion, ""That the Council close the public hearing
and stop any further consideration of the extension of West 9th
Street and proceed with the widening of West 10th Street into a

two way street, '

The substitute motion failed by a 2 to 4 vote with one abstention,
the original motion passed by a 4 to 2 vote with one abstention,

CITIZENS BOARD OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY - DECEMBER 3, 1974, (Creek Permit)

"It was decided to reaffirm the Board's previous recommendation made
July 2, 1974, when it reviewed the preliminary engineering report,

+ » « It is felt that the alternative proposed in those recommendations --
constructing 10th Street as a four-lane two-way street and not extending
9th Street -- is a viable alternative and one which bests meets the
standard in the Creek Ordinance of preserving the natural and
traditional character of the Creek,"
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"Having reaffirmed that previous recommendation, the Board then
limited its scope of review to the proposed design for the modification
of both 9th and 10th Streets. . . . Quoting from the report of the
subcommittee that reviewed the plans in detail and made recommendations
to the Board: ""The consultants, the City and all people involved in

this project should be complimented for their concern and the changes
made, The plans represent a considerable improvement over previous
ones and surpass our expectations, This is a very encouraging action
and should be considered a prototype for future City projects, The

few reservations that we have should be seen as minor and in the spirit
of trying to make what is really an excellent project just a bit better."

VOTE: Aye 8, Nay 2, Abstain 1, Absent 5,

G, PLANNING COMMISSION - DECEMBER 10, 1974, (Creek Permit
appeal)

""Motion to deny the appeal by Mr. and Mrs., Malcolm Bucknall

and Mr, Dwight Monteith to Water Development Permit No, 74-
10-3076 for the construction improvements to the 9th and 10th Street
bridges at Shoal Creek, CIP projects 6220-1 and 6220-2, "

VOTE: Aye 5, Nay 1, Abstain 1, Absent 2,

H, CITY COUNCIL - JANUARY 2, 1975, (Creek Permit appeal)

"Motion to deny the appeal of the Waterway Development permit, "

VOTE: Aye 4, Nay 1, Abstain 1, Absent 1,




9.

HISTORY
9th & 10th STREETS

1929-1930 - Land acquired for possible parkland.purposes just
east of Shoal Creek,

1958 - The Austin Development Plan - Prepared by Pacific Planning
and Research Co, included 10th Street as a local street,

1961 - The need for improved street systems in the area was identified
when the City Council adopted the Development Plan which identified
10th Street as an arterial.

1963-1974 ~ Land acquired for street development - including the land
which bisected the land previously purchased for park purposes for
the extension of 9th Street and seven parcels of land for the widening
of 10th Street,

1965 - The 9th and 10th Street one-way pair was first recommended
in the Austin Transportation Plan, 1962-1982 , published in 1965
and adopted in 1967, The layout in the plan called for 9th Street to
extend west from West Avenue and swing back to tie in with 10th
Street before it intersects Lamar Boulevard, The recommended
cross-sections for each of the streets in this plan were 60 feet of
paving on 80 feet of right-of-way.

1969 - The revised Expres sway/Arterial Plan, adopted as a part of
the Austin Development Plan by the City Council on April 24, 1969,
showed 9th Street extending west across Shoal Creek to intersect
with Lamar Boulevard, thus establishing a one-way pair with 10th
Street. The approved cross-sections on both streets were 60 feet
roadway on 80 feet of right-of-way,

1973 (June) - 9th and 10th Street one-=way pair recommended for
inclusion in the 1973/78 CIP,

1973 (August)- Bovay Engineers were retained by the City Council
to perform the detailed planning and engineering for the project,

January 10, 1974 - Demolition of house at 810 West Avenue,
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10.  April 20, 1974 - Demolition of house at 819 West 10th,

11,  May 21, 1974 - Review by Citizen's Traffic Safety Commission,

12, July 1, 1974 - Review by Parks and Recreation Advisory Board,

13, July 2, 1974 - Project review by Citizen's Board of Natural Resources
and Environmental Quality,

4,  July 18, 1974 - City Council public hearing at which the consultant
was instructed to proceed,

15, November 11, 1974 - Creek Permit issued,

16, December 3, 1974 - Creek Permit reviewed by the Environmental Board.

17,  December 10, 1974 - Creck Permit appeal heard by the Planning
Commission, Appeal denied,

18, December 19, 1974 - Contract award by the City Council,

19.  January 2, 1975 - Creek Permit appeal heard by City Council,

Appeal denied,




