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SCMT PROPOSALS RELATED TO NINTH AND TENTH
STREETS BETWEEN LAMAR AND GUADALUPE:
A CHRONOQLOGY

1928, The firm of Koch & Fowler was commissioned io survey the state
of development of the City of Austin and make recomrmendations
for long-range pluns. The concept of green belts alons Austin
creeks was introduced as o desirable pgoal,

19291931, Lend along Shoal Creek was purchased for possible park use.
(See Appendix I for a record of this acquisition.) The Mont-
gomery pavrcel was restricted in the deed of sale '"for park and
playgrounds purposes only.," (See Appendix IT for deed.)

19482-1950'g~carly 1960ts.”  Shoal Creek Boulevard Plan devised, amended,
shelved, unshelved, etc., (Appendix III).

1663. Council autheorized acquisition of Lon Smith property at 810 West
Avenue by eminent domain in order to extend W. 9th to meet proposed
Shoal Creek Doulevard extension, (Appendix IV).

City began to acquire other property along W. 10th Street between
Lamar and West Avenue for purposes of widening W. 10th,

1965, Vest 11th between Lamar and Shoel Creek "vacated and perpetually
closed to public traffic" since "it has been determined by the
City Council of the City of Austin that said portion of such street
i? not needed and will not be required in the future ..." ({Appendix
v S

1966.% Lon smith property awarded to the City. (Shown on map in Appendix I.)
1969, Austin Development Plan, the masterplan for the next seven years, ¥

drowvn up. It provided for the widening of virtuelly every east-west
street in the area covered by the 0ld Austin Neighborhood: Tth, 8th,
9th, 10th, 11th and 15%h; it also provided for the extension of 9th
Street hetween West Avenue and Lawar. Both W, 9th and W. 10th, along
with several others, were to be 60 feet wide.

1971. First appearance of 10th Street widening in a CIP. The 1971-78 CIP
set the 10th Street IOW acquisitions, the widening of 10th and con-
struction for the 10th Street bridge at Shoal Creek as a second prior-
ity for the period 1973-76. (The 1972-77 CIP set the project for
fiscal year 1976/77.)

Spring, 1973, Planning Commission considered projects for the 1973-78 CIP.
During this time the proposal for e two-way 10th that was 80 feet in
width was changed to a two-way 10th that was 44 feet in width, on
recopmendation of Mr, Joe Ternus,

June 7, 1873, CIP for 1973-78 transmitted to Council.

Juﬂéplg, 1973. Mr. Davidson, on recommendation of Mr. Ternus, proposed to
] Council that 9th Street be added to the project with the intention of

making one-woy mirs of W, Oth and W. 10th between Lamar and Guada—

*Determined through conversations with various city employees.
*r. Ternus estimates that a new masterplan will possibly be prepared by the
spring of 1976.




lupe. The Council did not vote on this matter though there was
sone random discussion between Mayor Butler and Mr. Davidson.
(Appendix VI shows Mr. Ternus! original recommendation together
with Mr. Davidson's cover memo. Appendix VII shows a trans-
cription of the velevant portion of the June 19 Council meeting.)

Aupust 2, 1973, Council approved by unanimous vote the entire 1973~78
CIP, including the 9th Strecet Amendment.

Januery 1974, The Bovay Engineers' completed preliminary report on 9th
aend 10th street changes submitted to the various concerned departments,
boards, etc, for review. The proposed 9th Street oxtension apparent-
ly extended into the Montgomery parcel, which was intended for "park
and playgrounds purposes only." The report alsoc proposed that Hender-
son be made a one—way street going south.

February 1974. Consideration of the Bovay Engineers! preliminary report
withdrawn from the apgenda of the Environmental Review Comrmittee of
the Citizen's Board of Natural Resources and Envirommental Quality,
the report being returned to Bovay for revision at this point. It
vas later stated* that revision was to consist chiefly of re-routing
the street along street right-of-way and eliminating the north-south
system, i.e. Henderson,

Harch 8, 1974, Organizational meeting of 0ld Austin Neighborhood.

March 14, 1974. Public hearing on 9th and 10th Street changes reguested by
01d Austin Neighborhood within approximately two weeks after the

revised preliminary engineering report is completed. Council agreed
to this request. ’

¥At a meeting in Mr, Davidson's office attended by Mr. Davidson, Mr, Don
Butler, Mr, Snyder, Mr. Ternus, and two members of the 0ld Austin Neigh
borhood, Mrs. Bucknall and Mr. Glenn.




sabes on acquisition of Smith end Knape parcels
aobtained from Austin 0ffice of Property Manage~
aents all others token from deeds and records in

Doth colored areas currently used as
park or park access.

APTINDIX 1

[:] Apparently acquired for park purposes
= ‘Acquired for road purposes

the Travig County Courthouse.
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STATE OF TEXAS ¥ ARPINDIX 11 | :
COUHTY OF TRAVIS ’ KNOT ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:

That I, Mrs, Lucy H. Montgomery, & widow, of Travis County, Texsns, for and in consideration %
of the sum of Ono Thousand Fifty Dollars ($1050.00) cash to me in hand paid by City of Auptin, | ’
e munioipal corporation, of Travis County, Texas, the reoeivt uf whioh ip hereby aoknowledgad: |

Have granted, s0ld and conveyed, and[{%y these jresentas Crant, Sell and Convey, unto the sedd
City of Austin, a portion of Outlot Fo. Two (2) in Division "E" of the government outlots ad- *
joining the City of Austin, Travis County, Texas, more partiocularly desoribed by metes and bomds
as follows:

Beginning at an iron pipe stake in the 1imitation line between a traot of land owned by
Marien R, Powell and a tract of land owned by me, both tradts being a portion of Outlot 2,
Divisien "E" of the govermment outlotz of the City of Austin, Travis County, Texas, franwvhioh
point of beginning an iron pipe stake at the intersestion of the west line of Wost Avenue
and the center line of Vest 10th Street bearas 8, 70° 38' E, 151,6 feet and N, 19°¢ &, 501.7 feot
towit:

Thence N. 70° 38! W, 354,09 feet more or lese f0llpming the limitation 1ine hetﬁ.oen-Bam
Powell and Montgomery tracts, 1o ghoel 0reek°
' Thence N, 11° 18' W, with sald Shoal Creek 04 Teet more or less to the intersection of the
T‘].itLrML'I:a.tion line between a tract of land ovned by Lon A, Bmith and a tract of land owned by ma

'_sg'ii_gcii'pt“baipg ‘th ’n_orthweat oorner ot said tract owned by me;

e e e e aa

Tyence S, 71° 1' E. 372.56 fect more or Jess following said linitation line to ax iron

pire steke, seid stake being 180.8 feet westerly from the west line of Test Avenue, for a

|

! . ..
| eorneri : . - .

3 Thenoe B, 0% &' E, 88.4 feet %o the place of beginring, contain’ =g 0,686 dores of land

i

more or less. TProperty is %o be used for park and playgrounds purposes only.

To have end to hold the above described prenmisesy together with all and singular the 1
| righte and appurtenances thereto in mnywise belonging or appertaining, unto tle said city of )

Austin, its successors and assigns forever. And I 4o hereby bind myself, ny helrs, exsoutors

SR

end administrators to warraent and forever defend all and singular the sajd prenises, unto tha _

gaid City of Austin, ite sucoessors and assigns, against every person whonsoever lavfully cleime

' ing or to olainm the same or eny part thereof; except as to the taxes for the year 1930, which

by the acceptance of this deed the granteo agrees to pay. ' o
Fitness my hand tiis the 7¢h day of Oct. Ao D. 1930, I T

Mrs. Luoy B, Montgonery. ' 5
STATE OF TEXAS  § ' :
COUNTY OF TRAVIS F BEFORE LE, the undersigned autiority, on this day p&aonﬁly appeared

I L P s £ S

Mra., Lusy H. Montgorery, & widow, known to me to be the person whose

*na.me is gubsoribed to the foregoing jnstrument, and ahe ackuowledged to ne that she executed
the pame for the purposes and oonsl doration therein expressed, .
Given under my hand and seal of offioe, trhis the 7th day of Oot. & D, 1950, i

. ‘ George 8, Dowall :

" (Notary Seal) 4422, Wotary Publio, Travie County, TeIns. . ;
S L e.am w1 Reaorded Ootober 10, 193 at B:20 A,
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Plans for the extension of Shoal Creek Boulevard southward beyond ) le ﬁ ,

that portion shown on the plat took many forms. At one time the idea \ . .

ves to join up Shoal Creek and Henderson. Another was to make the VLU oy . :

9th Street extension curve northward and simply run into g

Shoal Creek Boulevard, all on the east side of the

B X S Y T T,
creek. Still another notion was to stop N t5g
Shozl Creek Poulevard at W. 11th, leaving ! 2 nqmo. S “ 5
the 9th Street extension to curve north- SR inntn S R 72 e .

werd parallel to the east bank of K : 0
the creek and join with W. 10th e
to cross the creek with one
bridge. However, nome of
these plans fully materi—
alized, end Shoal Creek ;
Boulevard never was ¢
extended beyond 1
11th Street, “;
though it is Koy
)
shown on ihe . 20z
plat as LS RN
doing mo.\aﬂ.ﬂs.mo. son 9
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APFENDIX IV

1

RESOLUTION

WHit REAS, the City Council of Auatin has found that public
necessity requires the opening, wideniny and improving of VWest 9th Street

in the vicwuity between Viest Avenus and proposcd extension of Shoal Creck

Lowicvard in order to provide for the frze and safe flow of traific in

[l
o
(o]

indicated area within the City of Austin; and,

Vil RE AS, the City Council has found and determined the pubtic
neceassity requires the acquisition of the hereinalter described tract of | znd
or rvight-ol~way to permit the opening, widening and Improving of said area
within the City of Austing and,

WHEREAS, there are conflicting claims of ownership to said
tract of land; and,

WHERLAS, the City of Austin has negotiated with the owners
and claimants of said tract of land and has becn unable to azres vﬁth such
ewnars and clairmmanta as to the fair casil market value thereof; Now,
Therefore,

v IT RES50LVLD BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY GF AUSTIN:

That the City “lanager be and he is hereby authorized and
directed to file or cause to be filed against the owners, claimanuis, lessccs
and lienholders, a suit in cminent domain to acquire the fez simple title

- +

to tae following described tract of land:

Ao g Ly §20



All that certain tract or parcel of land lyiny and being
situated in the City of sustin, in the County of Travis in

the State of Texas, and known and described as Fartition
of Lot Ino. 4 in th2 Subdivision of Dutlot Mol 2, in Trivision
i of the said City of sustin, Travia County, Texas, and

degeribsd by motes and bounds as fellows,

to-~-wit:

BEGINNESG at the northeast corner of Qutlot No. 2;

THLINCL, north 71° west with its north boundary line 640 feet to

Shoal Crouvi;

THENGE, down same with its meanders to northwest corner of a
subdivision of said Cutlot INo. 2 sef apart in the partition of tne estate of

"

John Durlage, Gocsased, to J. 3. Burloge;

THIMCE, south 71° east parzllel wita the north and south boundary
g .

= 3
of gaid Outlot 560 feet to West Avenuc;

THEMNCZ, north 19° east with West Avenue, 72 fect to the place of
beginning, containing one acre of land, more or less, being the sane wihich
wags set apart to .. K. Burlage {as Lot No. %) in partition of tie estaic o
John Burlage, deceased, being the same property which was conveycd to
Lon A, Umith by W, A, Hamlett and wife, Faye Hamlett, by deed dated
July 1, 1921, and recorded in Volume 345, on pages 99 and 100, ecd

Records of Travis County, Texas,
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AN ORDINANCE VACATING AND PERPETUALLY CLOSING TO PUBLIC
TRAVEL A PORTION OF THAT CERTAIN STRZE KNOWN AS WEST 11Td
STREET, IN TEE CITY OF AUSTIN, TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS; RETAIN-
ING AN EASEMENT ¥OR PUBLIC UTILITY AND DRAINAGE PURPOSES;

: CITY OF AUSTIN, TEXAS w—:_gﬁ_-.—f
1]

AND SUSPENDING THE RULE REQUIRING THEZ READING OF AN ORDINANCZ |

ON THREE SZPARATE DAYS.

WHEREAS, a certain street, known as West 11th Street, was reserved
and dedicated to the public on a map or plat of Silliman Addition, a subdivision
of record in Book 1 at Page 118 of the Plat Records of Travis County, Teéxas;
and, : '

WHEREAS, the owners of property abutting the hereinafter described
portion of said street have requested the City Council of the City of Austin to
vacate and perpetually close to public travel the hereinafter described portion
of said street; and,

WHEREAS, it has been determined by the City Council of the City of
Austin that said portion of such street is not needed and will not be required
in the future, SAVE and EXCEPT for an easement to be retained in the City -
for public utility and drainage purposes; Now, Therefore,, '

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AUSTIN:

SECTION 1. The hereinafter described portion of that certain strect, locally
Wnown as West 11th-Strect, be and the same is hereby vacated and perpetually
closed to public travel, SAVE and EXCEZPT for an easement to be retained in
tre City for public utility and drainage ‘burposes; such portion of said sireet 50
vacated and perpetually closedto public travel being more particularly
described as follows: - :

All that portion of a certain street in the City of Austin, Travis’
County, Texas, known as West 11th Street and as shown on a
map or plat of Sillirnan Addition, a subdivision of Outlot 5 and

a portion of Cutlot 2, Division Z, of the Government Outlots
adjoining the Original City of Austin, Travis County, Texas,
according to a raap or plat of said Government Outlets on file

in the General Land Ofiice of the State of Texas; a map or plat
of said Silliman Addition being of record in Boox 1 a1 Page 118
of the Plat Records of Travis County, Texas; which portion of
West 11th Street exiends {rom the east line of Lamar Boulevard,
formerly known as Ruiz Street, inan casterly direction 180 feet,
more or less, to the west bank of Shoal Creck.

- L~ ol
DEED RECORES cog &I

Trevis Counly, Tonad

AT T T :
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APPENDIX VI

From Dan Davidson, City Manager

July 19, 1973

SUBJECT: Additional Project for the Capital Improvements
Program

I am transmitting a report from the Traffic and Transportation
Director, Mr, Joe Ternus, proposing that the existing recoms
mendation for improvement of 10th Street within the Capital
Improvements Program be expanded to include the improvement
of 9th Street from Lamar to West Avenue, In view of the fact
that these two streets could provide sorely needed relief to
traffic congestion to the new County offices and to the central
business district, I believe it is essential that the additional
$270, 000 be included in our Capital Improvements effort, - When
the 10th Street improvements were first included, the idea was
to correct a substandard bridge and to widen a substandard street,
I am suggesting that this be done in addition to the improvement
of 9th Street, '

Dan H., Davidson
City Manager

DHD:jp
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City of Austin, Texas July 16, 1973
INTER~OFFICE DATE S

Proposed 9th - 10th Street System

Mr. Dan Davidson, City Manager SUBJECT L

Attached is a report on a proposed 9th - 10th Street one-way system
which would provide better access to the central business district

with minimum construction and expense. The project proposes the
inclusion of an additional bridge at 9th Street and supporting street
construction and signalization. A comparison of existing and additional
funding requested are Tisted below:

EXISTING ADDITIONAL TOTAL
CIP REQUEST CIP REQUEST REQUEST

10th Street

ROW 100,000 100,000
Bridge Construction 150,000 150,000
Street Construction 95, 000* "~ 95,000

TOTAL 345,000 345,000

9th Street

ROW 15,000 15,000
Bridge Construction 175,000 175,000
Street Construction 40,000 . 40,000
TOTAL 230,000 230,000
SIGNALIZATION 40,000** 40,000** 80?000
GRAND TOTAL 385,000 270,000 655,000

* Shown on FY 74-75
*%* Not Included in CIP Budget

These proposed improvements to the central street system will improve
the flow of traffic and create safer conditions for vehicular and pedes-
trian traffic.

It is requested that consideration be given to this proposal in the
“Capital Improvement Program.

Respectfully submitted,

: _Joe§. Ternus, P./E., Director
gilaiﬁment FROM: DPPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC & TRANSPORTATICN

SIGNED:




PROPOSED 9th and 10th STREETS TRAFFIC SYSTEM

The Department of Traffic and Tfansportation has completed a traffic
study on 9th and 10th Streets between Lamar Boulevard and the Central
Business District. These streets presently serve residences, as well
as thru traffic to the county courthouse, central 3{brary; several
apartments, office buildings, and parking lots. These facilities
generate enough traffic to keep these streets fairly busy all during

the day.

During peak period, however, these streets are extremely congested.
With the county expansion, proposed parking garages, and general develop-
ment of the area, the traffic circulation and access to this area must

be improved to maintain an adequate level of service.

The present C.I.P. budget recognizes this need for improved access to
Lamar with a street project to widen 10th from West Avenue to Lamar,
replacing the narrow bridge on 10th over Shoal Creek, and providing a

44 ft. roadway - lanes from West Avenue to Lamar.

This faci]ify would aid the general circulation between Lamar and down-
town, and improve access to the courthouse complex. Because of the two-
way movement, there are several important drawbacks. These include:
1. 1Intersection of 10th and Guadalupe will be difficult to
control since all eastbound traffic will be forced to
turn south and presents a conflict with the westbound
vehicles east of the intersection.
2. Parking éround the courthouse will be even more limited,
and will create substantial problems until the county

parking garage is finished.




As an alternative, it is proposed that 9th Streetl be constructed from
West Avenue to Lamar and the downltown one-way system be extended to
Lamar. With a 9th and 10th one-way system and including on-street
parking and existing width, the total capacity will be 5700 vehicles

per hour, which compares to 4100 with 10th Street widened and parking

removed. Thus, the street capacity will be increased with the one-

way system, some parking can be retained and less construction will be

requived, {7)

In order to provide an operative one-way pair, the following construction
would be necessary: |
1. Two bridges, each 44 ft. wide over Shoal Creek;
2. Comp]etion;of 9th and 10th Streets from wést Avenue to
Lamar with 44 ft. paving width.
Opérational changes would include signals on 9th and 10th at West
Avenue, Rio Grande, Nueces, and San Antonio, plus modifications at 9th,

10th, and Guadalupe.

This plan has several advantages., Both streets will be unusually well
suited for one-way operation, The existing one-way system downtown will
be extended-to Lamar. While the termination points at the west will
require special signalization, the light traffic volumes on 9thAand 10th
west of Lamar can be more effectively and safely handled than the existing
termination points at Guadalupe. Completion of the system will improve
local circulation around the courthouse complex, and will provide much

hetter access to the area with a convenient route to Lamar.

'In fact, the entire downtown and Capitol area will benefit by another
route ?rom Lamar. The intersection of 5th, 6th Streets at Lamar are
extremely congested during the peak periods. Another route into the

central area would be beneficial,




The widening of 10th and completion of 9th will aid in the development
of the Shoal Creek Hike and Bike trail and Greenbelt system, giving

the park area more exposure,

Other advantages include those common to all one-way street systems,
such as only one period of heavy flow per street, fewer conflicts for

left turns, and safer pedestrian crossing at the intersection.

The estimated cost of the original proposal in the C.I.P. budget was
$100,000 for right-of-way, $150,000 for construction. The costs for
the 9th and 10th one-way system are as follows:

10th 9th Total

I. Right-of-Way 160,000 15,000 175,000
ITI. Construction |

Bridges 150,000 175,000 325,000

Streets 95,000 40,000 135,000

TOTAL 245,000 215,000 460,000

I1I. Traffic -Control 40,000 40,000 80,000

TOTAL COST 385,000 270,000 655,000

The total cost of $655,000, $270,000 more than the original proposal,
can be justified through safer and more efficient access to the Central

Business District and less congestion at Sth; 6th Streets at Lamar.

This department feels that the proposed one-way system will be a good

investment in the traffic flow and safety in Austin,




wometl Meeting H 13b
¢ cotin Page July 19, 1973 4 ommpIx VII

Public Vorks, youra addition to the CIP, Mr, davidson, or does that,.

MR, DAVIDSON: Yes, slr, this would be in addition to the streetls, improvements
under the Public Works part of the project, and also we-have an addition under
Bridpes and Culverts. We are talking,fn Mr., Rountrce,about the requested
addition to the program on 9th and 10th Street between Lamar and West Avenue,

MAYOR BUTLER: Yes, this is brought about somewhat by the expansion of the
County complex, County offices, parking garages,.traffic..

-MR. DAVIDSON: For several years the City has received complaints about
existing traffic difficulties in that area, and you are right, it is just going
to be compounded by the completion of the new parking garage and other  County
facilities located to the east of these improvements,

MAYOR BUTLER: All right, what will that..is this suggested additional project
to go into the {irst quadrant, first box or second box? '74~'75, right?

MR. ROUNTREE: The 10th Street I rx believe Mayor is in next year's program,

MAYOR BUTLER: Well, the City Manager's entire supplement package here....would
go in.. Which one of these years would it go in, Mr. Manager?

MR. DAVIDSON: Yes, sir, okay. As pointed out by Mr, Rountree, the street
construction on 10th Street was recommended for fiscal year '74-'75,.

DR. DRYDEN; Mr. City Manager h let's take about a 5-minute break here. The
Mayor has stepped out and Lowell and Jeff, please,

MR.. HANDCOX : E-waé—Ealking-Ea-Hfr-SEekes They are talking with Mr. Stokes about.

DR. DRYDEN: Well, okay, give us five minutes.

MAYOR BUTLER: It might be appropriate to make it part of the record. The
conversation that we just had with Mr. John Stokes, the owner of the Houghton

House. Councilmen Lebermann, Friedman and Binder and I talked with Mr. Stokes,

He did agree, very graciously I might add, to put a two-week moratorium on any
ctivity on Houghton House. He will call over at this time and stdp any demolition.

He In return he asked that we provide some form of security for the Heouse, ¥r.

Mnaager. He said that the police had had a number of instances where people

were vandalizing the house since they knew that it was hign being demolished,

And we indicated that we would provide some sort of security to prevent that from

happening in this two week period. At the same time, we would like to ask you

to have some City engineering personnel to look at the house, and see if it is
feasible to move it. Now he is of the opinion that the plan that was presented
this merning is not feasible. He feels that if we try to move that big house

in one piece, get it out in the middle of the street, it is going to tilt, fall .
over and we will have a big pile of scrap lumber. And we will have toa have City
loaders fuxcoze and duap trucks hauling it off % for weeks to come. So we want

to be sure, #1, frowm an engineering and professional standpoint it can be done,

even if-the funds are available., So if you could start a preport from that end,

and also to be sure that the property is physically prsotected..

NR.OLETIZRNANNY Mr, Mavor, I x thiak veou mizht want to make it more..even rore
clear ta the press nd to the zudlence that the two week moratorium is not for
the purgcos £ getiing the house oil that property in two weeks, but to present
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MAOR BUTLER: Right, and in any event that either we orrthe Travis County

Historical Society are unable to come up with a feasible plan, then I think
we are more or less bound to turn him loose.

MR. BINDER: And we will get those things that were taken out.

MAYOR BUTLER: Yes, and the $10,000 that he would contribute. So at least
Houghton House has a 2-week reprieve and hoep hopefully a longer one.

MR. DAVIDSON: Mr. Mayor when you left you asked a question about the scheduling
of 9th and 10th Streets. At this time the right of way and bridge comstruction
on 10th Street is proposed for mesx next fiscal year, '73 to '74. The street
construction and the widening is proposed for '74-'75. Our recommendation is

that we include a small amount of right of way for 9th Street for next fiscal
year 73-74, and funds to construct the bridge 73-74, and then $40,000 for w street
construction for 74-75 which matches up with what we will be doing on 10th Street.
And we will take care of the details if that is all right, sir, with the Comncil?

MAYO R BUTLER: Well, I just wanted to be sure we understood the proposal at this
point. Any other questions in Public Works here in widening and paving streets?

MR. FRIEDHAN: I have got two questions. 73/62/03 on page 100, Riverside
® improvements, _

MR. ROUNTREEH: On Riverside?

MR. FRIEDMAN: Yes, sir. Talking about 2..a minumum of 2 33' lanes.. My question
is this. T have heard rumor and have been given information in the past that.,

Ed you know, with the trafficad out there, we are talking about creating 4 lane
avenues out there. Is that still under study, or are you decided that is not the
way to go. That the best way is with the 33'.,

MR. ROUNTREE: Councilman Friedman I would have to refer you to Mr. Ternus on
that one, since the construction is based on his recommendations.

MR. FRIEDMAN: It is going to be on part x of this next question, too. What are
we doing Joe?

MR. JOE TERNUS: Mr. Friedman it is our recommendation and professional feeling
that 2 33's divided will be sufficient wxi% to handle the traffic flow. The
bottle neck on this particular facility will be the intersection at Interstate
35, and this is where we feel like we need additional direct ramps to take the
traffic on and off of Pleasant Valley, We see no reason to widen Riverside Drive
to four lanes in each direction, with no facility to take it on or off or to

move it across, So it 1s our feeling 2 at 33', which has actually been changed
to 2 at 36' is feasible.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Let me ask you this Mr. Ternus. Was there at any time an offer or
a fund set up by the Highway Department to mmgage pay for the paving of four lane
proposal..four lanes on..going each direction........readway?

MR. TERNUS: About two years ago the standard for Riverside Drive was changed to
2 at 33' with a 14' median. Thig change was recommended jointly by the City and
the Highway Department. It was approved by the City Planning Commission, by

the City Council. We have proposed a TOPICS project for Rexe Riverside Drive
with the dighway Department on this particular design. They have since come
back and said that they feel like an additional lane in each direetion is needed,
but then narrow back to 3 lanes at Interstate 35 in each direction. We do not
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