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1.0 Introduction

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) proposes improvements at the intersection of Ranch-
to-Market (RM) 620 and Anderson Mill Road from south of Foundation Road to Little Elm Trail in Travis
and Williamson counties (see Appendix A — Project Location Map) to enhance safety and improve
mobility. The Anderson Mill intersection is one of the most congested along the RM 620 corridor. The
proposed project includes the addition of an elevated structure (overpass) that would function as a bypass
lane in each direction through the Anderson Mill Road and El Salido Parkway intersections, the addition
of turnarounds at both the Anderson Mill Road and El Salido Parkway intersections, and the construction
of an additional right turn lane from northbound RM 620 to eastbound Anderson Mill intersection. A 10-
foot shared-use path would be constructed, where feasible. In constrained areas along the roadway,
either an 8-foot shared-use path or a 6-foot sidewalk would be constructed. The purpose of this
Environmental Assessment (EA) is to study the potential environmental consequences of the proposed
project and to determine whether such consequences warrant the preparation of an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS). The EA is prepared to comply with both TxDOT’s environmental review rules and
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The EA was made available for public review and TxDOT
considered the comments received. If TxDOT determines that there are no significant adverse effects, it
will prepare and sign a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), which will be made available to the public.

2.0 Project Description

2.1 Existing Facility

The project area is within a suburban area in the cities of Austin and Cedar Park. The primary land uses
along the RM 620/Anderson Mill corridor are commercial and residential, with general retail uses included
along the length of the project. A number of medical facilities, schools, and places of worship are located
in the vicinity of the project.

Within the project limits, the existing RM 620 is a four-lane undivided highway with direct driveway access
from the roadway and signalized intersections at Anderson Mill Road and El Salido Parkway (see Appendix
B — Project Photos). RM 620 has two at grade 12-foot lanes with variable shoulders in each direction,
separated by a 14-foot continuous center turn lane. There are no bicycle or pedestrian accommodations
within the corridor, and drainage is provided by open ditches. The existing ROW varies from approximately
120 to 150 feet in width.

2.2 Proposed Facility

The proposed project (see Appendix C — Schematics) would extend for a total of 1.2 miles along RM 620,
from approximately 240 feet south of Foundation Road to Little EIm Trail and would include driveway
modifications along its length and striping to transition back to the existing RM 620 lane configuration.
The proposed project would add an elevated structure (overpass) that would function as a bypass lane
with one, 14-foot-wide travel lane in each direction through the Anderson Mill Road and El Salido Parkway
intersections (see Appendix D — Typical Sections). The proposed improvements would also include adding
12-foot-wide turnarounds at both the Anderson Mill Road and El Salido Parkway intersections and
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constructing an additional 12-foot-wide right turn lane from northbound RM 620 to the eastbound
Anderson Mill intersection. The proposed roadway would be separated by a variable width median, with
curb and gutter. Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations would consist of a 10-foot shared-use path,
where feasible. In constrained areas along the roadway, accommodations would consist of either an 8-
foot shared-use path or a 6-foot sidewalk. The proposed improvements to RM 620 would generally require
the acquisition of right-of-way (ROW) ranging from approximately 20 feet to approximately 500 feet,
resulting in @ new ROW width of approximately 110 feet to approximately 610 feet. Additionally,
approximately 6.2 acres of new ROW are proposed for two water quality ponds adjacent to RM 620.

The project would also include improvements to Anderson Mill Road from approximately 470 feet west
of RM 620 to approximately 790 feet east of RM 620, and improvements to El Salido Parkway from
approximately 230 feet west of RM 620 to approximately 150 feet east of RM 620. The proposed
improvements to Anderson Mill Road would require up to 65 additional feet of ROW, resulting in a new
ROW width of approximately 200 feet, while the proposed improvements to El Salido Parkway would
require up to 50 additional feet of ROW, resulting in a new ROW width of approximately 130 feet.

The proposed project would extend for a total of 1.2 miles along RM 620 and require the acquisition of
approximately 32 acres of new ROW, with 0.3 acre of temporary construction easements. The project
would result in the displacement of twenty-five businesses that are discussed in further detail below in
Section 5.1.

2.3 Logical Termini and Independent Utility

The Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) requires that federally funded transportation projects have logical
termini (23 CFR 771.111[f][1]). Simply stated, this means that a project must have rational beginning and
end points. Those end points may not be created simply to avoid proper analysis of environmental
impacts. The limits for the proposed improvements to the RM 620 and Anderson Mill Road Intersection
are from south of Foundation Road to Little EIm Trail, and these limits were chosen because Anderson
Mill Road is a major traffic generation point and origin/destination intersection for a substantial portion
of traffic along RM 620 and the limits are rational beginning and end points that encompass the transition
zones necessary to construct the proposed intersection improvements (TxDOT 2020).

Federal regulations require that a project have independent utility and be a reasonable expenditure even
if no other transportation improvements are made in the area (23 CFR 771.111[f][2]). This means a project
must be able to provide benefit by itself and must not compel further expenditures to make the project
useful. Stated another way, a project must be able to satisfy its purpose and need with no other projects
being built. The proposed project can stand on its own without the implementation of other traffic
improvements as the project provides improved mobility along RM 620 and Anderson Mill Road without
the need for improvements to adjacent facilities. Because the proposed project stands alone, it does not
irretrievably commit federal funds for other transportation projects.

Federal law prohibits a project from restricting consideration of alternatives for other reasonably
foreseeable transportation improvements (23 CFR 771.111[f][3]). This means that a project must not
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dictate or restrict any future roadway alternatives. The proposed project would not restrict the
consideration of alternatives for other foreseeable transportation improvements because the proposed
improvements would not preclude the future widening of adjacent roadway facilities or the development
of other transportation modes or routes.

2.4 Planning Consistency

The proposed project is consistent with the Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (CAMPOQO)’s
financially constrained 2050 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the 2025-2028 CAMPO
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for illustrative purposes as a project undergoing
environmental review, as amended. Copies of the RTP and TIP pages are included in Appendix E — Plan
and Program Excerpts. The estimated project construction cost is $87,360,000 using a combination of
state and federal funds (TxDOT Project Tracker 2026). Funding for the ROW acquisition and construction
phases has not been approved.

3.0 Purpose and Need

3.1 Need

The proposed project is needed because, as the population of the project area and surrounding region
has continued to increase, so have traffic volumes and resulting congestion. In turn, mobility along this
stretch of RM 620 and its intersection at Anderson Mill Road has decreased.

3.2 Supporting Facts and/or Data

A 2017 Feasibility Study identified the RM 620 at Anderson Mill Road intersection as one of the most
congested areas within the RM 620 study limits, with an annual congestion cost of over 15 million dollars
(TxDOT 2017). As of 2015, the RM 620 and Anderson Mill Road intersection was operating at a Level of
Service (LOS) designation of F, not performing. The forecasted growth based on TxDOT’s Transportation
Planning and Programming Division (TP&P) predicts that the average daily traffic will increase 30 percent
between 2025 and 2045, from 67,000 to 87,400.

3.3 Purpose

The purpose of the proposed project is to alleviate traffic at the El Salido Parkway and Anderson Mill Road
intersections, provide emergency vehicles an alternate route through the project area, and reduce
congestion on RM 620 and local streets.

Final Environmental Assessment — RM 620 at Anderson Mill Road Intersection Project — February 2026 3
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4.0 Alternatives

4.1 Build Alternative

The Build Alternative is described in Section 2.0 and includes improvements at the intersection of RM 620
and Anderson Mill Road in Travis and Williamson counties, Texas. This alternative includes the addition of
an elevated structure (overpass) that would function as a bypass lane in each direction through the
Anderson Mill Road and El Salido Parkway intersections, the addition of turnarounds at both the Anderson
Mill Road and El Salido Parkway intersections, and the construction of an additional right turn lane from
northbound RM 620 to eastbound Anderson Mill intersection. A 10-foot shared-use path would be
constructed, where feasible. In constrained areas along the roadway, either an 8-foot shared-use path or
a 6-foot sidewalk would be constructed. The limits would extend 1.2 miles along RM 620, from
approximately 240 feet south of Foundation Road to Little Elm Trail. Along Anderson Mill Road, the limits
would extend from approximately 470 feet west of RM 620 to approximately 790 feet east of RM 620.
Along El Salido Parkway, the limits would extend from approximately 230 feet west of RM 620 to
approximately 150 feet east of RM 620.

The Build Alternative meets the need and purpose by constructing bypass lanes to decrease the
congestion of the roadway, improve mobility, reduce congestion, and allow for free-flow traffic
conditions.

4.2 No Build Alternative

The No Build Alternative would result in TxDOT taking none of the actions described in Section 2.0, and
consequently the mobility improvements anticipated as a result of the Build Alternative would not occur.
The Build Alternative is, therefore, the preferred alternative. The No Build Alternative would not result in
the impacts to the natural and human environment described in the following sections. Despite not
meeting the purpose and need for the proposed project, the No Build Alternative is carried forward for
comparison purposes.

4.3 Preliminary Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further Consideration

The Build and No Build Alternatives were the only alternatives considered for this project.

5.0 Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

In support of this EA, the following technical documentation was prepared:

e TxDOT 2022a. Community Impacts Assessment Technical Report Form

e TxDOT 2022b. Archeological Survey Report

e TxDOT 2022c. Historical Studies Project Coordination Request

e TxDOT 2022d. Waters of the U.S. Delineation Report and Surface Water Analysis Form
e TxDOT 2022e. Species Analysis Spreadsheet and Form

e TxDOT 2022f. Air Quality Technical Report
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e TxDOT 2022g. Hazardous Materials Initial Site Assessment and Project Impact Evaluation
e TxDOT 2022h. Traffic Noise Analysis Report

e TxDOT 2022i. Indirect Effects Technical Report

e TxDOT 2022j. Cumulative Effects Technical Report

e TxDOT 2022k. Documentation of Virtual Public Meeting

e TxDOT 2024. Biological Assessment (BA) for Formal Consultation with the USFWS

All technical documents prepared for this EA are available for public review at the TxDOT Austin District
office, located at 7901 N. I-35 Austin, Texas 78753. Resource categories with the potential to be affected
by the implementation of the proposed project are summarized in the following sections.

5.1  Right-of-Way/Displacements

The project would require the acquisition of approximately 32 acres of new ROW, with 0.3 acre of
temporary construction easements (see Appendix C — Schematics).

The proposed project would not result in residential displacements and would not separate or divide
neighborhoods. Twenty-five businesses would be displaced, including one animal hospital, as the
proposed ROW overlaps with the structures where the businesses are housed (see Figures F-1 through F-
3 in Appendix F — Resource-specific Maps). These businesses are not unique to the area. There are a large
number of restaurants and retail shops where employees could find comparable positions and customers
could find similar merchandise. To find a similar animal hospital, a person would have to travel
approximately three miles to the VCA Anderson Mill location or five miles to the VCA Cedar Park location.

Any ROW acquisition and relocation would be conducted in accordance with the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended in the Surface Transportation
and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987 (the Uniform Act). All property owners from whom
property is needed are entitled to receive just compensation for their land and property. Just
compensation is based upon the fair market value of the property. TxDOT also provides, through its
Relocation Assistance Program, payment and services to aid in movement to a new location. If eligibility
requirements are met, displaced persons would receive relocation assistance counseling.

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, no ROW or easements would be acquired and no commercial
displacements would occur.

5.2 Land Use

The primary land uses along the RM 620/Anderson Mill corridor are commercial and residential, with
general retail uses included along the length of the project. A number of medical facilities, schools, and
places of worship are located in the vicinity of the project. Two schools are located adjacent to the
proposed project: Bluebonnet School of Cedar Park and First Foundations Preschool. Lonestar Pediatrics,
McLane Children’s Scott & White Clinic - Cedar Park West, MinuteClinic, Wildflower Pediatrics, CareNow
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Urgent Care, and Cedar Park Physician Associates are located along the project corridor. Church of the
Savior, City Reach Church, City Life Community Church, and Arise Ministries are all located near the north
end of the project.

The project is not anticipated to change the overall land use character of the RM 620/Anderson Mill
corridor, which is a mix of commercial and residential land uses, as noted earlier. Future roadway-adjacent
development is already planned, and currently undeveloped land is likely to be converted to urban use.
Given this trend, the corridor is likely to continue to develop, and the proposed improvements would not
conflict with current or future land use.

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, additional ROW or easements would not be acquired and no land uses
would be converted to transportation use.

5.3 Farmlands

The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) does not apply to the proposed project.

5.4 Utilities/Emergency Services

It is reasonably foreseeable that utilities will have to be relocated as a result of this project. The impacts
resulting from removal of any utilities from within existing highway ROW (e.g., construction noise,
potential disturbance to archeological resources, and potential impacts to species habitat) have been
considered as part of the overall project footprint impacts within this environmental assessment.

It has not yet been determined whether the dislocated utilities will be re-installed within the highway
ROW, or to a location outside the highway ROW. However, the potential impacts resulting from re-
installation of the displaced utilities within the highway ROW have been considered as part of the overall
project footprint impacts (e.g., construction noise, potential disturbance to archeological resources, and
potential impacts to species habitat) within this environmental assessment. To the extent that the owner
of any displaced utility determines to reinstall the displaced utility at a location outside of highway ROW,
such location will be determined by the owner of the utility subject to the rules and policies governing the
utility relocation process. Additionally, the owner of the utility will be responsible for acquiring any
easements outside the highway ROW and ensuring that the design and construction meet all regulatory
and environmental compliance requirements. See 43 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) 21.37(a)(9), (g)(1)),
and (g)(4); 43 TAC 21.38(e)(2).

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, no utility relocations or adjustments would be required.
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5.5 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

Bicycle and pedestrian facilities that comply with TxDOT’s policy for bicycle and pedestrian
accommodations and the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) Policy Statement on Bicycle and
Pedestrian Accommodations are proposed as part of the proposed project, as described in Section 2.0.
Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations would consist of a 10-foot shared-use path, where feasible. In
constrained areas along the roadway, accommodations would consist of either an 8-foot shared-use path
or a 6-foot sidewalk.

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, no bicycle or pedestrian improvements would be made by TxDOT.

5.6 Community Impacts

5.6.1 Access and Travel Patterns

The proposed project would reduce congestion along RM 620 near the Anderson Mill Road and El Salido
Parkway intersections, substantially improving mobility throughout the community study area. The
proposed project would remove much of the pavement along the current RM 620 roadway within the
project limits from Foundation Road to Little EIm Trail and construct two 12-foot mainlanes in each
direction, an overpass consisting of one 14-foot lane in each direction to function as a bypass lane through
the Anderson Mill Road and El Salido Parkway intersections, a turnaround in both directions at the
Anderson Mill Road intersection, and a southbound to northbound turnaround at the El Salido Parkway
intersection and at Foundation Road. An additional right turn lane would also be added to northbound
RM 620 at the Anderson Mill Road intersection.

North of Foundation Road, northbound RM 620 would widen to three lanes before separating into two
northbound RM 620 mainlanes and the RM 620 northbound overpass, allowing drivers to either remain
in the RM 620 mainlanes in order to access the Anderson Mill Road and El Salido Parkway intersections or
businesses or houses near to these intersections, or to use the overpass to bypass the two intersections.
The northbound RM 620 overpass would then merge with the northbound RM 620 mainlanes north of
Hatch Road.

South of Hatch Road, southbound RM 620 would widen to three lanes before separating into two
southbound RM 620 mainlanes and the RM 620 southbound overpass, allowing drivers to either remain
in the RM 620 mainlanes in order to access the El Salido Parkway and Anderson Mill Road intersections or
businesses or houses near these intersections, or to use the overpass to bypass the two intersections. The
southbound RM 620 overpass would then merge with the RM 620 mainlanes north of Foundation Road.

Drivers traveling along northbound RM 620 could use the proposed turnaround at the Anderson Mill Road
intersection, as well as the left turn lane at the El Salido Parkway intersection to change direction. Drivers
traveling along southbound RM 620 could use the proposed turnaround at the El Salido Parkway
intersection, the Anderson Mill Road intersection, and north of Foundation Road to change direction. An
additional northbound RM 620 right turn lane would be constructed at the Anderson Mill Road
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intersection (for drivers traveling eastbound on Anderson Mill Road), and an additional westbound
Anderson Mill Road left turn lane would be constructed at the southbound RM 620 intersection. A right
turn lane and left turn lane from southbound RM 620 would be constructed at the Anderson Mill Road
intersection.

Overall, the proposed improvements would substantially improve mobility along RM 620, particularly
near the heavily congested Anderson Mill Road and El Salido Parkway intersections. The construction of
the mainlanes would increase travel times for drivers wishing to enter the roadway against the flow of
traffic, as they would need to enter the roadway with the flow of traffic and travel to an intersection or
turnaround before being able to change toward their desired direction. This would cause an increase of
approximately two minutes to a driver’s travel time. However, the construction of turnarounds and
designated turn lanes will improve the safety along this thoroughfare.

The proposed project would reduce congestion and improve associated travel times overall by
constructing an overpass that would allow drivers to bypass the Anderson Mill Road and El Salido Parkway
intersections, as well as constructing turnarounds at these intersections and north of Foundation Road.
The addition of a shared-use path could serve to facilitate alternative modes of transportation.

No Build Alternative
Under the No Build Alternative, no changes to access or travel patterns would occur.

5.6.2 Community Cohesion

The proposed RM 620 overpass and divided roadway could potentially contribute to a perceived sense of
separation experienced by residents near the project area in the cities of Austin and Cedar Park. However,
because existing neighborhoods are already bordering either side of RM 620 and are separated by the
two cities' policies, elected officials, and school districts, the proposed project would not likely result in
substantial impacts to community cohesion in residential areas located along the project limits.
Additionally, the construction of the shared-use path along both sides of the entire proposed project could
increase the level of cohesion felt along the project limits.

No Build Alternative

The No Build Alternative would lead to increased traffic congestion and decreased mobility over time and
would not provide an alternative mode of transportation for non-drivers.

5.6.4 Limited English Proficiency

All 13 of the BGs in the community study area contain persons who speak English "less than very well." Of
the 2,111 Limited English Proficiency (LEP) persons in the BGs adjacent to the project area, approximately
44 percent speak Spanish; 15 percent speak other Indo-European languages; 33 percent speak Asian or
Pacific Island languages; and seven percent speak other languages. Churches or other community facilities
that may specifically cater to LEP persons were observed within the community study area. Further details
regarding these facilities are included in the Community Impacts Technical Report Form (TxDOT 2022a).
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A virtual public meeting was held August 26, 2021, through September 10, 2021. Notices for public
involvement opportunities were provided in English and Spanish, and a translator was made available
upon request; however, no requests for translation services were received.

A public hearing was held May 18, 2023, at Noel Grisham Middle School in Austin, Texas. This meeting
took place virtually and in-person. Notices for public involvement opportunities were provided in English
and Spanish, and a translator was made available upon request; however, no requests for translation
services were received.

Future public involvement efforts will provide the same accommodations to ensure LEP persons are
provided with opportunities for meaningful involvement in the environmental process.

5.7  Visual/Aesthetics Impacts

The proposed project would represent a substantial change in the visual landscape, as the proposed
overpass would be elevated and would be the dominant feature in the viewshed. The surrounding
viewshed has been steadily converting over several decades from suburban to more urban development,
so the proposed improvements would continue and exacerbate the increase in urbanization in the overall
visual landscape. The construction of the proposed project would not impact unique or important views
in the existing landscape, and the project would include aesthetic treatment and landscaping to the extent
practicable.

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, the visual landscape would remain the same and would still be dominated
by the RM 620 and Anderson Mill Road intersection and adjacent development.

5.8 Cultural Resources

Evaluation of impacts to cultural resources has been conducted under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) in accordance with the First Amended Programmatic Agreement among the
FHWA, TxDOT, the Texas State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation Regarding the Implementation of Transportation Undertakings (PA-TU).

5.8.1 Archeology

In April 2022, under Antiquities Permit #30597, archeologists conducted a survey for the proposed
improvements (TxDOT 2022b). In consultation with TxDOT, it was determined that 5.1 acres of the area
of potential effects (APE) would require archeological survey. Investigations consisted of pedestrian
survey supplemented with 15 shovel tests; all shovel tests were negative for cultural materials. Based on
the results of the survey, the soil and geologic conditions within the APE which are not conducive to the
preservation of intact buried cultural deposits, and the previous impacts from roadway construction,
utilities, and other urban development throughout the majority of the APE, it was determined that no
archeological historic properties (36 CFR 800.16(1)) eligible for the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP) or sites warranting State Antiquities Landmark (SAL) designation (13 TAC 26.12) would be
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impacted within the APE. Coordination with the Texas Historical Commission (THC) was initiated under
the First Amended Programmatic Agreement among the FHWA, TxDOT, the Texas SHPO, and the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation Regarding the Implementation of Transportation Undertakings (PA-TU)
and Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) and the results of the coordination are included in Appendix
G — Resource Agency Coordination.

In the unlikely event that significant cultural resources are discovered during construction of the proposed
project, TXDOT would immediately initiate cultural resource discovery procedures. All work in the vicinity
would cease until a specialist from TxDOT and/or the THC could arrive on site and assess the significance
of the discovery and the potential need for additional investigation, if necessary.

No Build Alternative
Under the No Build Alternative, impacts to archeological resources would not occur.
5.8.2 Historic Properties

The potential effects of the proposed project to historic resources have been evaluated by qualified
historians, in compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA of 1966, as amended. The APE is 150 feet from
the existing and proposed ROW, including all parcels partially or wholly therein. No historic, non-
archeological properties occur within the APE; therefore, the proposed project would have no impact on
historic properties and coordination with the THC is not required (TxDOT 2022c and Appendix G —
Resource Agency Coordination).

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, impacts to historic properties would not occur.

5.9 Protected Lands

5.9.1 Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act
There are no Section 4(f) properties present in the project area.
5.9.2  Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act
There are no Section 6(f) properties present in the project area.
5.9.3 Chapter 26 of the Texas Parks and Wildlife Code

There are no Chapter 26 properties present in the project area.

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, impacts to properties protected by Section 4(f), Section 6(f), or Chapter
26 would not occur.
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5.10 Water Resources

5.10.1 Clean Water Act Section 404

The project would not involve any regulated activity in any jurisdictional waters and therefore does not
require a United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) “dredge and fill” permit under Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (CWA). The following table (see Table 5.10-1) shows the water features identified
within the proposed project limits that would not be impacted by the project.

Table 5.10-1: Water Features within Proposed Project Limits
Nationwide permit with
pre-construction
. Covered by non- notification, individual
Type of Water HESELEE] reporting standard permit, letter
Name of Water Feature Water . . . L
Feature Feature nationwide permit of permission, or
under Section 404? regional general
permit required under
Section 404?
Palustrine
W-1 Forested/Scrub- | Figure F-1 N/A N/A
Shrub Wetland
Palustrine
W-2 Scrub-Shrub Figure F-1 N/A N/A
Wetland
Unnamed Tributary to Intermittent .
Bull Creek (IS-1) Stream Figure F-1 N/A N/A

Source: TxDOT 2022d.
No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, impacts to waters of the U.S., including wetlands, would not occur.

5.10.2 Clean Water Act Section 401

Section 401 does not apply to this project because no permit from the USACE under Section 404 of the
federal CWA is required.

5.10.3 Executive Order 11990 Wetlands

EO 11990 requires federal agencies to provide leadership and take action to minimize the destruction,
loss or degradation of wetlands, and preserve and enhance the natural and beneficial values of wetlands.
The proposed project would not involve construction in wetlands.

5.10.4 Rivers and Harbors Act

Section 9 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 prohibits the construction of any bridge or causeway over
or in navigable waterways of the U.S. without Congressional consent and approval through the Secretary
of Transportation. Under Section 10 of the Act, the building of any wharfs, piers, jetties, and other
structures is prohibited without Congressional approval, and excavation or fill within navigable waters
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requires USACE approval. The typical permitting process for bridges and causeways, however, was
modified by the General Bridge Act of 1946, which granted the consent of Congress for any construction,
maintenance and operation of bridges and approaches over navigable waters of the U.S. that are
approved by the United States Coast Guard (USCG). The proposed project would not involve work in or
over a navigable water of the U.S.; therefore, Sections 9 and 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act and the
General Bridge Act of 1946 do not apply.

5.10.5 Clean Water Act Section 303(d)

The State of Texas is required, under Sections 305(b) and 303(d) of the federal CWA, to prepare biennial
statewide water quality assessments that identify the status of use attainment for water bodies, and to
identify water bodies for which effluent limitations are not stringent enough to implement water quality
standards. Based on the assessments, the areas of potential effect are accounted for on the 303(d) list.

According to the 2020 Texas Integrated Report — Texas 303(d) List (Category 5) (Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality [TCEQ] 2022), the proposed project is located within five linear miles of, is within
the watershed of, and drains to, an impaired assessment unit under Section 303(d) of the CWA (see Table
5.10-2).

Table 5.10-2: Section 303(d) Impaired Assessment Units Receiving Runoff from the Proposed Project

Watershed Segment Name Segment Number Assessment Unit Number

Bull Creek-Lake Austin

(HUC 120902050305) Bull Creek 1403A 1403A_04

Source: TCEQ 2022; TxDOT 2022d.

To date, the TCEQ has not identified (through either a total maximum daily load [TMDL] or the review of
projects under the TCEQ MOU, a need to implement control measures beyond those required by the Texas
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (TPDES) construction general permit (CGP) on road construction
projects. Therefore, compliance with the project’s CGP, along with coordination under the TCEQ MOU for
certain transportation projects, collectively meets the need to address impaired waters during the
environmental review process. As required by the CGP, the project and associated activities will be
implemented, operated, and maintained using best management practices (BMPs) to control the
discharge of pollutants from the project site.

No Build Alternative

Under the No-Build Alternative, construction activities would not occur; therefore, there would be no
potential to contribute a constituent of concern to an impaired 303(d) assessment unit.

5.10.6 Clean Water Act Section 402

Since TPDES CGP authorization and compliance (and the associated documentation) occur outside of the
environmental clearance process, compliance is ensured by the policies and procedures that govern the
design and construction phases of the project. The Project Development Process Manual and the Plans,
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Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) Preparation Manual require a storm water pollution prevention plan
(SW3P) be included in the plans of all projects that disturb one or more acres. The Construction Contract
Administration Manual requires that the appropriate CGP authorization documents (notice of intent or
site notice) be completed, posted, and submitted, when required by the CGP, to TCEQ and the municipal
separate storm sewer system (MS4) operator. It also requires that projects be inspected to ensure
compliance with the CGP.

The PS&E Preparation Manual requires that all projects include Standard Specification Item 506
(Temporary Erosion, Sedimentation, and Environmental Controls), and the “Required Specification
Checklists” require Special Provision 506-003 on all projects that need authorization under the CGP. These
documents require the project contractor to comply with the CGP and SW3P and complete the
appropriate authorization documents.

5.10.7 Floodplains

This project is federally funded and therefore is subject to EO 11988, Floodplain Management, and would
not involve construction in the floodplain. Therefore, coordination with the local floodplain administrator
would not be required.

No Build Alternative

The No Build Alternative would not impact floodplains, and coordination with the local floodplain
administrator would not be required.

5.10.8 Wild and Scenic Rivers

The proposed project does not contain a river segment designated as wild or scenic under the federal
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act; therefore, the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act does not apply.

5.10.9 Coastal Barrier Resources

The proposed project is not within an area designated as part of the Coastal Barrier Resources System
(CBRS); therefore, the Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA) does not apply.

5.10.10 Coastal Zone Management

The proposed project is not within the Texas Coastal Management Program (TCMP) coastal zone
management boundary; therefore, a consistency determination is not required.

5.10.11 Edwards Aquifer

The proposed project is located in Travis and Williamson counties. A portion of the project lies within the
Edwards Aquifer Recharge Zone (30 TAC 213, Subchapter A) (see Figures F-2 and F-3 in Appendix F —
Resource-specific Maps). Therefore, the proposed project would be subject to the Edwards Aquifer rules
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governing the recharge zone. A Water Pollution Abatement Plan (WPAP) would be prepared and
submitted to the TCEQ for approval prior to construction.

Safe Drinking Water Act/Sole Source Aquifer

The project lies outside the Edwards Aquifer | (San Antonio Area) sole source aquifer (SSA) — Recharge
Zone and Edwards Aquifer Il (Austin Area) SSA — Recharge and Artesian Zones and is therefore not located
over a SSA boundary (EPA 2022). Coordination with the EPA would not be required.

TCEQ MOU

The proposed project is located within the recharge zone of the Edwards Aquifer and would therefore be
coordinated under TxDOT’s MOU with TCEQ. The proposed project and associated activities undertaken
by TxDOT would be implemented, operated, and maintained in compliance with the Edwards Aquifer rules
and any applicable TCEQ guidance documents in effect to implement the rules.

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, construction within the Edwards Aquifer Recharge Zone would not occur
and the Edwards Aquifer rules would not apply.

5.10.12 International Boundary and Water Commission

This project does not cross or encroach upon the floodway of the International Boundary Water
Commission (IBWC) ROW or an IBWC flood control project; therefore, coordination with the IBWC is not
required.

5.10.13 Drinking Water Systems

In accordance with TxDOT’s Standard Specifications for Construction and Maintenance of Highways,
Streets and Bridges (Item 103, Disposal of Wells), any drinking water wells would need to be properly
removed and disposed of during construction of the project.

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, impacts to water wells or drinking water systems would not occur.

5.11 Biological Resources

5.11.1 Impacts on Vegetation

The Ecological Mapping Systems of Texas (EMST) categorized the project area vegetation into nine
different communities. Field investigations conducted by qualified biologists somewhat agreed with the
EMST though multiple discrepancies were noted. Vegetation mapped during field investigations was
categorized into three communities and potential impacts to vegetation types were calculated for the
proposed project. Table 5.11-1 provides a summary of the EMST vegetation types and total acreages that
may be impacted by the proposed project.

Final Environmental Assessment — RM 620 at Anderson Mill Road Intersection Project — February 2026 14



CSJs: 0683-01-100 & 0683-02-079

Table 5.11-1: EMST Vegetation Types Potentially Impacted by the Proposed Project
EMST Type Area Impacted (acres)
Edwards Plateau: Live Oak Motte and Woodland 0.58
Edwards Plateau: Deciduous Oak/Evergreen Motte and Woodland 3.84
Urban 53.78
Total 58.20

Source: TxDOT 2022e.

Vegetation within the Edwards Plateau: Live Oak Motte and Woodland community consists primarily of
live oak (Quercus fusiformis), hackberry (Celtis laevigata), yaupon (llex vomitoria), flameleaf sumac (Rhus
lanceolata), lantana (Lantana camara), firewheel (Gaillardia pulchella), silver bluestem (Bothriochloa
laguroides), King Ranch bluestem (Bothriochloa ischaemum), winter ryegrass (Lolium perenne), mustang
grape (Vitis mustangensis), and greenbrier (Smilax bona-nox).

Vegetation within the Edwards Plateau: Deciduous Oak/Evergreen Motte and Woodland community
consists primarily of live oak, Texas oak (Quercus buckleyi), Ashe juniper (Juniperus ashei), hackberry,
green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica), Chinaberry (Melia azedarach), glossy privet (Ligustrum lucidum),
Chinese tallow (Triadica sebifera), Texas persimmon (Diospyros texana), yaupon, flameleaf sumac,
straggler daisy (Calyptocarpus vialis), southern dewberry (Rubus trivialis), Japanese honeysuckle (Lonicera
japonica), mustang grape, and greenbrier.

Vegetation within the Urban community is mowed and maintained and includes live oak, hackberry,
Chinaberry, crape myrtle (Lagerstroemia indica), baccharis (Baccharis halimifolia), cenizo (Leucophyllum
frutescens), flameleaf sumac, evening primrose (Oenothera speciosa), firewheel, winter ryegrass,
Bermudagrass (Cynodon dactylon), Johnsongrass (Sorghum halepense), and King Ranch bluestem.

No Build Alternative
Under the No Build Alternative, impacts to vegetation from the proposed construction would not occur,
although the existing ROW would continue to be mowed and maintained.

5.11.2 Executive Order 13112 on Invasive Species

This project is subject to and would comply with federal EO 13112 on Invasive Species. The department
implements this EO on a programmatic basis through its Roadside Vegetation Management Manual and
Landscape and Aesthetics Design Manual.

5.11.3 Executive Memorandum on Environmentally and Economically Beneficial Landscaping

This project is subject to and would comply with the federal Executive Memorandum on Environmentally
and Economically Beneficial Landscaping, effective April 26, 1994. The department implements this
Executive Memorandum on a programmatic basis through its Roadside Vegetation Management Manual
and Landscape and Aesthetics Design Manual.
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5.11.4 Impacts to Wildlife

The proposed project would affect wildlife species present within the existing and proposed ROW. Some
sessile and/or slow-moving species could be killed by heavy machinery during ROW clearing. Impacts to
wildlife within the proposed project area would also occur in conjunction with the removal of vegetation
and disturbance in and around water features. Wooded areas provide cover, food, and habitat for many
resident and migratory species. Trees within maintained landscape areas provide nesting habitat for birds.
Additionally, certain species of birds utilize sparsely vegetated areas for ground nesting, and these areas
would be disturbed during construction. An increase in runoff related to the operation of the proposed
project could cause minor, incremental changes in the physical and chemical characteristics of area
streams. Additional information regarding impacts to wildlife can be found in Section 5.11.10.

Species of Greatest Conservation Need

SGCN are generally native plants or animals that are declining or rare and in need of attention to recover
or to prevent the need to list under state or federal protection (TPWD 2022). The proposed project has
the potential to impact four SGCN: Balcones Cave amphipod (Stygobromus balconis), big free-tailed bat
(Nyctinomops macrotis), cave myotis bat (Myotis velifer), and the Texas milk-vetch (Astragalus reflexus).
For all other SGCN that may occur in the project area, it was determined that the project would have no
impact on them. Coordination with TPWD under the 2021 MOU has been initiated (Appendix G —
Resource Agency Coordination). Impacts to SGCN would be avoided or minimized by implementing the
following BMPs:

e Bat BMPs and
e Rare Plant BMPs, if and where appropriate.

The use of BMPs, careful vegetation clearing techniques, and replanting would minimize impacts to
wildlife habitat within the proposed project area. Monitoring before and during construction activities
would protect wildlife species, including nesting birds, from direct harm. Adjacent wildlife habitat would
be protected from stormwater runoff by implementing BMPs that would control erosion and
sedimentation.

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, impacts to wildlife and wildlife habitat would not occur, although the
existing ROW would continue to be mowed and maintained.

5.11.5 Migratory Bird Protections

This project would comply with applicable provisions of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and Texas
Parks and Wildlife Code Title 5, Subtitle B, Chapter 64, Birds. It is the department’s policy to avoid removal
and destruction of active bird nests except through federal or state approved options. In addition, it is the
department’s policy to, where appropriate and practicable:
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e Use measures to prevent or discourage birds from building nests on man-made structures within
portions of the project area planned for construction, and
e Schedule construction activities outside the typical nesting season.

Additional preemptive and preventative measures that may be applied, where appropriate and
practicable, are described in TxDOT’s Guidance — Avoiding Migratory Birds and Handling Potential
Violations.

5.11.6 Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act

The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) of 1958 requires that federal agencies obtain comments
from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and Texas Parks & Wildlife Department (TPWD)
whenever a project involves impounding, diverting, or deepening a stream channel or other body of
water. The proposed project would not require authorization under Section 404 of the CWA; therefore,
the FWCA does not apply to this project.

5.11.7 Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 2007

The proposed project is not within 660 feet of an active or inactive Bald or Golden Eagle nest; therefore,
coordination with the USFWS is not required.

5.11.8 Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation Management Act

There are no tidally influenced waters in Travis and Williamson counties and the proposed project would
not affect essential fish habitat (EFH); therefore, the EFH/Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act (MSA) does not apply.

5.11.9 Marine Mammal Protection Act

The proposed project is not within or over tidally influenced waters. The project area does not contain
suitable habitat for marine mammals.

5.11.10 Threatened, Endangered, and Candidate Species

A Species Analysis was performed to assess the potential impact the proposed project would have on
federal and state-listed threatened and endangered Species, Species of Greatest Conservation Need
(SGCN), and habitat types. A TxDOT Species Analysis Spreadsheet and Form (TxDOT 2022e) were prepared
and these technical documents, along with supporting documents, are available for public review at the
TxDOT Austin District office.

Federally Listed Species

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) was enacted in 1973 to provide a program for the conservation of
threatened and endangered species and the ecosystems upon which these species depend. The ESA is
codified at 16 United States Code (USC) 1531 — 1544. Section 7(a)(1) (16 USC 1536) of the ESA directs all
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federal agencies to work to conserve endangered and threatened species and to use their authorities to
further the purposes of the Act. Section 7(a)(2) requires federal agencies to consult with USFWS and/or
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) to ensure that any federal action authorized, funded, or carried
out is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any threatened or endangered species or result
in the destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat, unless granted an exemption for such action.
In fulfilling Section 7(a)(2) obligations, federal agencies shall use the best scientific and commercial data
available. The CFR at 50 CFR 402 provides the implementing regulations for interagency cooperation with
respect to Section 7.

The proposed project has the potential to affect six federally listed threatened or endangered species: the
Jollyville Plateau salamander (Eurycea tonkawae), Bone Cave harvestman (Texella reyesi), Tooth Cave
spider (Neoleptoneta myopica), and Tooth Cave ground beetle (Rhadine persephone). For all other
federally listed species that may occur in the project area, it was determined that the project would have
no effect on them or any critical habitat.

Potential habitat for the monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus) occurs in the vicinity of the proposed
project; however, the monarch butterfly is currently a candidate species and no consultation with USFWS
is required at this time. When a listing decision for the species is anticipated, additional coordination may
be required. The project should be reevaluated at that time to determine if further action is required if
the species becomes proposed for federal listing.

A Biological Assessment (BA) was prepared to address affects to the Jollyville Plateau salamander and five
karst invertebrates. and Tooth Cave ground beetle. Section 7 consultation with the USFWS was initiated
on April 5, 2024. The USFWS issued a Biological Opinion (BO) on August 20, 2025 (see Appendix G —
Resource Agency Coordination). To avoid or minimize effects to these species, TxDOT would implement
conservation measures. During project planning and design and prior to, during, and following project
construction, TxDOT would:

e Survey karst features and update the geologic assessment for portions of the project area where
right-of-entry was not granted during initial efforts.

e Limit proposed activities to the existing developed ROW, easements, and proposed ROW, which
would also minimize vegetation removal.

e Minimize the depth of excavation and disturbance to bedrock and maximize the use of areas
covered by fill material to the greatest extent.

e Design appropriate temporary BMPs to minimize construction-phase erosion and sedimentation
impacts and to protect sensitive recharge features and include these in any required TCEQ
permitting documents, such as the SWP3, WPAP, and TxDOT construction plans, in accordance
with the TPDES and CGP requirements and Edwards Aquifer Rules.

e Include all conservation measures into the Environmental Permits, Issues, & Commitments (EPIC)
sheet in the project plans.
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e Include appropriate permanent BMPs to remove at least 85 percent of the increase in total
suspended solids (TSS) load resulting from additional impervious cover added by the proposed
project.

Select water quality pond locations to maximize the collection of runoff from the existing and
proposed roadway pavement.

e Design water quality ponds with impermeable liners to prevent infiltration into the underlying
material.

e Hold a pre-construction meeting with its employees and contractors working on this project.
TxDOT would provide specific instructions on the implementation of TxDOT’s proposed
conservation measures. Instructions specific to the contractor(s) related to implementation of the
conservation measures would be documented in the EPICs and project plans. TxDOT would
provide pre-construction awareness training to project contractors, which includes information
on protected species and habitat that may occur in the project area and outside the ROW and
requirements to avoid effects to these species and their habitats.

e Train and instruct personnel and contractors to report voids and seeping groundwater found
during construction.

e Establish karst feature protection zones for karst features with surface expressions that contain
potential habitat for protected species or are determined to be sensitive features in accordance
with the TCEQ Edwards Aquifer Rules. Karst feature protection zones would be demarcated with
construction fencing to be maintained throughout the duration of construction. These zones
would be clearly delineated on construction plans and discussed with contractors at the pre-
construction meeting.

e Place BMPs to prevent surface runoff from entering karst features with surface expressions that
contain potential habitat for protected species or are determined to be sensitive features in
accordance with the TCEQ Edwards Aquifer Rules and direct drainage away from such features.
BMPs may include temporary vegetation, silt fencing, blanket/matting, mulch, sodding,
interceptor swales, diversion dikes, mulch filter berms, biodegradable erosion control logs, silt
fencing, rock berms, biodegradable erosion control logs, and triangular filter dikes. BMPs would
be in place before construction activities are initiated and would be monitored and maintained in
accordance with the SWP3 and WPAP.

e Place project specific locations (PSLs) within the TxDOT ROW outside of karst feature protection
zones to minimize potential impacts to listed species and their habitat. Storage of chemical
substances would only occur in designated PSLs with additional protections described below to
prevent materials from running off and entering waterways or groundwater. PSLs may also occur
outside of the project area if the contractor chooses. Environmental compliance for PSLs located
outside of the ROW would be the project contractor’s responsibility. TXDOT would notify the
contractor of the possibility of listed species and habitats in the project area and the specific
requirements to avoid impacts or the need to consult with USFWS.

e The contractor would adhere to TxDOT's standard plans and specifications.

e The contractor would adhere to the project SWP3 and WPAP regarding equipment maintenance,
materials storage, spill containment and response, waste containment and disposal.
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e Limit the clearing of vegetation and topsoil to only the areas needed to accomplish the project or
activity.

e Provide an on-call construction monitor throughout ground-disturbing activities to inspect and
report karst voids encountered during construction in accordance with the Void Discovery
Oversight and Reporting protocol described in the April 2024 Biological Assessment for Formal
Consultation with the USFWS (TxDOT 2024).

e |f a potential karst void is encountered during excavation or drilling activities, work within a
minimum of 50 feet of the feature would cease to ensure surveyor safety until the feature is
evaluated for potential karst invertebrate habitat by a karst scientist holding an appropriate
10(a)(1)(A) permit following current USFWS karst survey protocols. For small diameter
geotechnical boreholes (six inches or less), the work stoppage area may be determined by TxDOT
based on safety, feature protection, site conditions, and other activities in the area, but will not
be less than 10 feet from the borehole to ensure surveyor safety. When karst voids that are not
humanly enterable are encountered, including those in drilled shafts or geotechnical boreholes,
the feature will be evaluated using a side-viewing downhole camera or other similar means, if
feasible.

e If standing, seeping, or flowing water is encountered in an excavation, work within a minimum of
50 feet of the excavation would cease until an evaluation is completed. Appropriate BMPs would
be implemented to minimize surface runoff from entering the excavation. A geoscientist would
evaluate the excavation to determine the source of the water and potential connectivity to the
Edwards Aquifer. If it is determined that the water is connected to the Edwards Aquifer, a site-
specific groundwater mitigation and solution feature closure plan would be developed before
work could continue near the groundwater feature. All groundwater mitigation and solution
feature closure plans would be completed and approved in accordance with TCEQ Edwards
Aquifer Rules, as applicable.

e Provide biannual monitoring reports to USFWS documenting the status of the project and results
of void evaluations, presence/absence surveys, and the status of void closures, as applicable.
Biannual monitoring reports would be provided in January and June throughout the duration of
construction.

e Require the contractor to remove all temporary erosion and sedimentation BMPS once final
stabilization is reached and at the completion of the project in accordance with the TCEQ CGP and
project specific SWP3 and WPAP.

e Re-vegetate disturbed areas according to TxDOT’s standard practices, the TCEQ CGP, and project
specific SWP3, and WPAP in compliance with Executive Order 13112 on Invasive Species and the
Executive Memorandum on Beneficial Landscaping. Re-vegetation efforts shall provide
appropriate and sustainable cover to prevent erosion and siltation.

e TxDOT would work with the City of Austin to fund a subsurface drainage basin delineation study
on Stovepipe Cave, to aid in the cave and surrounding area.
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State-listed Species

Endangered species legislation passed in Texas in 1973—amended in 1981, 1985, and 1987—and
subsequent 1975 and 1981 revisions to the Texas Parks and Wildlife Code established a state regulatory
vehicle for the management and protection of threatened and endangered species in Texas. The Texas
Parks and Wildlife Code authorizes TPWD to formulate lists of threatened and endangered fish and wildlife
species and to regulate the taking or possession of such species.

In addition to being federally listed, the Jollyville Plateau salamander is also state listed as threatened and
the proposed project may impact this species. For all other state-listed species that may occur in the
project area, it was determined that the project would have no impact on them. Coordination with the
TPWD under the 2021 MOU has been initiated (Appendix G — Resource Agency Coordination).
Additionally, and as previously mentioned, Section 7 consultation with the USFWS is completed and a BO
was issued to TxDOT on August 20, 2025.

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, impacts to wildlife and wildlife habitat, including impacts to federally or
state-listed threatened or endangered species, would not occur.

5.12 Air Quality

Transportation Conformity

This project is located in an area in attainment or unclassifiable for all National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS); therefore, transportation conformity rules do not apply.

Carbon Monoxide Traffic Air Quality Analysis

Generally, projects such as the proposed action are considered exempt from a transportation air quality
analysis (TAQA) because they are intended to enhance traffic safety and improve traffic flow. The
proposed action would not add capacity to an existing facility. Current and future emissions should
continue to follow existing trends not being affected by this project. Due to the nature of this project,
further carbon monoxide (CO) analysis was not required.

Qualitative Mobile Source Air Toxics Analysis

The purpose of this project is to enhance safety and improve mobility by constructing intersection
improvements. This project has been determined to generate minimal air quality impacts for Clean Air Act
criteria pollutants and has not been linked with any special mobile source air toxics (MSAT) concerns. As
such, this project will not result in changes in traffic volumes, vehicle mix, basic project location, or any
other factor that would cause a meaningful increase in MSAT impacts of the project from that of the no-
build alternative.

Moreover, EPA regulations for vehicle engines and fuels will cause overall MSAT emissions to decline
significantly over the next several decades. Based on regulations now in effect, an analysis of national
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trends with the EPA’s MOVES2014 model forecasts a combined reduction of over 90 percent in the total
annual emissions rate for the priority MSAT from 2010 to 2050 while vehicle-miles of travel are projected
to increase by over 45 percent. This will both reduce the background level of MSAT as well as the
possibility of even minor MSAT emissions from this project.

Congestion Management Process

The congestion management process (CMP) is a systematic process for managing congestion that provides
information on transportation system performance and on alternative strategies for alleviating
congestion and enhancing the mobility of persons and goods to levels that meet state and local needs.
The project is located within Travis and Williamson counties which are not classified as nonattainment for
ozone or CO and is therefore exempt from CMP analysis requirements per Section 6.1 of the TxDOT Air
Quality Handbook.

Construction Emissions

During the construction phase of this project, temporary increases in particulate matter (PM) and MSAT
emissions may occur from construction activities. The primary construction-related emissions of PM are
fugitive dust from site preparation, and the primary construction-related emissions of MSAT are diesel
PM from diesel powered construction equipment and vehicles.

The potential impacts of PM emissions will be minimized by using fugitive dust control measures
contained in standard specifications, as appropriate. The Texas Emissions Reduction Plan (TERP) provides
financial incentives to reduce emissions from vehicles and equipment. TxDOT encourages construction
contractors to use this and other local and federal incentive programs to the fullest extent possible to
minimize diesel emissions. Information about the TERP program can be found at: https://www.tceq.
texas.gov/airquality/terp.

However, considering the temporary and transient nature of construction-related emissions, the use of
fugitive dust control measures, the encouragement of the use of TERP, and compliance with applicable
regulatory requirements; it is not anticipated that emissions from construction of this project will have
any significant impact on air quality in the area.

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, emissions related to construction would not occur, and MSAT emissions
would be expected to decrease overtime, as noted above. The No Build Alternative, however, would not
result in the mobility improvements and congestion reduction anticipated with the Build Alternative.

5.13 Hazardous Materials

The presence of hazardous materials within a project study area can create issues affecting ROW
acquisition, project development, and construction. The Hazardous Materials Initial Site Assessment (ISA)
and Project Impact Evaluation Report (TxDOT 2022g) identifies the potential hazardous materials
concerns as they relate to project construction and/or ROW acquisition for concerns identified.
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An ISA, including a visual survey of the project limits and surrounding area and research of existing and
previous land use, was prepared to identify sites of potential hazardous materials concerns within the
project limits (TxDOT 2022g). Additional components of the ISA included reviewing project design and
ROW requirements and reviewing federal and state regulatory databases and files. Documentation of the
ISA and Project Impact Evaluation Report is available at the TxDOT Austin District office.

As part of the ISA, a review of selected environmental regulatory databases published by federal and state
agencies was conducted to determine the potential for hazardous material issues within and near the
project study area. A review of the regulatory database report dated April 30, 2020, was performed in
general accordance with the American Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard E1527 and
TxDOT guidelines, which defines the environmental record sources to be reviewed and their minimum
search distances from the proposed project.

The federal and state database searches identified 19 located sites, based on facility addresses (see
Figures F-1 through F-3 in Appendix F — Resource-specific Maps). One additional site was identified during
review of historical aerial photographs and site conditions confirmed during the site reconnaissance.
Based on distance, topographic gradient, historical information, database information, and/or project
design information, all 20 sites are considered low environmental risk to the project or no concern; there
are no unresolved hazardous materials sites within the project limits.

Possible Asbestos-Containing Materials and Lead-Based Paint

The proposed project includes the demolition and/or relocation of structures. The structures may involve
asbestos containing materials or lead-based paint. Asbestos and lead-based paint inspections,
specification, notification, license, accreditation, abatement and disposal, as applicable, would comply
with federal and state regulations. Asbestos and lead-based paint issues would be addressed during the
ROW process and prior to construction.

Active Pipelines
No active pipelines have been identified as crossing the proposed project.

Storm Water Drainage Structures in Contamination

The proposed project requires the installation of storm sewers, however, all the adjacent properties
evaluated in the ISA and Project Impact Evaluation Report are considered low environmental risks or no
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environmental concerns to the project; therefore, excavation for storm sewer installation would not likely
encounter contaminated soil or groundwater.

Well Plugging (Water Quality)

Proper plugging of wells would be addressed during the ROW negotiation and acquisition process. If not
plugged prior to construction, wells would be addressed per TxDOT Standard Specification Item 103
Disposal of Wells.

Should unanticipated hazardous materials/substances be encountered during construction, TxDOT and/or
the contractor would be notified and steps would be taken to protect personnel and the environment.
Any unanticipated hazardous materials encountered during construction would be handled according to
applicable federal, state, and local regulations per TxDOT Standard Specifications. The contractor would
take appropriate measures to prevent, minimize, and control the spill of hazardous materials in
construction staging areas. All construction materials used for the proposed project would be removed as
soon as the work schedules permit. The contractor would initiate early regulatory agency coordination
during project development.

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, the potential for impacts related to construction of the proposed
improvements would not exist. Facilities listed in the ISA would continue to operate, and, presumably,
additional records associated with contamination would be generated over time. These issues would be
addressed by the appropriate regulatory agency or program.

5.14 Traffic Noise

A traffic noise analysis was conducted for the proposed project in accordance with TxDOT’s (FHWA-
approved) 2019 Traffic Noise Policy. The Traffic Noise Analysis Report (TxDOT 2022h), which includes
details about the analysis, is available for public review at the TxDOT Austin District office.

Build Alternative

Existing and predicted traffic noise levels were modeled at representative land use activity areas
(receptors) adjacent to the project that might be impacted by traffic noise and would potentially benefit
from feasible and reasonable noise abatement.

Modeled noise-sensitive locations were primarily residential, but also included restaurants and school
playground areas. The traffic noise analysis determined that out of 21 representative receptors, three
were predicted to have noise levels that approach, equal, or exceed the FHWA noise abatement criteria
(NAC) or that substantially exceed the existing noise levels; therefore, the proposed project would result
in traffic noise impacts (see Table 5.14-1 and Figures F-1 through F-3 in Appendix F — Resource-specific
Maps).
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Table 5.14-1: Traffic Noise Levels dB(A) Leq
Representative Receiver(s) NAC NAC Existing Al Chones I:‘;I:cet
Category Level (2018) (2045) (+/-) (Yes/No)

R-01 — Apartment Balcony B 67 70 72 +2 Yes
R-02 — Apartment Balcony B 67 67 71 +4 Yes
R-03 — Residence B 67 53 55 +2 No
R-04 — Apartment Balcony B 67 63 66 +3 Yes
R-05 — Restaurant (outdoor seating) E 72 68 68 +0 No
R-06 — Restaurant (outdoor seating) E 72 68 67 -1 No
R-08 — Residence B 67 65 65 +0 No
R-09 — Residence B 67 53 54 +1 No
R-10 — Apartment Balcony B 67 55 60 +5 No
R-11 — School (Playground Area) C 67 55 62 +7 No
R-12 — Duplex B 67 53 59 +6 No
R-13 — Senior Living Balcony B 67 58 63 +5 No
R-15 — School (Playground Area) C 67 53 63 +10 No
R-16 — Residence B 67 50 56 +6 No
R-17 — Residence B 67 49 55 +6 No
R-18 — Residence B 67 45 50 +5 No
R-19 — Residence B 67 48 50 +2 No
R-20 — Residence B 67 54 55 +1 No
R-21 — Residence B 67 65 63 -2 No
R-22 — Residence B 67 65 65 +0 No
R-23 — Residence B 67 55 56 +1 No
Note: Receivers R-7, R-14, and R-24 do not appear in this table, because they were removed from the analysis as non-
sensitive noise receptors.

Abbreviations: NAC — noise abatement criteria; dB(A) — A-weighted decibel level; Leq — average/equivalent noise level

Source: TxDOT 2022h.

Noise abatement measures were considered and analyzed for each impacted receptor location.
Abatement measures, typically noise barriers, must provide a minimum noise reduction, or benefit, at or
above the threshold of 5 dB(A). A barrier is not acoustically feasible unless it reduces noise levels by at
least 5dB(A) at greater than 50 percent of first-row impacted receptors and benefits a minimum of two
impacted receptors. To be reasonable, the barrier must not exceed the cost reasonableness allowance of
1,500 square feet per benefited receptor and must meet the noise reduction design goal of 7 dB(A) for at
least one receptor.

Noise barriers were evaluated for each of the impacted receptor locations with the following results:

R-01 - This receiver represents seven impacted, first-row receptors located in the Windy Ridge apartment
complex. A barrier with two segments measuring 425 feet and a height of 14 feet was modeled at this
location. This barrier would achieve the minimum feasible reduction of 5 dB(A) for four out of seven
impacted, first-row receptors and would reduce noise levels by at least 7 dB(A) for at least one receptor.
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With a total area of abatement of 5,951 square feet or 744 square feet per benefitted receptor, this noise
barrier is both reasonable and feasible and is proposed for incorporation into the project.

R-02 - This receiver represents five impacted, first-row receptors located in the future Woodland Green
apartment complex; plans for the development have been approved, but the building is not yet under
construction. The receptors are exterior apartment units with balconies on the first, second, and third
floor corners of the building facing RM 620. A barrier with two segments measuring 651 feet and a height
of 20 feet was modeled at this location. This barrier would achieve the minimum feasible reduction of 5
dB(A) for all five impacted, first-row receptors and would reduce noise levels by at least 7 dB(A) for at
least one receptor. However, with a total area of abatement of 13,021 square feet or 2,170 square feet
per benefitted receptor, this noise barrier would exceed the cost-reasonableness threshold and is not
proposed for incorporation into the project.

R-04 - This receiver represents one impacted, first-row receptor located in the future Plaza Volente
apartment complex. Because a noise abatement measure must potentially benefit a minimum of two
impacted receptors, noise abatement for this location is not feasible.

One noise barrier (Barrier A) was found to be both feasible and reasonable and is recommended for
incorporation into the project (see Table 5.14-2). Noise barriers were not reasonable and feasible for the
remaining impacted representative receivers, and abatement is not proposed for those locations.
Additional details regarding the barrier analysis can be found in the Traffic Noise Analysis Report (TxDOT
2020h).

Table 5.14-2: Noise Barrier Proposal (Preliminary)
Proposed Total # Total . Sq ft per
Noise Representative Receiver(s) Benefitted | Length Height Total Benefitted
. . (feet) sq ft .
Barrier Receivers (feet) Receiver
A R-01 — Windy Ridge Apartments 8 425 14 5,951 744

Source: TxDOT 2022h.

Any subsequent project design changes may require a reevaluation of this preliminary noise barrier
proposal. The final decision to construct the proposed noise barrier will not be made until completion of
the project design, utility evaluation, and polling of all benefited and adjacent property owners and
residents.

To avoid noise impacts that may result from future development of properties adjacent to the project,
local officials responsible for land use control programs must ensure, to the maximum extent possible, no
new activities are planned or constructed along or within the following predicted (2045) noise impact
contours (see Table 5.14-3).

Table 5.14-3: Year 2045 Predicted Noise Impact Contours

Land Use Category Tiife e ey Distance from
(NAC) ROW (feet)

West of RM 620, South of Anderson Mill BandC 66 dB(A) 60

Undeveloped Area
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Table 5.14-3: Year 2045 Predicted Noise Impact Contours
Land Use Category Tiife e ey Distance from
(NAC) ROW (feet)
E 71 dB(A) 0

Undeveloped Area

Source: TxDOT 2022h.

A copy of this traffic noise analysis will be available to local officials to assist in future land use planning.
On the date of approval of the document (Date of Public Knowledge), the FHWA and TxDOT are no longer
responsible for providing noise abatement for new development adjacent to the project.

No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, the proposed project would not be constructed. If the No Build Alternative
were implemented, traffic noise levels would be expected to increase with an associated future increase
in traffic volumes.

5.15 Induced Growth

An Indirect Effects Technical Report (TxDOT 2022i) was prepared to evaluate the potential of the proposed
project to influence local and regional land use decisions and determine the likelihood of the proposed
project to result in induced growth and related effects. Based on the 2014 Induced Growth Indirect
Impacts Decision Tree (TxDOT 2014), the proposed project has the potential to result in induced growth
within the area; therefore, an induced growth indirect effects analysis was prepared (TxDOT 2022i). The
proposed project would be expected to facilitate future development of 169 acres (or approximately 27
percent) of approximately 630 acres of developable land located near the project area by 2045. Rapid
growth within the cities of Austin and Cedar Park is expected to continue in the future regardless of
whether the proposed project is constructed. The proposed improvements are considered an important
component of enhancing safety and improving mobility throughout the RM 620 corridor and would
potentially encourage development to occur at a more rapid rate in the 2045 timeframe within the areas
identified as likely to undergo induced growth. However, the project is not expected to change the
trajectory of the strong development trends exhibited within the region that have occurred over the last
few decades and are expected to continue in the future. Moreover, the development anticipated to occur
within the Area of Influence (AOI) is consistent with the land use plans at the city, county, and regional
levels. The anticipated growth that would occur as a result of the proposed project would not result in
substantial effects to ecological or socioeconomic resources. In consideration of these factors, the induced
growth effects of the proposed project are not considered to be substantial.

No Build Alternative
Under the No Build Alternative, induced growth and related effects would not occur.

5.16 Cumulative Effects

A Cumulative Effects Analysis (TxDOT 2022j) was prepared for the proposed project which focuses on
resources anticipated to be substantially impacted by the proposed project (either directly or indirectly),
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as well as resources that would be affected to any degree by the proposed project and are considered at
risk or in poor or declining health. In order to thoroughly assess the potential cumulative impacts to a
resource, minor direct or indirect impacts to a resource considered at risk or in poor or declining health
should be considered along with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions to determine if
such actions, when considered together, would pose a threat to the sustainability or health of that
resource.

Archeological resources, historic resources, socioeconomic resources, and water resources are considered
to be in good health in the context of the proposed project; therefore, these resources were not carried
forward for detailed evaluation in the Cumulative Impacts Analysis (TxDOT 2022j). The health of biological
resources within the project area is considered to be at risk due to potential effects to wildlife habitat,
which may, in turn, impact sensitive and protected species.

Biological resources related to sensitive species and their habitats were considered in further detail to
determine if the proposed project, in conjunction with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable
future actions, would pose a risk to the sustainability or health of these resources. The proposed project
would not result in significant cumulative effects to sensitive species and their habitats. The contribution
of the proposed project to cumulative effects to these resources would be minor, and cumulative effects
to these resources would not adversely affect the overall sustainability or long-term health of sensitive
species and their habitats.

No Build Alternative
Implementation of the No Build Alternative would not result in cumulative impacts.

5.17 Construction Phase Impacts

This section discusses the temporary effects associated with the construction of the proposed Build
Alternative. Since the No Build Alternative would not involve any project-related construction, discussions
here are focused on the Build Alternative. Typically, construction effects of a disruptive nature are
dependent on the type and location of proposed construction activities and the duration of the
construction process from initiation to completion.

Construction activities necessary for the implementation of the Build Alternative would temporarily affect
existing transportation facilities within the project area, as described below. To allow for vehicles to
continue utilizing the RM 620/Anderson Mill Road intersection during construction, the proposed project
would likely be constructed while traffic continued to use the existing facilities. In this way, traffic
disruptions and other user impacts would be minimized.

The Build Alternative would similarly and temporarily affect ground transportation during the
construction phase. Temporary effects would include traffic delays and work-zone congestion that could
disrupt travel patterns for local residents and businesses for the duration of construction. Mitigation
measures, such as maintenance of traffic plans, would be implemented to address user impacts including
work-zone safety and traffic delays. Access for police, fire, and emergency vehicles would be maintained

Final Environmental Assessment — RM 620 at Anderson Mill Road Intersection Project — February 2026 28



CSJs: 0683-01-100 & 0683-02-079

during construction; details would be developed in a maintenance of traffic plan to be implemented for
the proposed project.

Temporary impacts to natural resources due to construction could result from the implementation of the
proposed Build Alternative and include disturbances, including hydrologic disturbances, to wildlife and
vegetative communities. Implementation of the Build Alternative would involve the removal of grasses,
trees, and shrubs during the construction phase, affecting the natural, erosion-inhibiting ground cover
and resulting in the loss of habitat for both resident and migratory species. Disturbed areas would be
restored, reseeded, and recontoured as necessary according to TxDOT specifications, making these effects
largely temporary. Additionally, certain TPWD BMPs would be implemented to minimize impacts to
wildlife.

Noise associated with the construction of the proposed project is difficult to predict. Heavy machinery,
the major source of noise in construction, is constantly moving in unpredictable patterns. However,
construction normally occurs during daylight hours when occasional loud noises are more tolerable. None
of the receivers are expected to be exposed to construction noise for a long duration; therefore, any
extended disruption of normal activities is not expected. Provisions would be included in the plans and
specifications that require the contractor to make every reasonable effort to minimize construction noise
through abatement measures such as work-hour controls and proper maintenance of muffler systems.

During the construction phase of this project, temporary increases in PM and MSAT emissions may occur
from construction activities. The primary construction-related emissions of PM are fugitive dust from site
preparation, and the primary construction-related emissions of MSAT are diesel particulate matter (DPM)
from diesel powered construction equipment and vehicles. The potential impacts of PM emissions will be
minimized by using fugitive dust control measures contained in standard specifications, as appropriate.
Considering the temporary and transient nature of construction-related emissions, as well as the
mitigation actions to be utilized including compliance with applicable regulatory requirements, it is not
anticipated that emissions from construction of this project will have a significant impact on air quality in
the area.

5.18 Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Climate Change

Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions consist of on-road tailpipe emissions and upstream fuel cycle emissions.
Upstream fuel cycle emissions are the emissions generated by extracting, shipping, refining, and delivering
fuels.

TxDOT has prepared a Statewide On-Road Greenhouse Gas Analysis and Climate Change Assessment
technical report (TxDOT 2021). The report discloses: 1) an analysis of available data regarding statewide
GHG emissions for on-road GHG emissions, 2) TxDOT actions and funding that support reducing GHG
emissions, 3) projected climate change effects for the state of Texas, and 4) TxDOT’s current strategies
and plans for addressing the changing climate. A summary of key issues in this technical report is provided
below. Please refer to the technical report for more details.
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The Earth has gone through many natural changes in climate over time. However, since the industrial
revolution began in the 1700s, atmospheric concentration of GHG emissions have continued to climb,
primarily due to humans burning fossil fuel (e.g., coal, natural gas, gasoline, oil and/or diesel) to generate
electricity, heat and cool buildings, and power industrial processes, vehicles, and equipment. According
to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), this increase in GHG emissions is projected to
contribute to future changes in climate (Solomon 2007, Stocker 2013).

5.18.1 Statewide On-road GHG

TxDOT prepared a GHG analysis for the statewide on-road transportation system and associated emissions
generated by motor vehicle fuels processing called “fuel-cycle emissions.” The EPA’s Motor Vehicle
Emissions Simulator (MOVES2014 version) emissions model was used to estimate emissions. Texas on-
road and fuel cycle GHG emissions are estimated to be 186 million metric tons (MMT) in 2050 and reach
a minimum in 2032 at 161 MMT. Future on-road GHG emissions may be affected by changes that may
alter where people live and work and how they use the transportation system, including but not limited
to: 1) the results of federal policy including tailpipe and fuel controls, 2) market forces and economics, 3)
individual choice decisions, 4) acts of nature (e.g., pandemic) or societal changes, and 5) other
technological advancements. Such changes cannot be accurately predicted due to the inherent
uncertainty in future projections related to demographics, social change, technology, and inability to
accurately forecast where people work and live.

5.18.2 Mitigation Measures
Strategies that reduce on-road GHG emissions fall under four major categories:

e Federal engine and fuel controls under the Clean Air Act implemented jointly by the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and USDOT, which includes Corporate Average Fuel
Economy (CAFE) standards;

e “Cash for clunker” programs which remove older, higher-emitting vehicles from roads;

e Traffic system management (TSM) which improves the operational characteristics of the
transportation network (e.g., traffic light timing, pre-staged wrecker service to clear accidents
faster, or traveler information systems); and

e Travel demand management (TDM) which provides reductions in vehicle miles traveled (VMT)
(e.g., transit, rideshare, and bicycle and pedestrian facilities) and requires personal choice
decisions.

TxDOT has implemented programmatic strategies that reduce GHG emissions including: 1) TDM projects
and funding to reduce VMT, such as bicycle and pedestrian facilities, 2) TSM projects and funding to
improve the operation of the transportation system, 3) participation in the national alternative fuels
corridor program, 4) clean construction activities, 5) clean fleet activities, 6) Congestion Mitigation and
Air Quality (CMAQ) funding, 7) transit funding, and 8) two statewide campaigns to reduce tailpipe
emissions.
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5.18.3 TxDOT and a Changing Climate

TxDOT has strategies that address a changing climate in accordance with TxDOT and FHWA design, asset
management, maintenance, emergency response, and operational policies and guidance. The flexibility
and elasticity in TxDOT transportation planning, design, emergency response, maintenance, asset
management, and operation and maintenance of the transportation system are intended to consider any
number of changing scenarios over time. Additional detail is in the statewide technical report.

6.0 Agency Coordination
Texas Historical Commission

Coordination with the THC regarding impacts to archeological resources has been conducted (see
Appendix G — Resource Agency Coordination).

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Coordination with the TCEQ regarding impacts to the recharge zone of the Edwards Aquifer will be
initiated.

Texas Parks & Wildlife Department

In accordance with the 2021 MOU between TxDOT and TPWD, TPWD has provided a set of recommended
BMPs in a document titled, “Beneficial Management Practices — Avoiding, Minimizing, and Mitigating
Impacts of Transportation Projects on State Natural Resources,” which is available in TxDOT’s Natural
Resources Toolkit at https://www.txdot.gov/insidetxdot/division/environmental/compliance-toolkits/-
natural-resources.html. The MOU provides that application of specific BMPs to individual projects will be
determined by TxDOT at its discretion. The TPWD-recommended BMPs that will be applied to this project
are indicated in the Form — Documentation of Texas Parks and Wildlife Department Best Management
Practices prepared for the project, which is included in Appendix G — Resource Agency Coordination.

Coordination between TxDOT and TPWD was initiated on May 16, 2022. In accordance with the TxDOT-
TPWD MOU, Appendix G — Resource Agency Coordination includes written coordination correspondence
between TxDOT and TPWD.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Formal consultation with the USFWS regarding effects to federally listed species was initiated on April 5,
2024. The USFWS issued a BO for the project on August 20, 2025.

7.0 Public Involvement

Public involvement for the proposed project consisted of a meeting with stakeholders and elected officials
in April 2021, Meetings with Affected Property Owners (MAPOQOs) beginning in May 2021, a virtual public

Final Environmental Assessment — RM 620 at Anderson Mill Road Intersection Project — February 2026 31



CSJs: 0683-01-100 & 0683-02-079

meeting held Summer 2021, and a Virtual Public Hearing with In-Person Option in Spring 2023. Letter
packets for MAPOs were sent to 38 adjacent property owners with parcels located in proposed right of
way. Of those, 17 MAPOs were conducted. Communications occurred via email, phone call, and
teleconference between May 2021 through January 2022.

Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the Virtual Public Meeting was held online Thursday, August 26, 2021,
through Friday, September 10, 2021. Advertisement for the public meeting included mailed and/or
emailed notices to adjacent property owners and community facilities and mailed and emailed notices to
elected officials. Notices were published in print and online in the Community Impacts, Cedar Park Edition
(print), El Mundo (print and online), Four Points News (print and online), and Austin American Statesman
(print), in English and Spanish as applicable, as well as the TxDOT Schedule (online) and TxDOT Statewide
Public Hearings, Meetings and Notices Update (email).

The project schematics and meeting materials were available to view online during the Virtual Public
Meeting and environmental documents were available to view by appointment at the TxDOT Austin
District office. During the comment period, a total of 257 people viewed the online presentation and the
website received 1,137 views; 14 comments were received via an online comment form or email.
Concerns documented during the comment period primarily centered around access off and on RM 620
to and from surrounding neighborhoods, displacement of businesses and business access, construction,
safety, and noise. Many of these commenters also provided requests or suggestions for the roadway.
TxDOT evaluated the feedback received from the public meeting and ensured that the project design
addressed these concerns to the greatest extent practicable. A summary of the meeting was prepared
and is available at the TxDOT Austin District Office and may be inspected and copied upon request; the
summary is also available on the TxDOT project webpage.

The Virtual Public Hearing was held online Thursday, May 18, 2023, through Friday, June 2, 2023. The
environmental documents and draft EA were available on the project webpage for public review and
comment beginning Monday, April 17, 2023. The in-person option was held Thursday, May 18, 2023, at
the Noel Grisham Middle School, 10805 School House Lane, Austin, Texas 78750; from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m.

Public outreach for the Virtual Public Hearing with In-Person Option included mailed and/or emailed
notices to adjacent property owners, community facilities, and interested parties. Notices were also
mailed and emailed to elected officials. Postcards were mailed to approximately 3,700 residents and
businesses in adjacent neighborhoods within the 78726, 78750, and 78613 zip codes. Notices were
published in print and online in the Community Impacts Cedar Park/Far NW Austin Edition (print and
online), El Mundo (print and online), Four Points News (print and online), and Austin American Statesman
(print), in English and Spanish as applicable, as well as the TxDOT Schedule (online) and TxDOT Statewide
Public Hearings, Meetings and Notices Update (email). Flyers were hand-delivered and posted in
community gathering places adjacent to or near the project limits, such as in coffee bars, schools and
daycares, emergency services, retirement centers, and churches. Social media outreach included 5,800
impressions, 103 engagements, and 47 link clinks on Twitter, as well as 83 referrals from Facebook and
34 referrals from NextDoor. The online video presentation received 50 unique views on YouTube.

Final Environmental Assessment — RM 620 at Anderson Mill Road Intersection Project — February 2026 32



CSJs: 0683-01-100 & 0683-02-079

The project schematics, hearing materials, and environmental documents were available to view online
at the Virtual Public hearing, at the in-person option, or by appointment at the TxDOT Austin District
office. The Virtual Public Hearing included approximately 1,254 unique visitors; 1,937 page views; and
1,227 instances of the online video presentation. Approximately 120 guests attended the in-person
option. Comments received included 107 written or emailed comments and three verbal testimonies.
Concerns documented during the comment period primarily centered around how the project would
connect to potential improvements along the entire length of the RM 620 corridor, why the bypass lanes
were the best design alternative as opposed to additional lanes and added capacity, displacement of
businesses and business access, environmental concerns, construction, safety, and noise. Many of these
commenters also provided requests or suggestions for the roadway. TxDOT evaluated the feedback
received from the public hearing and ensured that the project design addressed these concerns to the
greatest extent practicable. A summary of the hearing was prepared and is available at the TxDOT Austin
District Office and may be inspected and copied upon request; the summary is also available on the TxDOT
project webpage.

8.0 Post-Environmental Clearance Activities and Design/Construction
Commitments

8.1 Post-Environmental Clearance Activities

This section lists unresolved environmental activities that could not be done prior to issuance of a FONSI,
for which the project sponsor will be responsible.

1. Asbestos and lead-based paint inspections, specification, notification, license, accreditation,
abatement, and disposal would be addressed during the ROW process for building structures and
prior to any demolition and/or relocation of structures.

2. Formal utilities location and advance planning would be required to facilitate utilities adjustments
and to otherwise avoid associated impacts prior to construction.

3. Proper plugging of wells would be addressed during the ROW negotiation and acquisition process
and prior to construction. If not plugged prior to construction, wells would be addressed per
TxDOT Standard Specification Item 103 Disposal of Wells during construction.

8.2 Design/Construction Commitments

This section lists project-specific avoidance measures or special instructions that will be conveyed to the
design or construction contractor as a result of the department’s environmental review of the project.

1. Inthe unlikely event that significant cultural resources are discovered during construction of the
proposed project, TxDOT would immediately initiate cultural resource discovery procedures. All
work in the vicinity would cease until a specialist from TxDOT and/or the THC could arrive onsite
and assess the discovery’s significance and the potential need for additional investigation, if
necessary.

2. Formal utilities location and advance planning would be required to facilitate utilities adjustments
and to otherwise avoid associated impacts.
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3. In accordance with the Edwards Aquifer rules governing the recharge zone, a WPAP would be
prepared and submitted to the TCEQ for approval prior to construction.

4. Should unanticipated hazardous materials/substances be encountered during construction,
TxDOT and/or the contractor would be notified and steps would be taken to protect personnel
and the environment. Any unanticipated hazardous materials encountered during construction
would be handled according to applicable federal, state, and local regulations per TxDOT Standard
Specifications. The contractor would take appropriate measures to prevent, minimize, and control
the spill of hazardous materials in construction staging areas. All construction materials used for
the proposed project would be removed as soon as the work schedules permit. The contractor
would initiate early regulatory agency coordination during project development.

5. Construct Noise Barrier A for the Windy Ridge apartment complex, as explained in Section 5.14,
if approved following the Traffic Noise Workshop and polling of all benefited and adjacent
property owners and residents.

6. The potential impacts of PM emissions would be minimized by using fugitive dust control
measures contained in standard specifications, as appropriate. TERP provides financial incentives
to reduce emissions from vehicles and equipment. TxDOT encourages construction contractors to
use this and other local and federal incentive programs to the fullest extent possible to minimize
diesel emissions. Information about the TERP program can be found at: https://www.tceq.texas
.gov/airquality/terp.

7. BMPs would be implemented to avoid or minimize impacts to migratory birds, bats, and rare
plants.

8. Water quality BMPs would be implemented including: approved temporary vegetation; blankets/
matting or mulch filter berms; vegetated filter strips; and silt fence, sand bags and/or compost
filter berms and socks.

9. Additional BMPs and other protections of water quality and federally listed species as listed in
Section 5.11.10.

As indicated above in Section 6.0, the TPWD-recommended BMPs that will be applied to this project are
indicated in the Form — Documentation of Texas Parks and Wildlife Department Best Management
Practices prepared for the project, which is included in Appendix G — Resource Agency Coordination.

9.0 Conclusion

Implementation of the proposed project would not result in significant impacts to the human or natural
environment. Therefore, a FONSI is recommended.
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