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Alley Vacation

64 Rainey deal

 Construction staging for 2 years
 No need to shut down half of Rainey st

 Additional right of way allowed for Southern Green wall

 $400,000 for update to MACC master plan
 Creation of Pocket park at 58 and 64 Rainey

 Parkland Dedication

 Vacation requested to connect park to MACC
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Current Traffic Issues

Future Development
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Future Neighborhood Trip Generation

Rainey Traffic Study

 “In addition to the challenges associated with widening the alley, 
plans for the under construction 70 Rainey development project 
include the City vacating the southern end of the alley and 
providing that land to the MACC. The southern end of the alley 
would be redirected around the 70 Rainey project to Rainey Street. 
Driveway access to the 70 Rainey project would be provided on 
the alley side of the development. This circulation pattern is almost 
certain to increase traffic on Rainey Street and adds a driveway 
access on a heavily traveled pedestrian corridor. The MACC should 
reconsider having vehicle access remain on the existing alley area 
and connect to Rainey Street. The driveway access is also planned 
to be within 150 feet of the River Street / Rainey Street intersection; 
congestion turning to/from this driveway could affect traffic 
operations throughout the roundabout, particularly as inbound 
traffic attempts to turn left. “
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Neighborhood Opposition

 Crippling a needed North/South alternative to Rainey St.

 Adding additional stress on a heavily trafficked Rainey St.

 Safety Concerns

 Mr. Mendoza:

 I am the owner of ___________________. My property is located within 300 feet of the 
proposed and potential right-of-way vacation that (is being/ may be) requested with 
respect to a portion of the alley known Bierce Lane where it intersects River Road. As a 
property owner within 300 feet, I am entitled to notice of any application to vacate the 
Bierce Lane ROW under Section 14-11-71(A) of the Austin City Code. Please provide me 
with notice of any ROW vacation application as required by the Austin City Code at the 
address and contact information provided. Also, please consider me an “interested 
party” pursuant to Chapter 25-1 of the Austin City Code with all of the rights and 
privileges as such, including the right to notice of any Urban Transportation Commission, 
Downtown Commission, Design Commission, Planning Commission and/ or City Council 
meetings that may occur with respect to any proposed vacation of Bierce Lane.

 As an affected property owner, I am offering you my initial comments pursuant to 
Section 14-11-71(B) of the Austin City Code on any possible, proposed ROW vacation of 
Bierce Lane. I reserve the right to make additional comments upon receipt of notice of 
any actual application for such vacation. I am specifically writing to inform you that any 
vacation of Bierce Lane where it intersects River Road should be denied and not 
approved pursuant to Section 14-11-72(B) because that portion of Bierce Lane serves a 
critical “present and future public purpose”. As you are no doubt aware, the Rainey 
Street District has seen massive, high density growth recently which results in major 
congestion of the areas narrow and crowded streets. Vacating the Bierce Lane ROW at 
River Street and diverting its traffic onto Rainey Street will make this situation much, much 
worse and present significant safety concerns. Currently, trucks and other service 
vehicles can access and loading and unloading can occur for present and future 
buildings along Bierce Lane by accessing Bierce Lane directly from River Road and IH 35 
without having to use the over crowded and congested Rainey Street. The direct 
access removes these trucks from a street that is crowded with vehicles, bicylces and 
pedestrians and also avoids the difficult and dangerous turning movements that would 
be required to access Bierce indirectly from Rainey Street. Vacating the Bierce Lane 
ROW would, therefore be unsafe, inconvenient and contrary to the objectives of 
downtown planning.

 Because Bierce Lane serves such clear “present and future public purpose” the City is 
precluded from approving the vacation of this important ROW pursuant to Section 14-
11-72(B). For this reason, I am asking that you consider my comments as required by the 
Austin City Code, and deny any application for vacation of Bierce Lane at the 
intersection of River Road. Please let me know if you have any questions or comments.
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