AUSTIN
AUSTIN LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT

SCOPING SUMMARY PARTNERSHIP

The Austin Light Rail Implementation Plan was approved in June 2023, and Austin Transit Partnership (ATP) is E o E

advancing the first phase of a new light rail system in Austin, Texas. ATP is pursuing federal funding through the
Capital Investment Grant program that is administered by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). One of the
requirements to receive federal grant funding is to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act, or NEPA
(Scan QR code to see ATP’s NEPA FAQ). As an early step, the FTA and ATP conducted public scoping meetings E

and other public involvement activities from January 19 through March 4, 2024. A full report that describes the

process and what we heard, is available at atptx.org. This summary provides an overview. ATP’'s NEPA FAQ

T

Spreading the Word
Other advertising methods: Flyers about scoping meetings
. were distributed to:
"5 ATPsentmailers to * ATP website o
=~ * Media advisory * Libraries
3 8 44 5 homes, apartments, * Social media posts * Bus stops
[ 4 and businesses « Community calendars * Community gathering places
*within one-half-mile of the project area and along « Print and online advertising + At large employers throughout
45 existing transit routes * Multiple listserv emails sent the project area
to 5,066 email addresses

Open House Dates
How many attended:

FEB 1 FEB 10 FEB 12 FEB 22 FEB 27 FEB 29
The University of Montopolis Recreation Baker Center Virtual Twin Oaks St. David's
Texas at Austin and Community Center Open House Library Episcopal Church

480+ - 758 I

*five in-person and *in-person and
one virtual *in-person and online
virtual meetings

TOTAL PUBLIC
6 MEETINGS

o

vy

2 ] 0 3 8 + OUTREACH EVENTS

N 3 863 COMMENTS ABOUT THE PROJECT
*includes at-stop outreach events, tabling, committee @ [ DURING THE SCOPING PERIOD

and stakeholder presentations, it does not include

| . * via mail, e-mail, in-person, online survey, and from public agencies
open house public meetings

and partners
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TO P T H E M ES Comment themes were used to help ATP categorize and analyze the comments received.

All Comment Themes

Station locations, route
length, route location,
1% EYRLTTA B including priority
extensions

Project Route

Increase or ensure connections to other transportation options, including

Multimodal Transit
i BLEHL L v bus, pedestrian, biking, and driving

Connections

Land Use
Plans

Opportunities and challenges around stations related to density and zoning,

0,
e R ML LIALE business and retail development, and creating active spaces

Cost R4 288 COMMENTS Budget, price for fares, taxes, federal funding, etc.

Safety ¥4 259 COMMENTS Making sure the light rail is safe for all (lighting, security, etc.)

Top Comment Themes

Customer
Experience

N
x

243 COMMENTS Desire for specific amenities for people using the light rail (shade, Wi-Fi, places for bikes, etc.)

IProjetct PRI Impacts on traffic, existing roads/streets, right of way, and economic development
mpacts

Mobility and 143

Accessibility

Reliability

Regional
Connectivity

Environmental
Impacts

Equity

Community
Outreach

Project WK
Timeline FA)
Business Assist_a_nce 1% In general, we heard:
Opportunittes Kl =» Participants were supportive of the
Displacement ;;A' plan to build Austin Light Rail

= Many urged ATP to build a reliable,
safe, and cost-effective light rail

Construction
Impacts

)
w

system as quickly as possible

Career Development
Opportunities

— —
)

Project Art

A
NOTE: Numerous comments were

statements of ‘General Support’ and
‘General Opposition. These themes

were removed from the percentages
to focus on participants’ main topics
of interest that may be considered in
continuing project development.
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W HAT W E H EA R D Below is a summary of feedback received about sections of the project, including the

various design options presented to the public during the scoping period.

Summary of Feedback

NORTH SECTION R/ LEGEND e o 15

Park & Ride at 38“.l Street @ I Design Option Location

£3%9 Design Option (Study Area)
o Light Rail Station

Differing comments on location with some preferring further
north to reduce congestion and others preferring a more central
site. Comments identified the need to connect to more transit
modes and future extensions. Other comments involved cost,
safety and security, shade, water features, and preserving
parkland.

. CRESTVIEW Light Rail Route - Phase 1
e=» Light Rail Route - Priority Extension

@p> Operations & Maintenance Facility (OMF)
(P) Park& Ride Study Area
in Texas State Capitol

Transit Routes
—— RedLine
DOWNTOWN SECTION - = Green Line (future) A
b CapMetro Rapid
Wooldridge Square Station CapMetro Rapid (future)

NORTH SECTION

UT Station Area

Comments mentioned the
closeness to the TX State Capitol
and ease of connecting to and
accessing other modes of transit,
station accessibility, safety and
security, and service reliability.

Some commenters prefer moving vehicles

off Guadalupe St. and staying close to the

UT campus, and other commenters raised
concerns about where cars would be rerouted.
Additional comments focused on increasing
connections to more transit options, station
accessibility, and safety and security.

DOWNTOWN SECTION

Cesar Chavez Station

Lady Bird Lake
Bridge Extension ut

Some comments focused on having connection and
access to other modes of transportation and station
accessibility, while other comments questioned
whether neighborhood and community resources
would be available at this location, and others
questioned the cost.

Commenters had questions about cost
and design, as well as connection and
access to other modes of transportation.
Other comments pointed to service
reliability, station accessibility, and
impacts on vehicular traffic.

15TH ST

EAST SECTION EAST SECTION

East Riverside Ped® Operations and
Park & Ride at Oltorf and Bike Facilities Maintenance Facility (OMF)

WATERFRONT

Differing comments about location Safety and security were Differing comments on location with
with some preferring the proposed site socoQ TRAVIS the focus of comments, some preferring the closeness to
and ease of connection and access to CMHEIGHTS along with connection and the airport priority extension, while
other modes of transportation. Others access to other modes of others questioned the impacts to
prefer more focus on future extensions. transportation, and station the neighborhood. Other comments

LAKESHORE accessibility. mentioned future extensions, overall

project costs, and access to other
modes of transportation.

Additional comments mentioned safety
and security and impacts to ridership.

)

SOUTH SECTION

Travis @hts Station

PLEASANT

EAST SECTION

Grove Station

Comments were concerned
with station accessibility
and the effect on ridership

EAST SECTION

in that area. Connection The closeness to ACC JACKEP
and access to other modes and Ruiz Library was k & Ride at Yellow Jacket .
of transportation and to mentioned, as well as Aulsr:t'z;sz{igi:?m
the neighborhood and connection and access Differing comments about location with some Airport
community resources were to other modes of preferring the closeness to a priority extension,
also mentioned. transportation. Other while others preferred a location further from the AIRPORT (J
\_ ) i comments raised ; city center. Other comments mentioned impacts
: concerns over station to vehicular traffic, connection and access to
accessibility. other modes of transportation, and station

\ / accessibility.




WHO DID WE HEAR FROM
Gender 54% | 63% | 3%

Race Men Women Gender Non-Conforming

Indigenous

Black and African

American
(2%, ‘ -

[
o
YoV, (V]
58% 42% 5%
) ) Use public Use other modes Of participants are
Hispanic : .
transport of transportation differently abled

22%

Dependents
8%
Asian American, )
Native Hawaiian, 81% Don't have dependents
or Pacific Islander
/ Have children
Ages of Participants @ Have a person over 65 yrs old at home

A
e \J--.

88% 1% 1%

N Participants are facing
f) 11 ouToF 758 homelessness

N

[gla}
()
b b

6

NEXT STEPS

The public and agency comments
received will help the FTA and ATP:

Work to Advance Austin Light Rail

DESIGN AND ENGINEERING

> Finalize the purpose and need for the

project FEDERAL FUNDING PROCESS
=» ldentify additional considerations

2024 i 2025 —————>»
> Inform the evaluation of the proposed CIG r

. . . . Capital Investment Project Development Phase (Requested)
project and design options in the Draft Grant Program |

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

NEPA Scoi Design Coordination and i Respond to
H H H coping Environmental Analysis i Comments
After considering scoping comments, National
FTA and ATP will prepare a Draft EIS: Environmental s g = =
prep Policy Act O O
The Draft EIS will evaluate the proposed Notice of Scoping Issue Draft Environmental Issue Final Environmental
= Intent Report Impact Statement Impact Statement/

project, design options, and describe why
some alternatives were eliminated from
detailed study

Record of Decision

Resources that will be analyzed as part of the Draft EIS:

€ Physical and Natural Environment A, Human Environment @ Cultural Environment
* Air Quality * Energy » Environmental Justice (EJ) « Transportation * Cultural, Historic, and Archeological
* Soils and Geology » Hazardous Materials « Safety and Security « Utilities * Parks and Recreational
* Water Quality * Noise and Vibration * Land Use and Zoning  Land Acquisitions * Visual Quality
* Threatened and » Temporary » Socioeconomics and and Displacements * Neighborhood and

Endangered Species Construction Impacts Economic Development Community Resources

N
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