City's Urban Rail "alternatives analysis" omitted crucial Lamar-Guadalupe corridor! 
Lyndon Henry • Light Rail Now Project • 27 April 2012
♦ City's CATS Urban Rail study (2010) omitted Lamar-Guadalupe alternative!
As the map below (excerpted from Fig. ES-2 of COA's July 2010 Central Austin Transit Study) shows, planners apparently substituted Speedway (Alternative 11) for the Lamar-Guadalupe corridor — and only as far as 51st St.!  And a west side route through the Core Area was also ignored! Omitting Austin's heaviest central arterial corridor from Urban Rail helped skew results in favor of the east side/Mueller route (Alt. 6-7-8-9).
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... All of which led to ...
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Source:  http://www.austinstrategicmobility.com/public/upload/files/Central_Austin_Transit_Study_100715-FINAL_DRAFT1.pdf
♦ Corridor "scoring" system seems subjective rather than data-based
As the excerpt below (from Table 3-2, Results of Route Alternatives Evaluation) below shows, the highly subjective "1, 2, 3" scoring, rather than an objective system based on evidentiary data, led planners to rate the relatively low-density, low-traffic east side-to-Mueller route (Alt. 7-8-9) as significantly higher in most of the selected categories than the higher-density, heavy-traffic north central Austin route (Alt. 11) — including in key traffic and mobility-related categories like "Improve place connectivity", "Improve transit connectivity", "Improve mobility", as well as community impacts like "Maximize community benefits" and "Maximize economic benefits"  These have not been evaluated for the Lamar-Guadalupe corridor — thus defying plausibility.
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