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6/9/2017 Gmail ­ Bridge Project

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ui=2&ik=562b467801&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15c384d7d2dfc9c8&siml=15c371346e62d8b2&siml=15c384d7d2df… 2/2

We appreciate your our par�cipa�on. Have we signed you up for project updates?

If you have any addi�onal ques�ons or concerns, please let us know.

Sincerely,

Nat Waggoner

From: Paul Krentz [
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2017 3:50 PM 
To: AusnAЀve 
Subject:  Bridge Project

[Quoted text hidden]
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6/9/2017 Gmail ­ Austin avenue bridge feedback

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ui=2&ik=562b467801&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15c46a75be019956&siml=15c46a75be019956 1/2

Austin Avenue Improvements <austinavegeorgetown@gmail.com>

Austin avenue bridge feedback
1 message

Neal Geiger 
To

Hello Georgetown

The Georgetown bridge project is a very exciting project for Georgetown. These bridges can connect to more than just to the downtown district ­ but also connect to Georgetown’s future succ
the bridges, and whether it is decided to build new structures or rebuild existing bridges, I would like to propose to take some time to consider making these bridges a unique Texas landmark   
built to be more than just bridges… but a landmark to attract attention to Georgetown and its wonderful downtown community and a statement of Texas culture. 

Imagine if the bridges were a replica of ano her famous bridge, or unusually high, or perhaps in the shape of two armadillos or cactuses. This is an opportunity to create something that is wor
enjoy.  Families driving  hrough Texas would want to divert off I­35 and cut through Georgetown to see something fun and wonderful, while stopping to eat, drink and enjoy the delightful down
arch, Utah has dinosaur land, West Dover has the world’s largest bee ­ the list goes on and on.  By thinking outside of the box, we could create ano her unique des ination…  “The Giant Cact
Bridge, or Cattle Drive Avenue…. something unique. The extra cost surely would offset with increased traffic and business for our wonderful town.

I would enjoy discussing and creating some concept renderings should  he committee wish to explore new possibilities.

Yours truly,

Neal Geiger
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6/9/2017 Gmail ­ AUSTIN AVENUE BRIDGES

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ui=2&ik=562b467801&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15c18542a60f44c7&siml=15c0c8d8bc28a3fe&siml=15c0dca5074b… 2/2

Sincerely,

Nat Waggoner

From: Beth Ann Forest 
Sent: Monday, May 15, 2017 9:40 AM 
To: AusĕnAve 
Subject:  AUSTIN AVENUE BRIDGES

[Quoted text hidden]
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Emailed NextDoor Poll
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5/15/2017 Gmail ­ Support for $15.7 Replace­Upgrade Bridge Option

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=562b467801&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15c0c5a2306f68af&siml=15c06dbf5e9c0c7a&siml=15c0c5a2306f6… 9/9

 Thanked!

 Thank

it. Big developers, in my humble opinion, are simply looking 
for profit by any means without a long term vision and many local politicians are eager to jump 
on the latest hype. For the next city election (actually the next several) there needs to be a real 
ground swell that looks at the issues and not just business 
as usually spouting about how much growth has been happening as measured by bottom lines.

2 Thanks

Sherwin Kahn, Old Town 7h ago
No need to be suspicious of the Alliance. They are just a group of ordinary homeowners. If you 
read their position paper it appears the bridge is safe and the least detrimental option would 
be repair. A 75 year option sounds good but it is impossible to project the needs of the 
community that far in advance and the possible harm to a minimum year and half shutdown (I 
always figure you need to at least double those kind of estimates) are incalculable. 
And despite the derogatory comment about my run for Mayor, I think we all need to be keenly 
aware of sustainable growth in our future. Bragging about being the fastest growing city in 
America is bragging about issuing building permits and variances faster
than any city in America. It doesn't serve our needs now and certainly won't make lives easier in 
the future.

1 Thank

Jonathan Dade, Oakcrest II just now
Bernie ­ I guess it is paradoxical to have Bernie, logic, and reason in the same sentence, 
especially considering the previous presidential candidate :) That said, do not let Kahn's degree 
scare you... I hold two masters degrees myself, and your BFA has its use. Plus, many of the 
issues could be that rare thing once called "common sense". Overall, I agree with you that more 
is not necessarily better. Further, I think those who want to stop, 
deter, or avoid acknowledging the growth of Georgetown, are short sighted or misguided. 
Georgetown is growing, and a we do need a long term vision to address such things as our 
bridges. For me, it is the 75 year complete re­do option. But I do value everyone's 
opinions, hence the poll. Finally, you are correct Dr. Kahn, that it is impossible to see 75 years 
into the future but as none of us are structural engineers or statisticians, none of us are 
qualified to judge the bridge as safe. I understand such qualified 
people have assessed the bridge, and left unprepared (and not expanded), I would hate for my 
children to be on it, 75 years from now. Jonathan

Click here to report this email as spam.
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Responses cannot be edited

Austin Ave. Bridges - Online Comment Form

Please use the 韛�elds below to share your input on the Austin Ave. Bridges Project. 

While comments are collected throughout the environmental study, they must be received or postmarked by Friday, 
May 26, 2017 to be included in the oퟵ�cial public meeting record. 

Ross Hunter

908 S. Walnut Street

5129300542

Downtown Resource Council

Name *

Address (optional)

Phone

Organization
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Option 6A with a pedestrian bridge is the safest and least costly option. The Bridges are safe, 
and this option allows the long-deferred maintenance to resume without road closures. Also it 
韛�ts the Downtown Master Plan to extend historic structures in ways most attractive to 
pedestrians.

Option 7A is overkill, adding a center turn lane and widening the bridges unnecessarily. It 
wastes money, and still keeps pedestrians ON the bridges instead of OFF the bridges. And 
Option 8 should not even be up for consideration.

It's a shame that the city didn't share the selection process with the people. Transparency and 
citizen involvement always lead to a better decision.

Apparently environmental factors have eliminated options on the west side. But the city should 
have shared this information with the citizens instead of simply making decisions in the dark. 
Again, this makes for an inferior result.

Option 6A is the best of the 5 options presented. Option 7A is a bad choice, and Option 8 
should not even be in the list - the bridges are safe, as TxDOT and all engineering studies have 
con韛�rmed. It's only because the city has not shared this selection process with the people that 
Option 8 has even survived the cut. The lack of transparency is very disturbing.

Are there any strengths to the alternatives presented that were not
stated/de韛�ned?

Are there any weakness to the alternatives presented that were not
stated/de韛�ned?

Do you have any additional comments on the alternatives presented?

Do you have any comments on the environmental process?

Do you have any other additional comments, concerns or questions about
the Austin Ave. Bridges Project?
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6/9/2017 Gmail ­ Bridge poll on Nextdoor

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ui=2&ik=562b467801&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15c5f5ba5547561d&siml=15c5f5ba5547561d 2/3

Sue Kullerd, Sun City 6d ago
I have asked my brother, Mike Midkiff, who is a high­level civil engineer within TXDOT. We've talked about this issue
many times before. I'm awaiting his input. He will definitely have an opinion, and will probably attend the meeting on
May 11th. I'll get back to you shortly!
 Thank1 Thank

Don Garbe
Don Garbe, Sun City 6d ago
may 11 was 2 weeks ago?
 Thank

Sheridan Moore
Sheridan Moore, Sun City 5d ago
Why throw money at a stop gap fix? Cheaper in the long run to replace it now.
 Thanked!2 Thanks

J.J. Parker
J.J. Parker, Sun City 5d ago
Yes, the public mtg that these options came from was a few weeks ago. I think it gets narrowed down from these even
more.

Sue Kullerd
Sue Kullerd, Sun City 5d ago
My Vote is to rehab and widen, because it's the most cost­effective and is adequate to extend the life of the bridge. Here is
input from a TXDOT Civil Engineer, with 30+ years of experience in the field of bridges and roads. IN SUMMARY:
improving access/mobility/safety to the main community park is money well spent....spending a few less dollars to
rehabilite/widen the existing bridge vs demolishing and building a new one is thrifty and should easily correct the current
needed bridge rehabilitation issue....freeing up the additional money to be spent elsewhere....or spend the extra $3M (it
will end up costing MUCH more, trust me!) and get a new bridge aesthetic look the community desires....regardless,
Georgetown is growing and needs the vehicular/ped/bike improvements to keep folks (children) safe ­ no brainer.

https://transportation.georgetown.org/austin-avenue-bridges/public-meetings/may-11-2017-public-meeting/

If you like the look of the existing "historic" bridge ­ 7A is your cost effective choice....want new bridge aesthetics, Option
8 is your choice.

OPINION REGARDING SAFETY: These bridges are next to your signature park, to not include vehicular mobility
improvements while providing more positive separation between pedestrians and vehicles would be
uncontinable....improvements would facilitate ingress­egress and emergency response during major park events....so
vehicular mobility includes Options 7A and 8.

A separate ped bridge is never cost effective if you can widen a vehicular bridge and use its substructure cost savings....

7A appears to be the most cost effective choice as the existing bridge has plenty of remaining life (100 year lifespan is
typical)...just needs a mid­life nip/tuck to go another 50 years, while adding a new bridge widening to address needed
mobility improvements.

Option 8 is $3M more expensive and there appears to be an issue with removing the existing "historical" bridge...ask
yourself how long would it take to arrive at community consensus regarding the new bridge aesthetic treatment? Maybe
the community wants a new bridge signature look and feel that compliments a Master Plan???  
Note: on attached city council handout, both Options 7A and 8 require Park ROW purchase....any land required from a
park will require a Federal 4f analysis....Option 8 requires FULL 4f analysis vs 7A requires minimal 4f evaluation ­
resulting in significant time savings of federal review and approval of environmental clearance.
 Thanked!1 Thank

Kathryn Meinzer
Kathryn Meinzer, Sun City 4d ago
These 2 bridges are past their prime and should be completely demolished and new bridges with pedestrian walks built. 
The city will be sorry if they put this off by repairing the current bridges.   That is what Colorado Springs did and within a
couple of years they had the repaired bridge and another go bad at the same time.  New bridges will be needed in the near
future and will cost much more than doing them now with today's dollars.
 Thanked!1 Thank

Tom Crawford
Tom Crawford, Sun City 4d ago 302



6/9/2017 Gmail ­ Bridge poll on Nextdoor

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ui=2&ik=562b467801&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15c5f5ba5547561d&siml=15c5f5ba5547561d 3/3

Replace and add a bike & pedestrian lane plus access to the trail below!
 Thanked!1 Thank

JJ  Par ker

Great book to read

Click here to report this email as spam.
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AUSTIN AVENUE 
BRIDGES PROJECT 

AUSTIN AVENUE BRIDGES PROJECT 

Stay Informed 
Contact Information 

Nathaniel Waggoner 
City of Georgetown, Project Manager 
Email: AustinAve@georgetown.org 

Phone: (512)930-8171 
Web: AustinAve.Georgetown.org

For more information and to view materials from this and previous 
public meetings, please visit the project website. 

To receive email updates on the project, send an email to 
AustinAve@georgetown.org with “updates” in the subject line. 

Share comments on the printed paper or online comment form
at the meeting 

Send comments via the online comment form, email, or mail 
• Comment Form: http://AustinAve.Georgetown.org
• Email: AustinAve@georgetown.org
• Mail:  Georgetown Utility Systems

C/O Nathaniel Waggoner 
PO Box 409
Georgetown, TX 78627

Next Steps
This is the third public meeting for the Austin Avenue Bridges and 
it is anticipated that a fourth public meeting or hearing will be held 
in late 2017 to early 2018. Periodic updates will be shared as they 
are available. 

The City of Georgetown, in coordination with TxDOT, welcome 
you to the public meeting. The purpose of this public meeting is to 
present possible improvement alternatives, provide updates on the 
environmental compliance process, and collect input from the public. 

Need: 

The bridges have several deteriorating components and structural 
deficiencies, resulting in the need for load posting and falling debris 
on and below the bridges. The bridges do not meet the current City 
of Georgetown’s adopted design standards including Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements and do not provide effective 
connections for bicycles and pedestrians to the existing trail network. 
In addition, the current roadway has narrow travel lanes and 
sidewalks, and does not provide the standard levels of service for all 
modes of travel. 

  Purpose:  

• Address deteriorating components and remove all load restrictions

• Improve safety and mobility through application of current
design standards

• Provide safe turning movements into and out of abutting properties
that effectively serve existing and future traffic movements

• Provide crossings that meet ADA requirements, are conducive for
substantial pedestrian and bicycle traffic, and provide effective
connections to the existing trail network

Share Input on the Project 

While comments are collected throughout the environmental study, 
they must be received or postmarked by Friday, May 26, 2017 to 
be included in the official public meeting record.
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Are there any strengths to the alternatives presented that were not stated/defined? 

Are there any weakness to the alternatives presented that were not stated/defined? 

Do you have any additional comments on the alternatives presented? 

Name: 

Address(optional): 

Phone: 

Organization: 

COMMENT FORM 
May 11, 2017 Public Meeting 
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Do you have any comments on the environmental process? 

Do you have any other additional comments, concerns or questions about the Austin Ave. Bridges 
Project?   

If you would like to receive email updates about this project, please share your email 
below: 

While comments are collected throughout the environmental study, to be included in the meeting 
report they must be received or postmarked by Friday, May 26, 2017. You may submit your 
written comments using one of the following methods: 

• Mail: Georgetown Utility Systems, C/O Nathaniel Waggoner
     PO Box 409, Georgetown, TX 78627 

• Email: AustinAve@georgetown.org
• Online comment form available at: AustinAve.Georgetown.org

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)):  
Check each of the following boxes that apply to you: 
 I am employed by TxDOT
 I do business with TxDOT
 I could benefit monetarily from the project or other

item about which I am commenting

For more information, please contact: 

Nathaniel Waggoner 
City of Georgetown Project Manager 
Email: AustinAve@georgetown.org  
Phone: (512) 930-8171 
http://austinave.georgetown.com 
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Do you have any comments on potential impacts to historical resources? 

If you would like to receive email updates about this project, please share your email 
below: 

While comments are collected throughout the environmental study, to be included in the meeting 
report they must be received or postmarked by Friday, May 26, 2017. You may submit your 
written comments using one of the following methods: 

• Mail: Georgetown Utility Systems, C/O Nathaniel Waggoner
     PO Box 409, Georgetown, TX 78627 

• Email: AustinAve@georgetown.org
• Online comment form available at: AustinAve.Georgetown.org

Name: 

Address(optional): 

Phone: 

Organization: 

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)):  
Check each of the following boxes that apply to you: 
 I am employed by TxDOT
 I do business with TxDOT
 I could benefit monetarily from the project or other

item about which I am commenting

For more information, please contact: 
Nathaniel Waggoner 
City of Georgetown Project Manager 
Email: AustinAve@georgetown.org  
Phone: (512) 930-8171 
http://austinave.georgetown.org  

National Historic Preservation Act, 
Section 106 COMMENT FORM  
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Exhibit Boards
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Environmental, Historical, 
and Primary Alternative Maps
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1. No build

2A. Build on new location and conversion to 1-way pair on east side

6A. Rehabilitation with pedestrian bridge
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7A. Rehabilitation and widen bridges

8. Full replacement
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Public Meeting Photos
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