Parmley, Patricia

From: Kelly Lark <Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 10:02 AM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: Comment for NHHIP 3rd Meeting

FYI

From: Pat Henry

Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 8:18 AM
To: Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Treat as a comment.

From: HOU-PIOWebMalil

Sent: Tuesday, November 19, 2013 3:38 PM
To: Pat Henry; Terri Dedhia

Subject: FW: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez

Public Information Officer

Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District Danny.Perez@txdot.gov
Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: lisa.loya@sbcglobal.net [mailto:lisa.loya@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, November 19, 2013 2:02 PM

To: AskTXDOT

Subject: TXDOT Internet E-Mail

Name: Ms. Lisa Loya<lisa.loya@sbcglobal.net>
Address:
Houston, TX 77014

Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Public Transportation
Complaint: No
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Nearest Major City: Houston, TX
Comment: Re: "Options for wider 1-45 Unveiled" article in the Houston Chronicle, 11/14/13.
1. Finish the extension of the Hardy Toll way.

2. Build commuter rail and light rail.
3. No more pouring of concrete all over Houston!!!!

Texas Transportation Forum: Jan. 6-8, 2014

[Ninth Annual Texas Transportation Forum]<http://www.dot.state.tx.us/ttf/>
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Parmley, Patricia

From: Kelly Lark <Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 4:30 PM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

FYI

From: HOU-PIOWebMail

Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 4:11 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: NHHIP

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez

Public Information Officer

Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District
Danny.Perez@txdot.gov

Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Kevin Shanley [mailto:KShanley@swagroup.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 6:37 AM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail

Cc: 'Bob Eury'; Lonnie Hoogeboom; Robin Holzer; Kinder Baumgardner
Subject: NHHIP

Sirs,

Thank you for sharing your “Reasonable Alternatives” screening with the community. | would like to submit a my
alternatives preferences and few comments:

1. Preferred Alternatives:
a. Segment 1: Alternative 7 would seem to result in the least right of way acquisition, which has proved to
be very expensive, especially in commercial areas. The elevated managed lane structure could provide a
visual tie to Segment 2.

b. Segment 2: Alternative 11 provides the needed lane capacity, it would match with Segment 1's
Alternative 7, and should result in a less expensive construction process than alternatives 10 or 12. The
center elevated structure allows the most light and air to reach the corridor.

c. Segment 3: Alternative 11 could provide the most benefits for the Central Business District, assuming
the on and off ramps are designed to improve access to the Downtown street grid and to improve the
“legibility” of the system for Downtown traffic. The I-10 through-traffic dedicated lanes should definitely
be kept in the design.
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2. General Comments for the Detailed Evaluation Phase:

a.

C.

Best regards,

Kevin Shanley

The design of the on and off ramps and connecting ramps and roadways will be critical for the success or
failure of any of the alternatives. The connections should improve local access to the freeway corridor at
the same time as the freeway corridor provides additional through traffic capacity. Careful consideration
of the local street thoroughfare system should guide the location of on and off ramps; this analysis
should extend to at least a mile on each side of the corridor to include the adjacent north/south
thoroughfares.

In all cases, pedestrian and bicycle movements should be considered when designing the freeway-to-
thoroughfare connections. Movement across entry lanes and gores should be safe and commodious.
Lighting, signage, landscaping and other conditions in underpass or overpass bridges should be
pedestrian and cyclist friendly wherever the freeway system meets the neighborhoods.

The design principles called for in the Green Ribbon Report should be carefully considered in all three
segments:

i. The horizontal and vertical alignments of the elevated structures should be very carefully studied
since they will be highly visible.

il. The detailing of all the vertical structures of the project should be given careful architectural
design consideration since this is a primary gateway transportation corridor into Houston. This
would include:

1. Columns, beams and parapets of elevated structures.
2. Retaining walls, bridge abutments and slope concrete.
3. Sign supports and sign panels.

iii. The high-mast lighting system should be carefully designed to minimize impacts on adjacent
neighborhoods. An analysis should be made of the emerging LED lighting technologies to see if a
higher quantity of very long lived LED driven fixtures would proved better, more evenly spread
light at a much lower operating cost.

iv. Because of the proximity of neighborhoods to the corridor, TXDOT should investigate the use of
sound attenuating/absorbing materials on the elevated structure parapet walls and on the
roadbed. Extra care should be given to minimizing the ‘tire slap’ noise across expansion joints in
the elevated structure.

v. Because of the visual prominence of this corridor to Houston’s visitors, TxDOT should consider
increasing the setback of the feeder roads to provide a minimum 15’ landscape strip between
the sidewalk and the right of way line. This strip should be planted with continuous rows of
major canopy trees. This will require the strong support of the broader community, such as the
north corridor neighborhoods, the Downtown District, Trees for Houston, and the GHP Quality
of Live Committee, but it long term it could make an important contribution to Houston'’s ability
to attract the 21 century workforce it needs to remain a vibrant, growing city.

| look forward to seeing the Detailed Evaluation and Analysis.

Texas Transportation Forum: Jan. 6-8, 2014
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Director of Project Development
Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 1386

Houston, TX 77251

December 7, 2013
Dear Director:

We employ over 200 employees at our store. These employees depend on their jobs to make a decent
living. We also have 19 venders that lease space from us with about 40 employees between them.
There are 3 Housing complexes for the disabled and elderly within walking distance from the store
totaling approximately 770 units. Most of these residents do not have vehicles, so they walk or ride
their scooters to our store which is the closest supermarket to them. We also provide foods that these
diversified individuals cannot get anywhere else. We are not just your usual grocery store. We serve a
melting pot of customers from all over the world, and we carry foods from around the world that are
not just found in any supermarket. There is also a bank inside our store which is important to our
customers that do not have a vehicle.

Sincerely,

Oscar Trujillo

Store Manager
Fiesta #11

4711 Airline
Houston, TX 77022
713-869-5060
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WASHINGTON AVENUE COALITION - MEMORIAL PARK

December 12, 2013
To: Director of Project Development, Texas Department of Transportation

The Washington Avenue Coalition Memorial Park Super Neighborhood Council (SN22) submits the following
comments in response to TxDOT'’s IH45 expansion plans.

The “alternatives” as presented are not truly alternatives at all. They are simply variations on the same failed
concept of attempting to remedy congestion with roadway expansion. True alternatives would include
options that incorporate methods with potential to reduce vehicle miles traveled, actually decrease vehicular
traffic volume, improve safety for all roadway users, and focus on moving people instead of accommodating
their personal automobiles.

TxDOT must stop acting as a highway department mired in mid-20™ Century thinking and begin functioning
as an innovative agency that more equitably and wisely invests taxpayer funds in multi-modal transportation
options that will better serve the needs of the future population. Expansion plans catering to facilitation of
vehicular movement for suburban commuters and through traffic to the detriment of quality of place and life
in the urban core are no longer acceptable.

TxDOT, it appears, has ignored sustainable highway practice and failed to include livability initiatives as
supported by the Federal Highway Administration. We encourage TxDOT to look to the success of other
major cities where urban centers are being revitalized through the abandonment and elimination of intrusive
roadway structures.

As we work to accommodate increased density in urban Houston and endeavor to make urban living more
appealing for the growing number of people who choose to minimize their commutes and lessen automobile
dependency, it is counterproductive and environmentally unjust to add visual, noise, and air pollution
sources to those core areas by constructing ever wider and higher roadway elevations, flyovers, or
interchanges.

The public has not been presented with adequate details to make valid and informed decisions on any of the
presented variations. No connector flyovers, interchange designs, or 3D renderings to illustrate the full
impact of the expansion have been presented. Section cuts included are not sufficient to represent all
impacted areas. This is of immediate concern to SN22, which is bordered by the IH45 expansion project.

All publicly preferred options for Segment 3 have been eliminated, discounted, or changed, and the newly
presented replacements have not been adequately vetted. To further inform affected community
stakeholders and act on to their concerns, the SN22 Council urges TxDOT to hold an additional public
meeting prior to moving the design process forward.

Additionally, SN22 supports the recommendations of the 1-45 Coalition, and with respect for social and
environmental justice, requests that TxDOT assure that it's decisions reflect the desires of the stakeholders
immediately impacted by the results.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment,

| L2 e ﬁgv r\lm (_Jll—-_
Tom Dornbusch
SN22 Council President

713-869-1185

Copies to:

State Representative, Jessica Farrar

State Senator, John Whitmire

Houston City Council Member, Ellen Cohen
Houston City Council Member, Ed Gonzalez
I-45 Coalition, Jim Weston

Citizens’ Transportation Coalition, Dexter Handy
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Parmley, Patricia

From: Kelly Lark <Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:06 AM

To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia

Subject: FW: Comments for Interstate 45 North Study
Comment....

From: HOU-PIOWebMail

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 10:36 AM

To: Kelly Lark; Pat Henry

Subject: FW: Comments for Interstate 45 North Study

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez

Public Information Officer

Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District
Danny.Perez@txdot.gov

Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Oscar Slotboom [mailto:ofs@oscarmail.net]
Sent: Sunday, December 15, 2013 8:55 PM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail

Subject: Comments for Interstate 45 North Study

These are comments are for the Interstate 45 North Houston Highway Improvement Project, public meetings
held in November.

General Comment:
I support the expansion of Interstate 45 and | would like to see the project move to construction as quickly as
possible.

I support the selection of remaining alternatives and | feel TXDOT was correct in eliminating the tunnel options.
TxDOT should not pursue very expensive options just to placate vocal inside-the-loop special interests.

The lane configuration 4-2T-2T-4 should be viewed as the MINIMUM number of lanes throughout the corridor.
Looking at the traffic situation on Interstate 10 West, it is obvious that a minimum of 5 general-purpose lanes in
each direction should be included in the design for the entire length of the Interstate 45 corridor. The sections of
Interstate 10 with four general-purpose lanes are the most heavily congested, and four general-purpose lanes
each way are just not enough.

Segment 1 (Beltway 8 to 1-610)
I support the ground-level options with maximum expanded right-of-way and no elevated structures. Alternative
4 appears to be the most feasible based on the impact matrix, so | support Alternative 4.

1
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Segment 2 (IH-610 to IH-10)

| feel right-of-way should be acquired to ensure that the design is the least expensive and meets high standards.
But if the decision has been made not to acquire right of way, | support Alternative 11 with the elevated
structures. The reason Alternative 11 is best

* High standards for design including 12-foot-wide lanes and full shoulders (inner and outer) must be used (ie
design standards should not be compromised)

* Due to the narrow right-of-way, Alternative 11 ensures the best chance that high design standards can be
maintained.

Segment 3 (downtown)
I support Alternative 10, widening existing Interstate 45 through downtown. | feel it is important to maintain
the full freeway for Interstate 45 at its current location for both directions of traffic.

Oscar Slotboom
8803 Langdon
Houston, TX 77036

Texas Transportation Forum: Jan. 6-8, 2014
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Parmley, Patricia

From: Kelly Lark <Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 30, 2013 11:26 AM

To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia

Subject: FW: [-45 right-of-way expansion comment

Attachments: Northside Right-of-Way Proposal comment.docx.pdf; ATT00001.htm
Comment.....

From: Pat Henry

Sent: Friday, December 20, 2013 3:39 PM

To: Kelly Lark

Subject: Fwd: 1-45 right-of-way expansion comment

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: Mike Richards <sales@shamrockmachinery.com>
Date: December 20, 2013 at 3:21:43 PM CST

To: <pat.henry@txdot.gov>

Subject: FW: 1-45 right-of-way expansion comment

Dear Mr. Henry —
Please ready my ATTACHED letter. | appreciate your help.
Regards,

Mike Richards

Shamrock Machinery Company

3200 North Fwy

Houston, TX 77009

713-699-3355

Email: sales@shamrockmachinery.com

Texas Transportation Forum: Jan. 6-8, 2014
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MAILING ADDRESS
P.0.BOX 323
HOUSTON, TX 77001

SHAMROCK

MACHINERY COMPANY

OFFICE & WAREHOUSE
3200 NORTH FREEWAY (145)
HOUSTON, TX 77009

PHONE 713-699-3355
FAX 713699-3389

INTERNET: www.shamrockmachinery.com
E-MAIL: sales@shamrockmachinery.com

December 20, 2013

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN
Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Shamrock Machinery Company has had a 30,000 square foot warehouse located at 3200 North
Freeway, Houston, TX 77009 since 1981. We typically employ eight to ten people and we
contribute around $70,000.00 per year in property and inventory taxes.

Several of your proposed right-of-way sections imply that (1) we will not have frontage road
access for an extended period of time, and (2) our building may be destroyed due to highway
expansion. Shamrock Machinery Company will be forced out of business in either case.
Several of our employees live in the 77009 zip code. They will be forced to find other jobs,
probably outside this zip code.

Our probabie new location would be in the newer industrial area northwest of Houston. If we
move and re-open in the northwest, we will take our tax contribution with us. And our future
employees will be chosen from our new local area, not 77009 and probably not Houston.
Piease keep this in mind and do not select Segment 1, Alternative 5. This would logically lead to
acquiring east side right-of-way in Segment 2, which would have a negative impact on
Shamrock Machinery Company and force us to close our current location.

Regards,

Mike Richards, President
Shamrock Machinery Company
3200 North Freeway

Houston, TX 77009

Tel 713-699-3355
sales@shamrockmachinery.com

E 11/-2


MirandaC1
Typewritten Text
E 117-2


Parmley, Patricia

From: Parmley, Patricia

Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Patricia A. G. Parmley

Environmental Planner

D 713.267.2919 (Internal Extension 2412919)
C 225.456.0747

Patricia.Parmley@aecom.com

Effective April 8", we have a new office address. Please see information below and update your
records.

AECOM

5444 Westheimer Rd, Suite 200
Houston, TX 77056

T 713.780.4100 F 713.780.0838
WwWw.aecom.com

This electronic communication, which includes any files or attachments thereto, contains proprietary or confidential information and may be privileged and otherwise protected under copyright or other
applicable intellectual property laws. All information contained in this electronic communication is solely for the use of the individual(s) or entity to which it was addressed. If you are not the intended
recipient(s), you are hereby notified that distributing, copying, or in any way disclosing any of the information in this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the
sender immediately, and destroy the communication and any files or attachments in their entirety, whether in electronic or hard copy format. Since data stored on electronic media can deteriorate, be
translated or modified, AECOM, its subsidiaries, and/or affiliates will not be liable for the completeness, correctness or readability of the electronic data. The electronic data should be verified against the
hard copy.

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 10:36 AM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:00 AM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: SAVE THE NORTHSIDE

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez

Public Information Officer

Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District
Danny.Perez@txdot.gov

Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio
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From: Store200 [mailto:Store200@annaslinens.com]

Sent: Monday, December 23, 2013 11:16 AM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: save.northside@agmail.com
Subject: SAVE THE NORTHSIDE

To Whom it may concern:

Dear Sir/Madam,

This letter is to show that on behalf of the Store Manager and employees here at store#200 - Northtown - Northtown
Plaza - 5444 Tidwell 145 North Freeway Houston, TX 77076 We all are in support of Alternative 4, Segment 1, We have
9 people working at this store and we would be grateful if our neighborhood can be saved and we do not end up losing

our jobs.

Yours Sincerely
Steven Thomas
Store Manager

Annas Linens Store 200

Store Manager - Steven Thomas

Assistant Manager - Ahmed Shoaib

Supervisor - Carolyn Deleon

Supervisor - Kimberly Jackson

Sales Associate - Belinda Sepulveda

Sales Associate - Akara Heaggs

Sales Associate - Shatarra Huddman

Sales Associate - Janet Montoya

Sales Associate - Anna Pham

Texas Transportation Forum: Jan. 6-8, 2014
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Dec. 26. 2013

C. P. “Pat” Henry, Director
Project Develop. Houston Dist.

Dear Sirs, Madams,

Let it known that I am aware of the Fast Tract Widening of I-45 North from
Down Town to Belt 8.

I, too, understand your needs for additional Properties in order to make the
Improvements for the additional flow of Transit Vehicles. It is my understanding
that you have Three (3) Alternatives for this Project: East Side, West Side or Elevated.

As an Owner of Properties located on the East Side of I-45 at Patton Street and
at Tarver St., | am in no way interested in any part of these Properties being integrated
into the Expansion.

It is my hope that TxDOT will consider an Elevation of the center lanes (if they
are considering a Four (4) Lane Counter Flow). It makes no sense to cause Businesses
and Property Owners to lose the use of their lively hood. Businesses and Assets that
they have worked for to support their families and cover their Retirement in order to
just widen the Freeway when the elevation would do the same for transportation.

Again, I would like to emphasize that I have made several visual surveys re-
garding this expansion and with a small exception - it will be less expensive if all the
needed Right-of-way be taken on the West side of I-45 from Beltway 8 to North Down-
town.

I am Bobby L. Stokes, Business Owner of Stokes Hdwe. & Supply Co.,
3719 Irvington Blvd. We opened the Business in 1954. Same Owner, Same Location,
Same Phone No. 713-227-0294 for 60 years.

Houston has been good to me, my Associates, and Business. We do hope that
we will not be trampled by losing what we have worked for by you condemning our
Retirement Income that we have looked forward to.

A reply will be appreciated. Thank you.

Sincerely,
cc. Gene Green % il 7 .&:é ot
Sen. Jessica Farror bby L. Stokes
Grtr. Northside Mgmt. Dist. 3719 Irvington Blvd. 77009
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Parmley, Patricia

From: Parmley, Patricia

Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 1:44 PM
To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Patricia A. G. Parmley

Environmental Planner

D 713.267.2919 (Internal Extension 2412919)
C 225.456.0747

Patricia.Parmley@aecom.com

Effective April 8", we have a new office address. Please see information below and update your
records.

AECOM

5444 Westheimer Rd, Suite 200
Houston, TX 77056

T 713.780.4100 F 713.780.0838
WwWw.aecom.com

This electronic communication, which includes any files or attachments thereto, contains proprietary or confidential information and may be privileged and otherwise protected under copyright or other
applicable intellectual property laws. All information contained in this electronic communication is solely for the use of the individual(s) or entity to which it was addressed. If you are not the intended
recipient(s), you are hereby notified that distributing, copying, or in any way disclosing any of the information in this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the
sender immediately, and destroy the communication and any files or attachments in their entirety, whether in electronic or hard copy format. Since data stored on electronic media can deteriorate, be
translated or modified, AECOM, its subsidiaries, and/or affiliates will not be liable for the completeness, correctness or readability of the electronic data. The electronic data should be verified against the
hard copy.

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 10:53 AM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

| think this may be a duplicate....

From: Wahida Wakil

Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 11:51 AM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: 1-45 widening Project

FYI

From: Roberto Mascardo

Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 11:46 AM
To: vy Yang; Wahida Wakil

Cc: Wahida Wakil

Subject: RE: 1-45 widening Project

Ivy

You were correct to send this to Wahida (your spelling is incorrect) . She is the project manager for in our Advanced
Project Development group and will forward the information to the appropriate personnel.

1
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Thanks again for your comments. TxDOT appreciates all feedback from the public whom we serve.

From: lvy Yang [mailto:ivyyang@rocketmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, December 28, 2013 6:19 PM

To: wahilda.wakil@txdot.gov; Roberto Mascardo; Ted Houghton
Subject: 1-45 widening Project

Dear Sir,

| have sat less than 20ft away from 145 for the past 5 years. Over this period, | have watched my side of freeway area
improving due to the endeavors of entrepreneurs who have contributed finance and hard work to create businesses that
provide employment within the local community and consequently generate tax revenues.

Following receiving a Highway Expansion Project notification | attended a public meeting held on November 19", where it
was stated that 145 required widening to accommodate the increase in traffic that has occurred over the past few years on
this highway. This increase in traffic density is projected to increase further over the coming years, according to the report
from one university commissioned to conduct a study on the need for expanding 145. | am surprised by this conclusion,
the downtown area is a contained area, with its current workforce, without the possibility of further expansion of its
business area; therefore there isn’'t the area to support a substantial increase in the number of people beyond those who
currently commute into the downtown area. | have seen the traffic is improving in the last 5 years since | moved into this
area. beside when there is an accident and during the peak hours which are same everywhere in big city.

Some statistics show people are traveling less, not only because the economy, but also in this era of digital technology, a
lot of work can be done remotely.

This is not to say that | don't agree that improvement and some expansion might be needed, but not to the extent that the
report predicts, and not to the level that would necessitate widening the highway by the suggested 200-225 ft. on one
side.

| am on the east side of freeway close to 610 loop North, and have worked very hard to improve the property. | have
protected it like it is my home for the last 5 years, there isn’t even any graffiti on my property.

So | strongly oppose expansion of 145 on east side of the freeway, not only because | agree with all of the reasons others
have posted online, but also because removal of businesses that are parallel to the freeway in the section between 610
Loop north to North Shepherd, will leave only a large numbers of small old houses, with no space to re-establish it into a
business community. Not only will the housing area be unpleasant to live in due to being located in a narrow strip
between the expanded highway and the light railway, but the image presented,, located just north of the downtown area,
will not give a favorable impression to those entering the center of Houston.

Yours Sincerely

Ivy Yang
4114 North Freeway. Houston TX 77022

Texas Transportation Forum: Jan. 6-8, 2014
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Parmley, Patricia

From: Kelly Lark <Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov>
Sent: Monday, December 30, 2013 12:29 PM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: comment

Comment...

From: Pat Henry

Sent: Monday, December 30, 2013 12:10 PM

To: Kelly Lark

Subject: Fwd: Support Alternative 4 in Segment 1

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: David Andrade <acemedicalsupply@gmail.com>
Date: December 30, 2013 at 11:18:58 AM CST

To: <save.northside@gmail.com>, <Pat.Henry@TxDOT.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Support Alternative 4 in Segment 1

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: David Andrade <acemedicalsupply@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, Dec 30, 2013 at 2:54 AM

Subject: Support Alternative 4 in Segment 1

To: pathenry@txdot.gov

Mr. Henry,

| have been recently informed of the 1-45N Expansion of the east side and as a Small business
owner who has been established in this community for over 44 years is opposed. The expansion
of the east side of 145 will destroy many small independent businesses in the community. Our
Medical Supply Business was established in 1979 in this shopping center which you are
proposing to demolish with the expansion of the freeway.

The proposed expansion would b the financial destruction of many independent businesses
including Ace Medical Supply. | ask that you reconsider using other alternatives to the
expansion of the 145 corridor.

Thanks!
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David Andrade

Ace Medical Supply, Inc.
6500 North Freeway, Suite 113
Houston, Texas 77076
713-694-0010

Thanks!

David Andrade

Ace Medical Supply, Inc.
6500 North Freeway, Suite 113
Houston, Texas 77076
713-694-0010
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Parmley, Patricia

From: Parmley, Patricia

Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 1:43 PM
To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Patricia A. G. Parmley
Environmental Planner
D 713.267.2919 (Internal Extension 2412919) C 225.456.0747 Patricia.Parmley@aecom.com

Effective April 8th, we have a new office address. Please see information below and update your records.

AECOM

5444 \Westheimer Rd, Suite 200
Houston, TX 77056
T713.780.4100 F713.780.0838
WWW.aecom.com

This electronic communication, which includes any files or attachments thereto, contains proprietary or confidential
information and may be privileged and otherwise protected under copyright or other applicable intellectual property
laws. All information contained in this electronic communication is solely for the use of the individual(s) or entity to
which it was addressed. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are hereby notified that distributing, copying, or in
any way disclosing any of the information in this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error,
please notify the sender immediately, and destroy the communication and any files or attachments in their entirety,
whether in electronic or hard copy format. Since data stored on electronic media can deteriorate, be translated or
modified, AECOM, its subsidiaries, and/or affiliates will not be liable for the completeness, correctness or readability of
the electronic data. The electronic data should be verified against the hard copy.

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 11:03 AM

To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2014 2:28 PM
To: Kelly Lark; Pat Henry

Subject: FW: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez
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Public Information Officer

Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District Danny.Perez@txdot.gov
Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: staff@competitionsales.com [mailto:staff@competitionsales.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 11:25 AM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail

Subject: TXDOT Internet E-Mail

Name: Mr. carl schultea<staff@competitionsales.com>
Address:

8902 north freeway |-45

Houston texas 77037

houston, TX 77037

Phone:
(713) 460-3377

Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Construction project
Complaint: No

Nearest Major City: Houston

Comment: competition sales is on the east side of |-45 near gulf bank. If you widen 1-45 east side you will put us out of
business. we have been in this location over 30yrs. Please save the east side of |-45 and support alternative 4 in segment

1 thank you.

Texas Transportation Forum: Jan. 6-8, 2014

[Ninth Annual Texas Transportation Forum]<http://www.dot.state.tx.us/ttf/>
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From: Matthews. Patty

To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Date: Monday, January 27, 2014 8:43:16 AM
Patty

----- Original Message-----

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 8:41 AM

To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2014 5:47 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: TxDOT Internet E-Malil

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez

Public Information Officer

Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District Danny.Perez@txdot.gov
Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

----- Original Message-----

From: jrrybreed@yahoo.com [mailto:jrrybreed@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 1:41 PM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail

Subject: TXDOT Internet E-Mail

Name: Mr. JERRY BREED<jrrybreed@yahoo.com>
Address:

242 W ROCKY CREEK,

HOUSTON, TX 77076

Phone:
(713) 697-8042

Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Construction project
Complaint: No

Nearest Major City: Houston

Comment: REGARDING THE 1-45 NORTH WIDENING PROJECT--1 REQUEST THAT ANY NEW RIGHT-OF-
WAY BE ADDED ON THE WEST SIDE OF THE FREEWAY BETWEEN PARKER RD AND LITTLE YORK.
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THIS WOULD CAUSE THE LEAST DISRUPTION TO A 60+ YEAR OLD RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOOD TO
THE EAST

Drink. Drive. Go to Jail.

[Drink. Drive. Go to Jail.]<http://www.txdot.gov/driver/sober-safe/nascar-drink-drive-go-to-jail.html>
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From: Matthews. Patty

To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Date: Monday, January 27, 2014 8:43:27 AM
Patty

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 8:39 AM

To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

Comment....

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2014 5:47 PM

To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: Business Comment on Expansion of 1-45

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez
Public Information Officer
Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District

Danny.Perez@txdot.gov
Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio

Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Arnulfo Gonzalez [mailto:argo_insurance@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:40 PM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Business Comment on Expansion of 1-45

As a business owner i have not had time to attend any meeting and state my opinion on
the matter of the expansion of 1-45 North. My Business is located on the the corner of I-
45N & North Main, if the expansion happens i would loose business and maybe my
location. | have over 25 years at this location and have made a name in the City of
Houston with the Hispanic community, and it would be a shame to loose our location and
have to relocate to somewhere else. Also next to our business is the Hollywood Cemetery
who is a very active Cemetery in this side. In my opinion the expansion should be on the
other side of the freeway, where it would be easier to expand is Houston Ave & N. Main.
My other opinion would be to run the highway over all this area that holds many residents
and business like Mc Donalds, Exxon, and many others a few blocks down.

If you need to contact me for more information you can contact me at the numbers
below.
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Arnulfo Gonzalez
Argo Grupos Inc.
3505 N. Main

Houston, TX 77009
Phone: (713) 224-7331
Fax: (713) 228-4202

Drink. Drive. Go to Jail.

=
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From: Matthews. Patty

To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: Public comments for 1-45

Date: Monday, January 27, 2014 10:35:03 AM
Patty

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: FW: Public comments for 1-45

Comment....

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 10:06 AM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: Public comments for 1-45

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez

Public Information Officer

Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District
Danny.Perez@txdot.gov

Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio

Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: 1-45 Coalition [mailto:jim@i-45coalition.orq]
Sent: Sunday, January 26, 2014 11:35 PM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Public comments for 1-45

To: TXDOT
From: Jim Weston, 3301 Morrison, Houston, TX 77009

At Public Meeting #2, you presented Alternatives for us to choose from that included many options
that the public wanted. Then at Public Meeting #3, | was very disappointed that TXDOT eliminated
almost all of our preferred choices and substantially changed others.

Segment 1 (Beltway 8 to 610) — The public wanted Alternative 3 & 3C - By a 3 to 1 margin, people
wanted to put the 4 managed lanes on Hardy — where there are already managed lanes. Additional
construction would not affect traffic on I-45 and businesses and homes would be saved from
condemnation. But TxDOT eliminated this Alternative!
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The Public’s 2™ choice was Alt 7 — 4 managed lanes on elevated structure in middle of I-45 .. only
required 30’ additional Right of Way (ROW) on both sides. TxDOT changed that 30 to up to 81’ ..
almost 3 times more ROW!

TxDOT changed Alt 4 & 5 from 150" ROW up to 225’ .. a substantial increase of 50% more ROW.

Segment 2 (610 to 1-10) — The Public’s 15t choice was Alternative 14 — a bored tunnel - but TXDOT
eliminated this Alternative!

The Public’s 2" choice — Alt 15 — Put the managed lanes on Hardy.. but TxDOT eliminated this
Alternative!

The Public’s 3" choice — Alt 10 — On below-grade areas, covering roadway to create greenspace ..
although this option is still available, the greenspace will not be included with this Alt. It will have to be
done later with separate funding.

Segment 3 (Downtown ‘Loop’) — Ninty-nine (99%!) of the public wanted the bored tunnels! (Alts 4, 5 &
6) — but TxDOT eliminated all 3 Alternatives! Instead you added 2 new Alts (11 & 12).

SEGMENT 1

| still think that the 4 managed lanes need to be on Hardy Toll Road — on Segment 1, | want Alt 3 &
3C with Segment 2, Alt 15. This would reduce land acquisition and reduce costs and have the least
economic effect. In fact, according to TxDOT, only 45 parcels would be impacted on Hardy vs 267
parcels with Alt 4 or 310 parcels with Alt 5. Hardy would also have the least effect on mobility during
construction.

However, if TXDOT proceeds with their Alternatives, | am in favor of alternating between Alt 4 and Alt
5 — taking property from whatever side has vacant property. | want the least economic effect on
businesses & residences. | do NOT support any double decked roadways due to increased noise
levels and visual pollution.

SEGMENT 2

| think that Alt 15 — putting the managed lanes on Hardy is the best answer to help mobility and have
the least negative effect on businesses and residences. However, if TXDOT proceeds with their
Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 10 — putting frontage roads over mainlanes and providing the
supporting structure to cover the mainlanes and managed lanes to create greenspace. | want TXDOT
to include putting green space over the below grade areas. | do NOT support any double decked
roadways due to increased noise levels and visual pollution.

SEGMENT 3

| still think that bored tunnels in a highly developed area, like downtown, are the right answer for this
project. Four tunnels were offered before and four tunnels were removed by TxDOT! | do not think
there was adequate explanation of Alts 10, 11 or 12. | could not make informed decisions due to the
lack of information available. The Alts do NOT address downtown bypass traffic separation from
downtown traffic and do NOT provide sufficient cross section designs to determine how freeway
exchanges would be designed.

| oppose any additional ROW acquisition downtown, especially near the Convention Center and
Ballpark. | am in favor of tunnels and depressed/below grade sections of the freeway that create
grade connectivity while enhancing inner city mobility. However, if TXDOT proceeds with their current
Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 11 — realign 1-45 Northbound and Southbound lanes along 59, Pierce
Elevated would be removed and a ground level Parkway would be created - HOWEVER, | oppose
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additional ROW along 59 and | need additional information on what the Pierce Parkway would look
like.

| want TXxDOT to re-evaluate using Hardy Toll Road; | want TxDOT to fully explain their options for
Segment 3 and to re-evaluate using tunnels. TxDOT is NOT listening to the public and | want that to
change!

Drink. Drive. Go to Jall.
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From: Matthews. Patty

To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 7:39:07 PM
Patty

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:48 PM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:36 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: | 45 Alternatives

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez
Public Information Officer
Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District

Danny.Perez@txdot.gov
Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio

Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: lastconcertcafe@sbcglobal.net [mailto:lastconcertcafe@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 2:15 PM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: Dawn Fudge
Subject: | 45 Alternatives

At Public Meeting #2, you presented Alternatives for us to choose from
that included many options that the public wanted. Then at Public Meeting
#3, | was very disappointed that TxDOT eliminated almost all of our

preferred choices and substantially changed others.

Segment 1 (Beltway 8 to 610) — The public wanted Alternative 3 & 3C -
By a 3 to 1 margin, people wanted to put the 4 managed lanes on Hardy —
where there are already managed lanes. Additional construction would not
affect traffic on 1-45 and businesses and homes would be saved from
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condemnation. But TxDOT eliminated this Alternative!

The Public’s 2" choice was Alt 7 — 4 managed lanes on elevated
structure in middle of 1-45 .. only required 30’ additional Right of Way
(ROW) on both sides. TxDOT changed that 30’ to up to 81’ .. almost 3
times more ROW!

TxDOT changed Alt 4 & 5 from 150’ ROW up to 225’ .. a substantial
increase of 50% more ROW.

Segment 2 (610 to 1-10) — The Public’s 15t choice was Alternative 14 — a
bored tunnel - but TxDOT eliminated this Alternative!

The Public’s 2" choice — Alt 15 — Put the managed lanes on Hardy..
but TxDOT eliminated this Alternative!

The Public’s 3" choice — Alt 10 — On below-grade areas, covering
roadway to create greenspace .. although this option is still available, the
greenspace will not be included with this Alt. It will have to be done later

with separate funding.

Segment 3 (Downtown ‘Loop’) — Ninty-nine (99%!) of the public wanted
the bored tunnels! (Alts 4, 5 & 6) — but TXDOT eliminated all 3

Alternatives! Instead you added 2 new Alts (11 & 12).

SEGMENT 1

| still think that the 4 managed lanes need to be on Hardy Toll Road — on
Segment 1, | want Alt 3 & 3C with Segment 2, Alt 15. This would reduce
land acquisition and reduce costs and have the least economic effect. In
fact, according to TxDOT, only 45 parcels would be impacted on Hardy
vs 267 parcels with Alt 4 or 310 parcels with Alt 5. Hardy would also have
the least effect on mobility during construction.

However, if TXDOT proceeds with their Alternatives, | am in favor of
alternating between Alt 4 and Alt 5 — taking property from whatever side
has vacant property. | want the least economic effect on businesses &
residences. 1. do NOT support any double decked roadways due to
increased noise levels and visual pollution.

SEGMENT 2

| think that Alt 15 — putting the managed lanes on Hardy is the best
answer to help mobility and have the least negative effect on businesses
and residences. However, if TXDOT proceeds with their Alternatives, |
am in favor of Alt 10 — putting frontage roads over mainlanes and
providing the supporting structure to cover the mainlanes and managed
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lanes to create greenspace. | want TxDOT to include putting green space
over the below grade areas. 1 do NOT support any double decked
roadways due to increased noise levels and visual pollution.

SEGMENT 3

| still think that bored tunnels in a highly developed area, like downtown,
are the right answer for this project. Four tunnels were offered before and
four tunnels were removed by TXDOT! | do not think there was adequate
explanation of Alts 10, 11 or 12. | could not make informed decisions due
to the lack of information available. The Alts do NOT address downtown
bypass traffic separation from downtown traffic and do NOT provide
sufficient cross section designs to determine how freeway exchanges
would be designed.

| oppose any additional ROW acquisition downtown, especially near
the Convention Center and Ballpark. | am in favor of tunnels and
depressed/below grade sections of the freeway that create grade
connectivity while enhancing inner city mobility. However, if TXDOT
proceeds with their current Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 11 — realign I-
45 Northbound and Southbound lanes along 59, Pierce Elevated would be
removed and a ground level Parkway would be created - HOWEVER, |
oppose additional ROW along 59 and | need additional information on
what the Pierce Parkway would look like.

| want TXDOT to re-evaluate using Hardy Toll Road; |
want TXDOT to fully explain their options for Segment 3
and to re-evaluate using tunnels. TxDOT is NOT
listening to the public and | want that to change!

Drink. Drive. Go to Jail.
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From: Matthews. Patty

To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 7:38:01 PM
Patty

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:54 PM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: Public comments

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez

Public Information Officer

Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District
Danny.Perez@txdot.gov

Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio

Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Garcialaw7 [mailto:garcialaw7@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 6:39 AM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Public comments

To: TxDOT

At Public Meeting #2, you presented Alternatives for us to choose from that included many
options that the public wanted. Then at Public Meeting #3, | was very disappointed that
TxDOT eliminated almost all of our preferred choices and substantially changed others.

Segment 1 (Beltway 8 to 610) — The public wanted Alternative 3 & 3C - By a 3to 1 margin,
people wanted to put the 4 managed |anes on Hardy — where there are already managed lanes.
Additional construction would not affect traffic on 1-45 and businesses and homes would be
saved from condemnation. But TxDOT eliminated this Alternative!

E 127-1


MirandaC1
Typewritten Text
E 127-1


The Public's 2" choice was Alt 7 — 4 managed lanes on elevated structure in middle of 1-45 ..
only required 30" additional Right of Way (ROW) on both sides. TxDOT changed that 30" to
upto 81 .. almost 3 times more ROW!

TxDOT changed Alt 4 & 5from 150° ROW up to 225’ .. a substantial increase of 50% more
ROW.

Segment 2 (610 to 1-10) — The Public’s 18 choice was Alternative 14 — a bored tunnel -
but TXDOT dliminated this Alternative!

The Public’s 2" choice — Alt 15 — Put the managed lanes on Hardy.. but TXDOT eliminated
this Alternative!

The Public’s 3" choice — Alt 10— On bel ow-grade areas, covering roadway to create
greenspace .. although this option is still available, the greenspace will not be included with
this Alt. It will have to be done later with separate funding.

Segment 3 (Downtown ‘L.oop’) — Ninty-nine (99%!) of the public wanted the bored tunnels!
(Alts4,5 & 6) —but TxDOT eliminated all 3 Alternatives! Instead you added 2 new Alts (11

& 12).

SEGMENT 1

| still think that the 4 managed lanes need to be on Hardy Toll Road — on Segment 1, | want
Alt 3 & 3C with Segment 2, Alt 15. This would reduce land acquisition and reduce costs and
have the least economic effect. In fact, according to TXxDOT, only 45 parcels would be
impacted on Hardy vs 267 parcels with Alt 4 or 310 parcels with Alt 5. Hardy would also
have the least effect on mobility during construction.

However, if TXDOT proceeds with their Alternatives, | am in favor of alternating between
Alt 4 and Alt 5 —taking property from whatever side has vacant property. | want the least
economic effect on businesses & residences. | do NOT support any double decked
roadways due to increased noise levels and visua pollution.

SEGMENT 2

| think that Alt 15 — putting the managed lanes on Hardy is the best answer to help mobility
and have the least negative effect on businesses and residences. However, if TXDOT
proceeds with their Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 10 — putting frontage roads over
mainlanes and providing the supporting structure to cover the mainlanes and managed lanes
to create greenspace. | want TxDOT to include putting green space over the below grade
areas. | do NOT support any double decked roadways due to increased noise levels and
visual pollution.

SEGMENT 3

| still think that bored tunnels in a highly developed area, like downtown, are the right answer

for this project. Four tunnels were offered before and four tunnels were removed by
IxDOT! | do not think there was adequate explanation of Alts 10, 11 or 12. | could not make

informed decisions due to the lack of information available. The Alts do NOT address
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downtown bypass traffic separation from downtown traffic and do NOT provide sufficient
cross section designs to determine how freeway exchanges would be designed.

I oppose any additional ROW acquisition downtown, especially near the Convention Center
and Ballpark. | am in favor of tunnels and depressed/below grade sections of the freeway

that create grade connectivity while enhancing inner city mobility. However, if TXDOT
proceeds with their current Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 11 —realign 1-45 Northbound
and Southbound lanes along 59, Pierce Elevated would be removed and a ground level
Parkway would be created — HOWEVER, | oppose additional ROW along 59 and | need
additional information on what the Pierce Parkway would look like.

| want TXDOT to re-evaluate using Hardy Toll Road; | want TxDOT to fully explain their

options for Segment 3 and to re-evaluate using tunnels. TxDOT is NOT listening to the
public and | want that to change!

Sincerely,

Bernardo J. Garcia
15703 Faywood Dr
Houston, Texas 77060

Drink. Drive. Go to Jall.
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From: Matthews. Patty

To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: 1-45 public comment

Date: Monday, January 27, 2014 11:14:46 AM
Patty

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 11:13 AM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: FW: 1-45 public comment

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 10:58 AM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: 1-45 public comment

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez
Public Information Officer
Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District

Danny.Perez@txdot.gov
Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio

Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: House Family [mailto:house567@earthlink.net]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 6:48 AM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: 1-45 public comment

More and bigger roadways ONLY creates MORE &

INSANITY!!

SEGMENT 1

| still think that the 4 managed lanes need to be on Hardy Toll Road — on Segment 1, | want
Alt 3 & 3C with Segment 2, Alt 15. This would reduce land acquisition and reduce costs and
have the least economic effect. In fact, according to TxDOT, only 45 parcels would be
impacted on Hardy vs 267 parcels with Alt 4 or 310 parcels with Alt 5. Hardy would also
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have the least effect on mobility during construction.
However, if TXDOT proceeds with their Alternatives, | am in favor of alternating between Alt

4 and Alt 5 - taking property from whatever side has vacant property. | want the least
economic effect on businesses & residences. | do NOT support any double decked
roadways due to increased noise levels and visual pollution.

SEGMENT 2

| think that Alt 15 — putting the managed lanes on Hardy is the best answer to help mobility
and have the least negative effect on businesses and residences. However, if TxDOT
proceeds with their Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 10 — putting frontage roads over
mainlanes and providing the supporting structure to cover the mainlanes and managed
lanes to create greenspace. | want TxDOT to include putting green space over the below
grade areas. | do NOT support any double decked roadways due to increased noise levels
and visual pollution.

SEGMENT 3

| still think that bored tunnels in a highly developed area, like downtown, are the right
answer for this project. Four tunnels were offered before and four tunnels were removed by
IxDOT! | do not think there was adequate explanation of Alts 10, 11 or 12. | could not
make informed decisions due to the lack of information available. The Alts do NOT address
downtown bypass traffic separation from downtown traffic and do NOT provide sufficient
cross section designs to determine how freeway exchanges would be designed.

| oppose any additional ROW acquisition downtown, especially near the Convention Center
and Ballpark. | am in favor of tunnels and depressed/below grade sections of the freeway
that create grade connectivity while enhancing inner city mobility. However, if TXxDOT
proceeds with their current Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 11 — realign 1-45 Northbound
and Southbound lanes along 59, Pierce Elevated would be removed and a ground level
Parkway would be created - HOWEVER, | oppose additional ROW along 59and | need
additional information on what the Pierce Parkway would look like.

| want TxDOT to re-evaluate using Hardy Toll Road; | want TxDOT to
fully explain their options for Segment 3 and to re-evaluate using
tunnels. TxDOT is NOT listening to the public and | want that to
change!

Doug House, M.Ed.
713-796-9304
7132 Staffordshire

Houston, TX 77030

Drink. Drive. Go to Jail.
(2]
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From: Matthews. Patty

To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 7:39:19 PM
Patty

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:30 PM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:26 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: 1-45 expansion project

Forwarded for your handling .Thanks.

Danny Perez

Public Information Officer

Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District
Danny.Perez@txdot.gov

Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio

Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: David Olson [mailto:DOlson@olsonllp.com]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 10:49 AM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: 1-45 expansion project

To whom it may concern:

It is my understanding that we have until this Friday to submit any concerns we may have
about the [-45 “expansion” project. | would like to voice my opinion, as a First Ward Resident (1520
Spring Street, Houston, Texas 77007), that if possible, TxDOT should strongly consider reevaluating a
possible tunnel system with green space around the downtown area (end of Segment 2 and all of
Segment 3), and/or better utilization of the Hardy Toll Road to alleviate the additional traffic and
burden placed on the [-45 main lanes in the downtown area. | appreciate the opportunity to

express my concerns.
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David W. Olson

Olson & Olson, L.L.P., Attorneys at Law
Wortham Tower, Suite 600

2727 Allen Parkway

Houston, TX 77019

Ph: 713.533.3800

Fx: 713.533.3888

dolson@ol sonllp.com

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and are intended solely for the use of the individual or
entity to whom they are addressed. This communication may contain material protected by the attorney-client
privilege. If you are not the intended recipient or the person responsible for delivering the email to the intended
recipient, be advised that you may have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding,
printing, copying or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this email is strictly prohibited. If you
have received this email in error, please immediately notify the sender.

Drink. Drive. Go to Jail.
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From: Matthews. Patty

To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 7:38:58 PM
Importance: High

Patty

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

Importance: High

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:37 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: Response to 3rd Meeting
Importance: High

Forwarded for your handling .Thanks.

Danny Perez

Public Information Officer

Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District
Danny.Perez@txdot.gov

Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio

Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Randy Raimond [mailto:randyraimond@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 3:54 PM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Response to 3rd Meeting
Importance: High

To: TXDOT

At Public Meeting #2, you presented Alternatives for us to choose from that included many options
that the public wanted. Then at Public Meeting #3, | was very disappointed that TXDOT eliminated

almost all of our preferred choices and substantially changed others.
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Segment 1 (Beltway 8 to 610) — The public wanted Alternative 3 & 3C - By a 3 to 1 margin, people
wanted to put the 4 managed lanes on Hardy — where there are already managed lanes. Additional
construction would not affect traffic on I-45 and businesses and homes would be saved from

condemnation. But TxDOT eliminated this Alternative!

The Public’s 2" choice was Alt 7 - 4 managed lanes on elevated structure in middle of I-45 .. only
required 30’ additional Right of Way (ROW) on both sides. TxDOT changed that 30" to up to 81’ ..

almost 3 times more ROW!

TxDOT changed Alt 4 & 5 from 150° ROW up to 225’ .. a substantial increase of 50% more ROW.

Segment 2 (610 to I1-10) — The Public’s 15t choice was Alternative 14 — a bored tunnel - but TxDOT
eliminated this Alternative!

The Public’s 2" choice — Alt 15 — Put the managed lanes on Hardy.. but TxDOT eliminated this
Alternative!

The Public’s 3" choice — Alt 10 — On below-grade areas, covering roadway to create greenspace ..
although this option is still available, the greenspace will not be included with this Alt. It will have to be

done later with separate funding.

Segment 3 (Downtown ‘Loop’) — Ninty-nine (99%!) of the public wanted the bored tunnels! (Alts 4, 5 &
6) — but TXDOT eliminated all 3 Alternatives! Instead you added 2 new Alts (11 & 12).

SEGMENT 1

| still think that the 4 managed lanes need to be on Hardy Toll Road — on Segment 1, | want Alt 3 &
3C with Segment 2, Alt 15. This would reduce land acquisition and reduce costs and have the least
economic effect. In fact, according to TxDOT, only 45 parcels would be impacted on Hardy vs 267
parcels with Alt 4 or 310 parcels with Alt 5. Hardy would also have the least effect on mobility during

construction.

However, if TXDOT proceeds with their Alternatives, | am in favor of alternating between Alt 4 and Alt

5 — taking property from whatever side has vacant property. | want the least economic effect on
businesses & residences. | do NOT support any double decked roadways due to increased noise

levels and visual pollution.

SEGMENT 2

| think that Alt 15 — putting the managed lanes on Hardy is the best answer to help mobility and have
the least negative effect on businesses and residences. However, if TXDOT proceeds with their
Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 10 — putting frontage roads over mainlanes and providing the
supporting structure to cover the mainlanes and managed lanes to create greenspace. | want TxDOT
to include putting green space over the below grade areas. | do NOT support any double decked
roadways due to increased noise levels and visual pollution.

E 130-2


MirandaC1
Typewritten Text
E 130-2


SEGMENT 3

| still think that bored tunnels in a highly developed area, like downtown, are the right answer for this

project. Four tunnels were offered before and four tunnels were removed by TXDOT! | do not think
there was adequate explanation of Alts 10, 11 or 12. | could not make informed decisions due to the

lack of information available. The Alts do NOT address downtown bypass traffic separation from
downtown traffic and do NOT provide sufficient cross section designs to determine how freeway
exchanges would be designed.

| oppose any additional ROW acquisition downtown, especially near the Convention Center and
Ballpark. | am in favor of tunnels and depressed/below grade sections of the freeway that create
grade connectivity while enhancing inner city mobility. However, if TXDOT proceeds with their current
Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 11 — realign 1-45 Northbound and Southbound lanes along 59, Pierce
Elevated would be removed and a ground level Parkway would be created - HOWEVER, | oppose
additional ROW along 59 and | need additional information on what the Pierce Parkway would look
like.

| want TxDOT to re-evaluate using Hardy Toll Road; | want TxDOT to
fully explain their options for Segment 3 and to re-evaluate using
tunnels. TxDOT is NOT listening to the public and | want that to
change!

Very Seriously,
Randy Raimond

1315 Goliad

Houston Texas 77007

Drink. Drive. Go to Jail.
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From: Matthews. Patty

To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 7:38:48 PM
Patty

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:50 PM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: Public Comments to TxDOT

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez
Public Information Officer
Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District

Danny.Perez@txdot.gov
Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio

Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Linda Marroquin [mailto:chiguitadragoncita@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Linda Marroquin
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2014 10:27 AM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail

Cc: Tami Merrick

Subject: Public Comments to TxDOT

At Public Meeting #2, you presented Alternatives for us to choose from that included many
options that the public wanted. Then at Public Meeting #3, | was very disappointed that

TxDOT eliminated almost all of our preferred choices and substantially changed others.

Segment 1 (Beltway 8 to 610) — The public wanted Alternative 3 & 3C - By a 3 to 1 margin,
people wanted to put the 4 managed lanes on Hardy — where there are already managed
lanes. Additional construction would not affect traffic on 1-45 and businesses and homes

E 131-1


MirandaC1
Typewritten Text
E 131-1


would be saved from condemnation. But TxDOT eliminated this Alternative!

The Public’s 2" choice was Alt 7 — 4 managed lanes on elevated structure in middle of I-45
.. only required 30" additional Right of Way (ROW) on both sides. TxDOT changed that 30’

to up to 81" .. almost 3 times more ROW!

TxDOT changed Alt 4 & 5 from 150° ROW up to 225’ .. a substantial increase of 50% more
ROW.

Segment 2 (610 to |-10) — The Public's 15t choice was Alternative 14 — a bored tunnel - but
TxDOT eliminated this Alternative!

The Public’s 2" choice - Alt 15 — Put the managed lanes on Hardy.. but TxDOT eliminated
this Alternative!

The Public’s 3" choice — Alt 10 - On below-grade areas, covering roadway to create
greenspace .. although this option is still available, the greenspace will not be included with

this Alt. It will have to be done later with separate funding.

Segment 3 (Downtown ‘Loop’) — Ninty-nine (99%!) of the public wanted the bored tunnels!
(Alts 4, 5 & 6) — but TXDOT eliminated all 3 Alternatives! Instead you added 2 new Alts (11

& 12).

SEGMENT 1

| still think that the 4 managed lanes need to be on Hardy Toll Road — on Segment 1, | want
Alt 3 & 3C with Segment 2, Alt 15. This would reduce land acquisition and reduce costs and
have the least economic effect. In fact, according to TxDOT, only 45 parcels would be
impacted on Hardy vs 267 parcels with Alt 4 or 310 parcels with Alt 5. Hardy would also

have the least effect on mobility during construction.

However, if TXDOT proceeds with their Alternatives, | am in favor of alternating between Alt

4 and Alt 5 — taking property from whatever side has vacant property. | want the least
economic effect on businesses & residences. | do NOT support any double decked

roadways due to increased noise levels and visual pollution.
SEGMENT 2

| think that Alt 15 — putting the managed lanes on Hardy is the best answer to help mobility
and have the least negative effect on businesses and residences. However, if TxDOT
proceeds with their Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 10 — putting frontage roads over
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mainlanes and providing the supporting structure to cover the mainlanes and managed
lanes to create greenspace. | want TxDOT to include putting green space over the below
grade areas. | do NOT support any double decked roadways due to increased noise levels
and visual pollution.

SEGMENT 3

| still think that bored tunnels in a highly developed area, like downtown, are the right
answer for this project. Four tunnels were offered before and four tunnels were removed by
TxDOT! | do not think there was adequate explanation of Alts 10, 11 or 12. | could not
make informed decisions due to the lack of information available. The Alts do NOT address
downtown bypass traffic separation from downtown traffic and do NOT provide sufficient
cross section designs to determine how freeway exchanges would be designed.

| oppose any additional ROW acquisition downtown, especially near the Convention Center
and Ballpark and surrounding downtown neighborhoods. | am in favor of tunnels and

depressed/below grade sections of the freeway that create grade connectivity while
enhancing inner city mobility. However, if TXDOT proceeds with their current Alternatives, |
am in favor of Alt 11 — realign 1-45 Northbound and Southbound lanes along 59, Pierce
Elevated would be removed and a ground level Parkway would be created - HOWEVER, |
oppose additional ROW along 59 and | need additional information on what the Pierce
Parkway would look like.

Drink. Drive. Go to Jall.
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From: Matthews. Patty

To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 7:38:38 PM
Patty

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:50 PM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: Please Stop Lying

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez
Public Information Officer
Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District

Danny.Perez@txdot.gov
Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio

Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Deborah Tesar [mailto:dtesar@UniversalAmerican.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2014 5:55 PM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Please Stop Lying

To: TxDOT

At Public Meeting #2, you presented Alternatives for us to choose from that included many
options that the public wanted. Then at Public Meeting #3, | was very disappointed that

TxDOT eliminated almost all of our preferred choices and substantially changed others.

Segment 1 (Beltway 8 to 610) — The public wanted Alternative 3 & 3C - By a 3 to 1 margin,
people wanted to put the 4 managed lanes on Hardy — where there are already managed
lanes. Additional construction would not affect traffic on 1-45 and businesses and homes
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would be saved from condemnation. But TxDOT eliminated this Alternative!

The Public’s 2" choice was Alt 7 — 4 managed lanes on elevated structure in middle of I-45
.. only required 30" additional Right of Way (ROW) on both sides. TxDOT changed that 30’

to up to 81" .. almost 3 times more ROW!

TxDOT changed Alt 4 & 5 from 150° ROW up to 225’ .. a substantial increase of 50% more
ROW.

Segment 2 (610 to |-10) — The Public's 15t choice was Alternative 14 — a bored tunnel - but
TxDOT eliminated this Alternative!

The Public’s 2" choice - Alt 15 — Put the managed lanes on Hardy.. but TxDOT eliminated
this Alternative!

The Public’s 3" choice — Alt 10 - On below-grade areas, covering roadway to create
greenspace .. although this option is still available, the greenspace will not be included with

this Alt. It will have to be done later with separate funding.

Segment 3 (Downtown ‘Loop’) — Ninty-nine (99%!) of the public wanted the bored tunnels!
(Alts 4, 5 & 6) — but TXDOT eliminated all 3 Alternatives! Instead you added 2 new Alts (11

& 12).

SEGMENT 1

| still think that the 4 managed lanes need to be on Hardy Toll Road — on Segment 1, | want
Alt 3 & 3C with Segment 2, Alt 15. This would reduce land acquisition and reduce costs and
have the least economic effect. In fact, according to TxDOT, only 45 parcels would be
impacted on Hardy vs 267 parcels with Alt 4 or 310 parcels with Alt 5. Hardy would also

have the least effect on mobility during construction.

However, if TXDOT proceeds with their Alternatives, | am in favor of alternating between Alt

4 and Alt 5 — taking property from whatever side has vacant property. | want the least
economic effect on businesses & residences. | do NOT support any double decked

roadways due to increased noise levels and visual pollution.
SEGMENT 2

| think that Alt 15 — putting the managed lanes on Hardy is the best answer to help mobility
and have the least negative effect on businesses and residences. However, if TxDOT
proceeds with their Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 10 — putting frontage roads over
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mainlanes and providing the supporting structure to cover the mainlanes and managed
lanes to create greenspace. | want TxDOT to include putting green space over the below

grade areas. | do NOT support any double decked roadways due to increased noise levels
and visual pollution.

SEGMENT 3

| still think that bored tunnels in a highly developed area, like downtown, are the right

answer for this project. Four tunnels were offered before and four tunnels were removed by
TxDOT! | do not think there was adequate explanation of Alts 10, 11 or 12. | could not

make informed decisions due to the lack of information available. The Alts do NOT address
downtown bypass traffic separation from downtown traffic and do NOT provide sufficient
cross section designs to determine how freeway exchanges would be designed.

| oppose any additional ROW acquisition downtown, especially near the Convention Center
and Ballpark. 1 am in favor of tunnels and depressed/below grade sections of the freeway

that create grade connectivity while enhancing inner city mobility. However, if TXDOT
proceeds with their current Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 11 — realign 1-45 Northbound
and Southbound lanes along 59, Pierce Elevated would be removed and a ground level
Parkway would be created - HOWEVER, | oppose additional ROW along 59 and | need
additional information on what the Pierce Parkway would look like.

| want TxDOT to re-evaluate using Hardy Toll Road; | want TxDOT to
fully explain their options for Segment 3 and to re-evaluate using
tunnels. TxDOT is NOT listening to the public and | want that to
change!

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Regards,

Deborah Tesar

305 Morris

Houston TX, 77009
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: This e-mail, and any attachment to it, may contain privileged and confidential information intended only for
the use of the individuals or entities named on the e-mail. If you are not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible
for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that reading it is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in
error, please immediately return it to the sender and delete it from your system. Thank you.

Drink. Drive. Go to Jail.
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From: Matthews. Patty

To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 7:38:16 PM
Patty

----- Original Message-----

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:53 PM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:42 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: comments on TXDOT 1-45 plan

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez

Public Information Officer

Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District Danny.Perez@txdot.gov
Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

----- Original Message-----

From: Barbara Rose Lange [mailto:sor2355@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 8:46 AM

To: HOU-PIOWebMail

Subject: comments on TXDOT 1-45 plan

To: TXDOT

I live in the 77009 zip code area, and | commute to work just east of downtown Houston. My
neighborhood and place of work will be heavily impacted by your proposed highway changes from the
north into Houston.

At Public Meeting #3 regarding road changes into downtown Houston from the north, | was very
disappointed that TxDOT eliminated almost all of our preferred choices and substantially changed
others.

Segment 1 (Beltway 8 to 610) - The public wanted Alternative 3 & 3C - By a 3 to 1 margin, people
wanted to put the 4 managed lanes on Hardy
- where there are already managed lanes. TxDOT eliminated alternatives 3 and 3C and | object to this.

The public's second choice was Alt 7 - 4 managed lanes on elevated structure in middle of 1-45. This
change only required 30" additional Right of Way (ROW) on both sides. TxDOT changed that 30’ to up to
81'
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, tripling the ROW.

TxDOT changed alternatives 4 & 5 from 150" ROW up to 225'. This too is outrageous, because it added
50% to the ROW.

Segment 2 (610 to 1-10) - The Public's first choice was Alternative 14
- a bored tunnel - but TxDOT eliminated this alternative.

The Public's second choice - Alt 15 - Put the managed lanes on Hardy..
but TxDOT eliminated this alternative.

The Public's third choice - Alt 10 - On below-grade areas, covering roadway to create greenspace ..
although this option is still available, the greenspace will not be included with this alternative.
It will have to be done later with separate funding, and this means that it may not be done at all.

Segment 3 (Downtown ‘Loop") - 99% of the public wanted the bored tunnels! (Alts 4, 5 & 6) - but
TxDOT eliminated all 3 alternatives!
Instead you added 2 new Alts (11 & 12).

SEGMENT 1

Let me repeat that the four managed lanes need to be on Hardy Toll Road - on Segment 1, | want Alt 3
& 3C with Segment 2, Alt 15. This would reduce land acquisition and reduce costs and have the least
economic effect. In fact, according to TxDOT, only 45 parcels would be impacted on Hardy vs 267
parcels with Alt 4 or 310 parcels with Alt 5.

Hardy would also have the least effect on mobility during construction.

However, if TXDOT proceeds with their alternatives, | am in favor of alternating between Alt 4 and Alt 5
- taking property from whatever side has vacant property. | want the least economic effect on
businesses & residences. |1 do NOT support any double decked roadways due to increased noise levels
and visual pollution.

SEGMENT 2

I think that Alt 15 - putting the managed lanes on Hardy is the best answer to help mobility and have
the least negative effect on businesses and residences. However, if TXDOT proceeds with their
Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 10 - putting frontage roads over mainlanes and providing the
supporting structure to cover the mainlanes and managed lanes to create greenspace. | want TxDOT to
include putting green space over the below grade areas. | do NOT support any double decked roadways
due to increased noise levels and visual pollution.

SEGMENT 3

I still think that bored tunnels in a highly developed area, like downtown, are the right answer for this
project. Four tunnels were offered before and four tunnels were removed by TxDOT! .

I oppose any additional ROW acquisition downtown, especially near the Convention Center and Ballpark.
I am in favor of tunnels and depressed/below grade sections of the freeway However, if TXDOT
proceeds with their current Alternatives, | am in favor of Alt 11 - realign 1-45 Northbound and
Southbound lanes along 59, Pierce Elevated would be removed and a ground level Parkway would be
created - HOWEVER, | oppose additional ROW along 59 and | need additional information on what the
Pierce Parkway would look like.

I want TXDOT to re-evaluate using Hardy Toll Road; | want TxDOT to fully explain their options for
Segment 3 and to re-evaluate using tunnels. TxDOT is NOT listening to the public and | want that to
change.

Sincerely,

Barbara Rose Lange
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1128 Louise St.
Houston, TX 77009
Drink. Drive. Go to Jail.

[Drink. Drive. Go to Jail.]<http://www.txdot.gov/driver/sober-safe/nascar-drink-drive-go-to-jail.html>
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From: Matthews. Patty

To: Miranda, Cristina

Subject: FW: NHHIP Comment

Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 7:38:26 PM
Patty

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:51 PM
To: Matthews, Patty; Parmley, Patricia
Subject: NHHIP Comment

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 3:40 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: 1-45

Forwarded for your handling. Thanks.

Danny Perez

Public Information Officer

Texas Dept. of Transportation - Houston District
Danny.Perez@txdot.gov

Office: (713) 802-5077

Cell: (281) 686-0977

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio

Watch us @ www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Lauren Lindsay [mailto:laurenpfa@bellsouth.net]

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 6:51 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: 1-45

| moved here from Boston and survived many years of The Big Dig. While in progress there were a
lot of issues but putting that traffic underground has made the city so much more beautiful, more
parks and green space. |think a tunnel is the best solution, especially if you can do it without taking
away people’s homes. Especially considering there are historic districts such as Germantown VERY
close to the highway. Please listen to what the citizens are telling you, since so far you don’t seem

to be doing that!

Lauren Lindsay
2808 Morrison St
Houston, TX 77009
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Lauren G. Lindsay, CFP
Director of Financial Planning
Personal Financial Advisors

www.mypfa.com
direct: 985 773 0014

fax: 985 635 4660

Drink. Drive. Go to Jail.
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Parmley, Patricia

From: Kelly Lark <Kelly. Lark@txdot.gov=

Sent: Tuesday, February 04, 2014 12:45 PM

To: Matthews, Patty, Parmley, Patricia

Subject: NHHIFP Comment

Attachments: I-45 Proposed ROW Satellite Image.pdf; 1-45 Segment 2, Alt 10 Greenways (Jonathan C.C.
Day).pdf

Comment...

From: Danny Perez

Sent: Tuesday, February 04, 2014 11:20 AM

To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark

Subject: FW: Comments for I-45 (Greenways at North St. and North Main St.)