


We also want to note the specific motion that City Council voted on and approved at their May 21,
2025 meeting. At that meeting, Council Member Kevin Glasheen moved to authorize the City to
engage the City Engineers to study drainage solutions for the problem at Bettis and Vale, to be built in
connection with the repaving project, and Council Member Brook Brown seconded the motion. The
intent of the Council’s action was clear and unambiguous: the engineering study must come first, and
only after that study is completed should any construction or field adjustments be selected. A study is
more than a list of ideas, it requires modeling, analysis, and a sealed engineering recommendation. We
appreciate that Council directed the City to follow this process, and we believe it is important to honor
that sequence so downstream impacts are fully understood before any grading, filling of the low spot,
or crown changes are made at the intersection.
A few points from today’s discussion stood out:

The team plans to “shoot the grades” and is considering filling the existing low spot at the
intersection. (That low spot currently works like a small swale that slows and collects water
before it can build speed going downhill.)
There is interest in reshaping the crown of the road to encourage more water to continue down
the north side Bettis rather than turning onto Vale.
The City Engineer shared that the current curb and gutter system is sized for a 50 year storm,
but not a 100 year storm.

We also want to share one observation that may help with your evaluation. The Bettis/Vale intersection
is where stormwater from the entire uphill area collects before flowing into Eanes Creek behind our
homes. In practical terms, this point functions as a major collector in the neighborhood’s drainage
system. Because of that, even small adjustments to the crown or pavement can influence a much
larger volume of water than the drawings might suggest.
We also reviewed the older drainage materials the City provided, including the 2002 Murfee
Engineering memo. That study is helpful context because it shows that 305 Vale’s drainage problems
are not new. In that memo, the engineer identified two key causes at the time: (1) a low spot at the
intersection, and (2) grading on the 305 Vale lot that directed overtopping water toward the house.
The recommended solutions were to reconstruct part of the intersection and for the homeowner to
regrade their lot to create a swale that moved water away from their home.  We think this history
reinforces the importance of addressing the issue thoughtfully and based on a full engineering review
—especially when any change in flow direction would come straight to our home.
The only time we have personally seen concerning water behavior at our property was during
the drainage test our neighbor conducted using rocks to divert flow. That temporary change
caused alarming sheet flow that nearly crossed the raised bump of our driveway apron, despite
occurring during a non-significant rain event. That moment made it clear that the downstream impact
is foreseeable, and even small redirections at the intersection can meaningfully affect our home.
We understand the appeal of addressing this while the street is being repaved, but regrading and
changing the crown without a sealed engineering plan is risky when there is a single, clearly
identifiable downstream property that could receive redirected flow. Once the low spot is filled and
the crown altered, the resulting flow pattern may be difficult to reverse if it creates a problem later. For
that reason, we are documenting current conditions with dated photos, videos, and elevation
information so that future changes can be fairly evaluated.
To help ensure a long-term and fair solution for everyone, we respectfully request:

1. A final, signed and sealed hydrologic and hydraulic (H&H) analysis confirming that the proposed
grading, pavement, and crown changes will not increase depth, flow, or velocity toward 401 Vale
in the design storms.



2. If modeling indicates any increased risk to our home, plans should be made for a captured
conveyance solution such as an inlet, catch basin, or extended valley gutter with adequate
capacity, rather than relying solely on surface deflection. Water must be reliably contained in
the north gutter.

3. Written confirmation that both the 50-year design storm and the 100-year overflow event were
evaluated. Even if the gutter is sized for the 50-year storm, City improvements must ensure that
the 100-year storm does not overflow toward  or create new downstream impacts.

4. Written notice before any drainage-related work is approved or initiated, so we have the
opportunity to review the engineering findings in advance.

We are reattaching our prior correspondence and public comments, which provide additional
background and reflect our consistent request for a full engineering review before any changes are
made.
We truly appreciate the time spent walking the site today and the work going into this project. We
want a solution that helps 305 Vale and also preserves the drainage pattern that has protected 401
Vale for nearly seventy years. With a complete engineering review, we’re confident both goals can be
met.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Best Regards,
J.E. and Wendi Hundley

Rollingwood, TX 78746
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