Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

250° Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris
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n 250' Total ROW Width *
1. Do you think the potential reductlon in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250’)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Addltmalcemmmﬁﬂr £ss §7L l/ ?lm/lcr W Tﬂumm)‘vu A~ Q‘*’)‘U) o
Vest rcess @f (il a Koo tam e

Turn over to complete comment sheet



Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.

* Stback widths vary hased on zoning classifications
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* Clear Zone Includes 2 Wall Along Independence, &' HWY Gutter, and addi Landscaping

280’ Total ROW

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes Y~ No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing propesed ROW of 350° to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments:
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

250’ Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris

2 48’ 20 Transit 20 48 A —
* Zone Lanes Y4 56’ Y 4 Lanes Zone .t(:*

! 250 Total ROW Width l

1. Do you think the potentnal reductlon in the proposed right-gf-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes / No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed r‘@t-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments:
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2,2009

280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.

* Setback widths vary based on zoning classifications
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: Pl Clear rave % ravel |Clear| » |
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H
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* Clear Zone Inclades 2 Wall Along Independence, 4' HWY Gutter, and add! Landscaping

280’ Total ROW

i l

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed ng}t-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed ri\yof-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350° to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

250° Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris

e 48 20 Transit ;20, 48 £ | Wtk vrybssion
v 29’ T l H H Travel 29’ xr z0ning classification
Flclear| T3V® 1o Zone o Clear | o
' Zone Lanes v 56’ Y4 Lanes Zone :*

n 250' Total ROW Width !
1. Do you think the potentlal reductlon in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250”)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100” (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments:

Turn over to complete comment sheet



Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.

* Sethack widths vary based on zaning classifications
20
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* Clear Zone Includes 7 Wall Along Independence, 4' HINY Gutter, and addf Landscaping

280’ Total ROW

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW), by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)

will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)

will accommodate future development needs? Yes s/m No

Additional Comments:




Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

250° Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris

20’ 20 s
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a 250' Total ROW Width |
1. Do you think the potential reductlon in the proposed right-of-yway (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed 1\‘igh}(avay (ROW) by 100° (exnstmg proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet

April 2, 2009
280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.
* Sethack widths vary based on zoning classifications
. 20
i I | @ H W e
{ F| Clear Yy rave lear| &
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= PR

* Clear Zone Includes Z Wall Along Independence, 4' HIY Gutter, and addi Landscaping

280’ Total ROW

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments:




Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

250’ Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris

’ 20’ 20, § s “Sethacks vary based on
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! 250 Total ROW Width !

1. Do you think the potentlal reductlon in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes «— No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes +— No

Additional Comments:
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.

* Sefback widths vary based on zoning classifications
20
o2 4 8¢’ (H T“’l 28 | E
‘riciear | Travel e o | Travel |ciear| =
£fzone’| | anes Transit Zone v | Lanes [zore’| 2
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* Clear Zone Inclades 7' Wall Rlong Independence, ' HWY Gutter, and addi Landscaping

280’ Total ROW

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes —  No

1

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70° (existing proposed ROW of 350° to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments:
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet

April 2, 2009
250° Pro osed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris
y
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K*

! 250 Total ROW Width *

1. Do you think the potential rieduction in the proposed right,of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes /0 No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100 (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250%)

will accommodate future development needs? Yes No__o—~
Additional Comments:
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet

April 2, 2009
280° Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.
* Setback widths vary based on zoning classifications
20 20
E cfa’ Tr:8\:e| H ad |H T::;el o E
:Fl Clear g Cl B
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* Clenr Zone Includes 2 Wall Along Independence, 4' HWY Gutter, and sddi Landscaping

280' Total ROW

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments:




Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet

April 2, 2009
250° Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris
| 20' 20 s
3 29° T48’ | H Transit 'H T48’ : 29’ 5 uxmk:mmm
Flclear| |TaVel g | Zone o | lfravel g0, &
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n 250' Total ROW Width !
1. Do you think the potential rjeduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes ;; No
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd. -+

* Sethack widths vary based on zoning classifications
y.id 20 :
g2, @ H | 88’ (H ¥ 2k =
‘F| clear | Travel i Travel |Clear| & | |
A * 0 o * E
£z | Lanes |y | TransitZone | B 5 oq |zone 2

* Clear Zone Includes 2 Wall Along Independence, 4 HWY Gutter, and addi Landscaping

280' Total ROW
) 1
1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments:




Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet

April 2, 2009
250° Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris
8 48’ 20" rransit 20 48’ E | eyt
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! 250 Total ROW Width *

1. Do you think the potentlal reductlon in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommeodate future transportation needs? Yes No

/7 .
2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new propesal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet

April 2, 2009
280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.
* Setback widths vary hased on zoning classifications
y 20’ w , .
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H
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* Clear Zone Inclades 2 Wall Along Independence, 4' HWY Gutter, and addi Landscaping

280’ Total ROW

1

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right,6f-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No
/\
2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350 to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments:




Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

250’ Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris

8 48’ 20 Transit ,20’ 48’ B | thaks rybaseion
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! 250 Total ROW Width !

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes_ L~ No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed rngjof—way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.

* Betback widths vary based on zoning classifications
20 20
15| 28 Twl H| 8g’ T‘w 12 =
 r|Clear | Trave T ravel |Clear| =
Hzone’| Lanes || TransitZone |9 o, fzone| 2

* Clear Zone Includes 2 Wall Along Independence, & HWY Gutter, and addi Landscaping

280’ Total ROW

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (R?}) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments: RS : 3 ,
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

250’ Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris
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n 250 Total ROW Width !
1. Do you think the potential rieduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet

April 2, 2009
280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.
* Sethack widths vary hased on zoning classifications

, 0 0 .

8 20 7481 H 88’ (H Twl 28 | %
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| |

* Clear Zone Inclades 2 Wall long Indepentience, &' MWY Gutter, and add! Landscaping

280’ Total ROW

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (RO\‘N}){W’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW y 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)

will accommodate future development needs? Yes No V0 Trans) tona) Setbock ;':‘ V2 /{,’ é ,__

Additional C ts:
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

250’ Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris

8 48’ 20, Transit 20’ 48" : *Suthacks vary based on
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s

' 250' Total ROW Width '

1. Do you think the potential r%eduction in the proposed riiE"—of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)

No

7

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed riglt-of-way (ROW) by 100 (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

will accommeodate future transportation needs? Yes

Additional Comyments: )
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Turn over to complete comment sheet



Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.

* Setback widths vary based on zoning classifications
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* Clear Zone Includes 2 Wall Along Independence, 4' HWY Gutter, and add! Landscaping

280’ Total ROW

-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed ri)ggt
No

will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes

~of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed ri>g<bt
No

Additional Comments:




Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

250’ Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris

8 48’ 20 Transit :20’ 48" B | ‘Sebacksvybuseion
u| 200 | L300 | H H | L8] 2 | |
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! 250 Total ROW Width l

1. Do you think the potentlal reductlon in the proposed rlgltyf-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed ri?(—of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes__ § No

Additional Comments:
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Turn over to complete comment sheet



Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet

April 2, 2009
280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.
* Sethack widths vary based on zoning classifications
¥ 20, s
2 28 T“ : 88’ (H T“" 28 % .
FlClear | Trave T ravel [Clear| s |
Efzoner TransitZone |9 | peq [zone| 2

20
H
o
Lanes |y

* Cleat Zone Inclodes 2 Wall Aong Independence, 4' HWY Gutter, and addi Landscaping

280’ Total ROW

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed ri\%{t-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed rig\ly&way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350° to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments:




Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

250° Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris
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n 250" Total ROW Width l
1. Do you think the potential rieduction in the proposed rightrof-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350° to new proposal of 250”)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed r@t-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments:
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.

* Sethack widths vary hased on zoning classifications
0
i T“,I 88’ (H 49 I 28 =
‘FlClear | Trave TR Travel |[Clear| »
Ezone’| | anes | o | TransitZone | O oo zoner| 2

=i<ozx:

* Cleat Zone Inchides 2 Wall Along Independence, 4' HWY Gotter, and addi Landscaping

280' Total ROW

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed rightsf-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Ye$ No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments:
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Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
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250’ Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris

| 20’ 20’ s i
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' 250' Total ROW Width 1

1. Do you think the potentlal reductlon in the proposed rightzof-way (ROW) by 100° (exnstmg proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future transportatlon needs? Yes '5(0 No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet

April 2, 2009
280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.
* Setback widths vary hased on zoning classifications
, 0 2 .
5 28 1'48 (M W W E
émear rave o Tf a ns“ z one o ravel |Clear é

* Clear Zone Includes 2 Wall Along Independence, 4' HIY Gotter, and addl Landscaping

280' Total ROW

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right_ef<way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 2807)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

L
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

250’ Proposed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris

Ja 48’ 20, Transit 20’ 48’ z *Suthacks vary based on
ul 29 T | H l H T I 29’ oes zonkng classifcation
FlClear| T2Vl | o | Zone ‘0| favel cier| 2

! 250 Total ROW Width *

1. Do you think the potentlal reductlon in the proposed rlalyf-way (ROW) by 100 (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes No

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes g~ No

Additional Comments:

Turn over to complete comment sheet



Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.

* Betback widths vary based on zoning classifications
o piig
2w 4y 88’ 48 2w E
‘r(clear | Travel e Travel |Clear| s
Efzoner Transit Zone | Lanes [one’] 2

* Clear Zone Incledes 7 Wak Along Independence, 4 HWY Gattor, and add! Landscaping

280’ Total ROW

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed rlgyof-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350° to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed r;gm-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No

Additional Comments:




Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet

April 2, 2009
250° Pro osed Right-of-Way from Briar Creek to Harris
p g y
1] ¥
S e | 48 2 Transit W g B e
| Clear Travel o Zone o Travel Clear | 2
E| Zone Lanes | v 56’ Y4 Lanes Zone ':;*

! 250' Total ROW Width l

1. Do you think the potentlal reductlon in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350 to new proposal of 250°)
will accommodate future transportatlon needs? Yes )% No
7

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (RQW) by 100’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 250°)

will accommodate future development needs? Yes No7,
Additional Comments: '
This planis Sofar ot There's no way this will st funded 10 ke
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Independence Boulevard Area Plan
Citizen Advisory Group Comment Sheet
April 2, 2009

280’ Proposed Right-of-Way Beyond Harris Blvd.

* Sethack widths vary based on zoning classifications
20
48’ 28

20

H il | Travel |ci
g ear

:3 Transit Zone 3 Lanes [Zore"

Roruama

'mmmrmmem »
zso'zm Rowe:

1. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed righ of-.y (ROW)' 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future transportation needs? Yes X

2. Do you think the potential reduction in the proposed right-of-way (ROW) by 70’ (existing proposed ROW of 350’ to new proposal of 280°)
will accommodate future development needs? Yes No ﬂ

Additional Comments:
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