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A. Comment Response Matrix

Comments pertaining to the Public Meeting were accepted through Friday, October 14, 2016. 93
comments were received prior to that deadline. Comments received after this deadline are still
being received and evaluated but are not reflected in the summary analysis below. The
Comment/Response Matrix is included behind this summary page. The number of comments
received by topic area is included below. Many comments covered several topic areas.

Number of Comments Received by Topic Area

Topic Area Number of Comments Received
Preferred alternative 18
Taking of property 17

[
w

New alternative
Construction cost
Access to property
Economic hardship
Community Impact
Congestion
Against reliever route
Environmental impact - agricultural land
Environmental impact - general
Environmental impact - noise
Environmental impact - rural character
Historic feature
Community impact
Environmental impact - floodplain
Environmental impact - vegetation
Environmental impact - water
Environmental impacts - air
Existing right-of-way
Growth trends
Land Use - housing
Preferred section
Project questions
Public involvement
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Support for study




Comment

Date Received

10/4/2016

US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Source

Comment
Form

Both red and yellow routes go immediately (w/in 100') of my
residence and shop. Probably closer to 30' from my barn/shop.

Resource Category

Taking of property

Response

Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TXDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016.

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

The blue route actually goes through my oil well that is valued at
$1 Million +.

Economic hardship

Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TXDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016.

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

My residence is beautifully landscaped with trees and could not
remain with either route. Our home would have to be torn down
to accommodate the red or yellow route.

Environmental Impact -
Vegetation

Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TxDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016.

Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

Since the reliever route solely handles traffic moving essentially
between Sherman and Denton, why could you not just use 377
out of Whitesboro to 922 into Valley View? Widen 377 while it is
still in use, widen 922 while it is still in use. Those roads are
already established and you could not be displacing people from
very much of their property. If 4 lanes is the goal, you are 1/2
way there.

New alternative

As part of previous study efforts conducted by TxDOT to address
mobility issues in the greater Gainesville area, a reliever route near
the US 82 / IH 35 interchange was identified as a long term
solution. In order for a reliever route to make an impact at the US
82 / IH 35 interchange, the reliever route needs to be close enough
to the interchange to make a meaningful impact which has been
confirmed by traffic analyses conducted during this study. Utilizing
US 377 and FM 922 will not divert enough traffic away from the US
82 / IH 35 interchange due to the distance from the interchange in
Gainesville.

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

Taking over private property that has be in Texan's families for
over a century is such a shame. Just to accommodate illegal
people flooding our beautiful State makes me sick!

Taking of property

Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TXDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016.

Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.




US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Comment Date Received Source Resource Category Response
Needs to be studied - perhaps north side of 82 just past 135.
P P . / ) P TxDOT will continue to refine alternative alignments through the
Comment |These routes don't appear cost effective. | do realize no matter . ) ) . ) )
6 10/4/2016 ' i . New alternative alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
Form the route people will be affected with that said, | personally don't
. . held on October 4, 2016.
see these choices as beneficial.
Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
Comment process all comments will be carefully considered. TXxDOT will
7 10/4/2016 Form Would prefer option B off of Spring Creek Road Preferred alternative [continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.
Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
Comment process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
8 10/4/2016 Form Prefer option B, not C Preferred alternative [continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.
Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
. - process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
Comment |l prefer alternative D. Why not utilize more of 3092 rather than . X . . ) .
9 10/4/2016 K Preferred alternative [continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
Form having to secure new ROW? . ) . e
screening process, including the use of existing right-of-way, as
defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.
Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
. . process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
Comment |Against Alternative E: . . X . . .
10 10/4/2016 Form Preferred alternative [continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.
The alternatives presented at the October 4, 2016 meeting are a
L . . refinement of those developed in previous studies. They were
Comment |No notice in 2015 for area under consideration was much
11 10/4/2016 Form smaller Public Involvement  [developed in coordination with stakeholders and in accordance
with the alternative screening process as defined in the public
meeting held on October 4, 2016.
Our study team is conducting a preliminary environmental
Comment |Historic girl scout cabin is under renovation and would be under constraints assessment for this proposed project. The assessment
12 10/4/2016 . g Historic feature L L . prop prol
Form right-of-way will include a historical analysis and every attempt would be made
to avoid registered historic structures.
Potentially impacted utilities will be considered as part of the study
Comment Environmental Impact - |effort. TXDOT hopes to minimize the impact on them as it refines
13 10/4/2016 Crosses Oncor Creg high lines P oo hop pact .
Form Water alternative alignments through the alternatives screening process

as defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.




Comment

14

Date Received

10/4/2016

US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Source

Comment
Form

Costs higher due to crossing significant floodplain and distance
further east and south 5. already has "not preferred" status

Resource Category

Construction cost

Response

Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
process all comments will be carefully considered. Environmental
hazards/constraints are being considered as part of the study as
well as the costs of construction and/or mitigating known hazards.

15

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

Help! Gainesville needs this 82 reliever very bad. | am a retail
delivery driver on 82. Traffic has quadrupled in the 16 years I've
been working!

Support for study

Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.

16

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

| think Route E is the best route and blue is the next best one.

Preferred alternative

Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.

17

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

| do not think you should choose the green route because it will
take our barn out. So please do not choose the green (C) route.

Taking of property

Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TXDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016.

Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.

18

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

| prefer Route G and Route C as a second option. | suggest ROW
be purchased for a 4 lane controlled access with overpasses. |
do not think signal lights would be practical.

Preferred alternative

Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.

19

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

| prefer Route G and Route C as a second option. | suggest ROW
be purchased for a 4 lane controlled access with overpasses. |
do not think signal lights would be practical.

Preferred alternative

Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.

20

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

The green or C route is not an option!

Preferred alternative

Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.




US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Comment Date Received Source Resource Category Response
Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TxDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
Comment This route goes through our place, through our barn and it splits ::zr;itgitsostgfjﬁggfgfmess as defined at the public meeting
21 10/4/2016 Form up a field that is farmed.‘ This land is in a generation skipping Taking of property
trust and will go to our niece and nephews to farm aiso. Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TXxDOT's website.
Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TXDOT hopes to minimize
| suggested routes use no existing right-of-ways outside Spring the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
Creek Rd. Three of the proposed routes cut across my family alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
29 10/4/2016 Comment I'?md (12 Whitleys Ridge Ln) insteac.:l of following an ava.ilablel TAIRE 6 Y held on October 4, 2016.
Form right-of-way. | have spent the last fifteen years purchasing this
land to keep it intact. There must be a route that does not take Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
so much family farm land. TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.
Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TxDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
Green or C route is not an option. | farm on it. | am 8 years old. alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
Comment . L . . ) held on October 4, 2016.
23 10/4/2016 Form My grandpa left it for me. | dislike the green option. | like to farm Taking of property
and if you take the green option, you will take my farm land. Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.
As part of previous study efforts conducted by TxDOT to address
mobility issues in the greater Gainesville area, a reliever route north
What consideration has been given to routing the bypass and south of US 82 was identified as a long term solution, including
o 10/4/2016 Comment northwest of Gaines.ville? | understand where the traffic is. . New alternative additional alternatives north (?f Gainesville. In_ that _s_tudy the
Form coming from and going to (I-35 to E. Hwy 82), but the traffic will southeast quadrant of the reliever route was identified as the area

go where you build the road.

with the greatest need. The current study will focus on the
southeast quadrant while also considering for future routes north
of US 82.




Comment

25

Date Received

10/4/2016

US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Source

Comment
Form

The cost of construction and maintenance going southeast of
town is not in the taxpayers best interest.

Resource Category

Construction cost

Response

As part of previous study efforts conducted by TxDOT to address
mobility issues in the greater Gainesville area, a reliever route of US
82 was identified as a long term solution. In that study the
southeast quadrant of the reliever route was identified as the area
with the greatest need. The current study will focus on the
southeast quadrant while also considering for future routes north
of US 82 and west of IH 35. The current study includes cost
estimates for the alternatives being considered as well as a
number of short- and long-term solutions.

26

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

I own the SW corner of 82 and 372. | bought this property as a
long-term investment with hopes of further development. | prefer
the road to be on the east side of my property so | still have a
valuable 0.6 acres of land. Please contact me so | can make
future plans as soon as any decisions are made or proposals so |
can make appropriate plans.

Taking of property

Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TxDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016. TxDOT will work to keep the public and
stakeholders involved as the study progresses.

Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.

27

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

Family farm is located at 731 E. Spring Creek Rd. Both houses
currently are located 75 feet from Spring Creek Road.

Taking of property

Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TXDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016.

Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas

Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.




Comment

28

Date Received

10/4/2016

US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Source

Comment
Form

Back and forth access straight across would be preferred.
Further options to assess issues requested. G route preferred
from RR tracks east. Property Value? 4 lane?

Resource Category

Access to property

Response

Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TXDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016. Any alternative constructed must follow
the guidelines in TXDOT's Access Management Manual. The study
team has noted your comment and will review it as it develops and
refines alternatives.

Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.

29

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

None of the routes adjoining Spring Creek Rd (are) preferred.
The hand drawn Plumlee Rt 1 is preferred.

Preferred alternative

Your preference has been noted and the study team will refer to
the hand drawn route on the map from the 10/4/16 meeting
labeled Plumlee. TxDOT will continue to refine alternative
alignments through the alternatives screening process as defined
at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.

30

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

Any route need to have ag equipment access. Lots of agriculture
land in area.

Access to property

Any alternative constructed must follow the guidelines in TxDOT's
Access Management Manual. The study team has noted your
comment and will review it as it develops and refines alternatives.

31

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

TxDOT needs to try to stay with existing roads/paths.

Existing Right-of-Way

Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process, including the use of existing right-of-way, as
defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.

32

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

The Plumlee #1 route looked like my preferred route. This would
affect the least amount of people and farm land.

Preferred alternative

Your preference has been noted and the study team will refer to
the hand drawn route on the map from the 10/4/16 meeting
labeled Plumlee. TxDOT will continue to refine alternative
alignments through the alternatives screening process as defined
at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.




Comment

33

Date Received

10/4/2016

US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Source

Comment
Form

The green or C route would divide our property and we farm and
have cattle. C route would make it difficult to move cattle and
equipment across the road if C route was built.

Resource Category

Taking of property

Response

Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TxDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016. Any alternative constructed must follow
the guidelines in TxDOT's Access Management Manual. The study
team has noted your comment and will review it as it develops and
refines alternatives.

Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.

34

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

It seems to me that using the existing 3092 makes the most
sense, least time and cost. Otherwise Alternative "E" or
Alternative "B" makes the most sense.

Preferred alternative

Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process, including the use of existing right-of-way, as
defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.

35

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

| believe this is a bit pre-mature but long range planning is a
good idea..... Option "E" seems like it would be the least
disruptive for homeowners.

Preferred alternative

Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.

36

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

Option G is my preferred route.

Preferred alternative

Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.

37

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

We own property on both sides of Spring Creek Rd. west of RR

Taking of property

Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TxDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016.

Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.

38

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

[N]eed access to both sides of road to move cattle

Access to property

Any alternative constructed must follow the guidelines in TXDOT's
Access Management Manual. The study team has noted your
comment and will review it as it develops and refines alternatives.




Comment

39

Date Received

10/4/2016

US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Source

Comment
Form

[B]oth houses are and other buildings are in proposed
development, do not want either house that close to the noise.
Need access possibly under bridge or under hi-way for transport
of livestock. Need to discuss further options as far as houses
being too close to construction with on N and one on S sides of
road.

Resource Category

Environmental Impact -
Noise

Response

Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TXDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016. Any alternative constructed must follow
the guidelines in TXDOT's Access Management Manual. The study
team has noted your comment and will review it as it develops and
refines alternatives.

Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.

40

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

Prefer green route

Preferred alternative

Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.

41

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

[B]lue route severely impacting property. The proposed blue
route crosses my property over two pastures, leaves sections of
land that cannot be leased, sold or built upon. My property is
east of 2071 with 2152 intersects the property. 2071 is west
border.

Taking of property

Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TXDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016.

Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.

42

10/4/2016

Comment
Form

The hill, Terrapin Hill is a historic (landmark) for wagon Trails.

Historic feature

Our study team is conducting a preliminary environmental
constraints assessment for this proposed project. The assessment
will include a historical analysis and every attempt would be made
to avoid registered historic structures.




US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Comment Date Received Source Resource Category Response
Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TxDOT hopes to minimize
There is loss of access to water for cattle occupying NW pasture. the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
Pasture lines run along south boundary. Landowner intervened alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
in PUC docket number 38597 - because of proposed route in held on October 4, 2016. Any alternative constructed must follow
Comment that case was going to cut swath 320 ft. wide out of the middle the guidelines in TxDOT's Access Management Manual. The study
43 10/4/2016 Form of the land. The blue route will cut swath from 15 ft. to 300 ft. Access to property  |team has noted your comment and will review it as it develops and
wide out of the land. The PUC agreed to reroute that only takes refines alternatives.
50 ft. out of land along the southern boundary. Change of
address for Robert Foater deceased of Wichita Falls, former Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
owner of land, daughter now owns. TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.
Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
o — Better to use FM 1306 to Radio Hill Rd. It will be a shorter process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
44 10/4/2016 Form distance to reduce cost. Only 2 miles north of Spring Creek Rd. New alternative continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
Considering all of this area is wildlife area and wetlands. screening process, including the use of existing right-of-way, as
defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.
Concerning the Hwy 82 bypass in Gainesville. Concern was
g y vp L Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
taken on the south end of the route to use existing right of way . . )
) ) process all comments will be carefully considered. TXxDOT will
; on Spring Creek Rd. The same concern was not given on the ) . ) ) ) .
45 10/4/2016 Email ) ) New alternative continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
northern end even though 3092 provides it. There are only three ] ) ) L .
. . . screening process, including the use of existing right-of-way, as
buildings on the west side at the north end. 300 foot right of way . ) .
i . defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.
on 3092 would be the least intrusive.
| want to go on record as being opposed to the reliever bypass at
) g . € opp ; o Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
Spring Creek Rd. My wife and | are part of a community of rural X . A
I process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
X farmers, many of whom depend on the area for their livelihood, X ) X X . . .
46 10/6/2016 Email ) ] . . Against Reliever Route [continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
and who appreciate the quality of life that this area of Texas Rk . X e X
. . screening process, including the use of existing right-of-way, as
affords us. A new highway of the magnitude that you are ) ) .
k . . defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.
proposing would disrupt that lifestyle.
| believe the alternative route G would have less impact on Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
residences, be closer to Lake Kiowa for commuters, and be a process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
straighter route than the other alternatives. It would also have continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
47 10/7/2016 Email g Preferred alternative g g

less impact on the Chalmers Elementary school than the other
routes. It also would require less elevating of the roadway than
the other routes.

screening process, including improving safety and addressing
congestion while minimizing impacts on adjacent properties, as
defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.




US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Comment Date Received Source Resource Category Response
A reliever route would undoubtedly change the landscape of the
in which it Id be built. TXDOT will k with th it
The US 82 Reliever Route will forever change the rural nature of area in which | Y\(ou © Bulit. 7 Wi worrwl © com.mum v
. 8 L . to develop a facility that meets the needs of users, area residents
. the southeast section of Cooke County. A highway of this size Environmental Impact - i L . L .
48 10/7/2016 Email ) . ) . . . . while minimizing the negative impact of building such a facility.
will turn this area into an industrial and commercial zone. Farms Agricultural land . S ) )
) : i i Currently, TxDOT is considering a number of alternatives which
will be bisected and farmland access will be compromised. . e k .
include use of existing right-of-way and/or additional
improvements.
Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TxDOT hopes to minimize
the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
) i held on October 4, 2016. Any alternative constructed must follow
Farmers and ranchers need to move equipment and livestock L R
L . the guidelines in TxDOT's Access Management Manual. The study
. between farmland scattered across the county. This will make it . L .
49 10/7/2016 Email o . ; . Access to property  |team has noted your comment and will review it as it develops and
more difficult. Farms divided by highways decimates the value X X
. . refines alternatives.
of the land, both in usability and monetary terms.
Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.
A 10 % increase in Cooke County's population through 2040 as The previous study developed Short- and long-term solutions
projected by TXDOT does not warrant sacrificing this rural area. including those that better manage traffic near the 1-35/US 82
. The only reason for this thoroughfare is to relieve heavy truck . interchange. Some of these improvements are now complete and
50 10/7/2016 Email New alternative
71/ traffic from the IH35 / US82 intersection. A better solution is to others will be completed soon. As part of the current study, the
improve the IH35 / US82 intersection to handle this traffic, study team is looking at projected traffic volumes all along the
rather than sacrificing our homes and farms. corridor to help determine the best solution to traffic demands.
By intersecting CR 237 and cutting access to FM 2071, you will Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
be creating a dead-end road on CR 237 that will attract criminal Environmental Impact process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
51 10/7/2016 Email behavior and trash dumping. Having this highway cross FM General P continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
2071 will cause problems relating to access through the screening process, including the use of existing right-of-way, as
community. defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.
A reliever route would undoubtedly change the landscape of the
area in which it would be built. TXDOT will work with the communit;
The reason people move to this county from the DFW Metroplex - . )
is to get away from traffic and commercial activity. No one will Environmental Impact - to develop a facility that meets the needs of users, area residents
52 10/7/2016 Email 8 y - P while minimizing the negative impact of building such a facility.

want to live in this area if this highway bypass, with the
inevitable commercial growth, is placed here.

Rural Character

Currently, TxDOT is considering a number of alternatives which
include use of existing right-of-way and/or additional
improvements.




US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Comment Date Received Source Comment Resource Category Response
| attended the open house on October 4, 2016, regarding the US
82 Reliever Route that is currently included in your study. |
expressed my concerns verbally that evening to several
representatives there, but | wanted to formally write so my
concerns and comments can be included in the study.
After looking at the proposed routes for the US 82 Reliever Your comment has been noted, the study team is currently
Route, | must tell you | am against this project for a couple of evaluating the impact of the reliever route on traffic in Gainesville.
reasons. First, the routes proposed will remove through traffic . ) Depending on the type of traffic (through-traffic v. local traffic),
53 10/5/2016 Email ) ) p P o g . . Economic hardship P g _yp ( g )
away from Gainesville. Gainesville is a small town that is built on there could be an impact on the local economy. However,
small, family owned businesses. These businesses need the congestion, delay and safety will be considered and have an
support of locals and those traveling through to survive. economic impact on the community and region.
Rerouting traffic away from Gainesville will prevent people who
are traveling from stopping to eat in our restaurants, shopping in
our stores, and visiting our zoo and parks. This would hurt
Gainesville and the business owners financially, and possibly
cause locally owned businesses to close.
Secondly, | am against this project because of the amount of
farmland and homes that will be affected. Some of the homes
I . A reliever route would undoubtedly change the landscape of the
that the proposed routes will either take out or go right past are i L K . . .
IR ’ L area in which it would be built. TXDOT will work with the community
new homes built within the last few years with the hopes of living - X
. to develop a facility that meets the needs of users, area residents
out the rest of the days in those homes. When these homes . R . o .
) . . ’ while minimizing the negative impact of building such a facility.
were built, no word of warning was given about a potentially 4 . S X X
Rk . . K . Currently, TxDOT is considering a number of alternatives which
. lane highway intersecting their house. Some of the farmland Environmental Impact - |. e .
54 10/5/2016 Email X . . X include use of existing right-of-way and/or additional
that will be affected has been farmed for multiple generations. Agricultural land S————
Farmers have sacrificed season after season to work the land i L . . . .
) Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
and make enough to hang onto this land to pass along to the ) ) :
. . . i TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
next generation. At no time did these hard working farmers want . ) L .
K the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
to see there years of toil and hard work end up under a X
k Rk . . Attorney General's and/or TXDOT's website.
multilane highway. These farmers put more emphasis on pride
and tradition than any money the state can offer for their land.
As | stated before, Gainesville is a small community built on hard ) )
o . . . ) . The previous study developed Short- and long-term solutions
work and tradition. This reliever route project plan is an insult to . R .
;. . . . including those that better manage traffic near the I-35/US 82
the hard work and tradition that has built this community. The . .
) ) . interchange. Some of these improvements are now complete and
effects of rerouting traffic could be felt for generations to come )
and potentially harm the growth and stability of a communit others will be completed soon. As part of the current study, the
55 10/5/2016 Email P y y y Community Impact  |study team is looking at projected traffic volumes all along the

that has been established since 1850. A better proposal, in my
opinion, is to invest the millions of dollars that would be spent
on this project into upgraded and improving the two existing
corridors of US 82 and I-35 to better handle the traffic flow in
the future.

corridor to help determine the best solution to traffic demands. The
study team is considering additional alternatives, a "no-build"
alternative, and improvements to existing facilities to manage
traffic in the future.
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Comment Date Received Source Resource Category Response
Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
. . process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
56 10/14/2016 Mailed We donot need this yellowish or red route they need to usel FM Preferred alternative |continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
3092, make the road out east of the town to move the traffic. i . i . i
screening process, including the use of existing right-of-way, as
defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.
Your comment has been noted, thank you for your input. Financing
57 10/14/2016 Mailed We don't want taxes going up. Economic hardship |for any new facility and/or proposed alternatives will be determined
by TxDOT in coordination with local government.
As part of previous study efforts conducted by TxDOT to address
mobility issues in the greater Gainesville area, a reliever route near
the US 82 / IH 35 interchange was identified as a long term
solution. In order for a reliever route to make an impact at the US
82 / IH 35 interchange, the reliever route needs to be close enough
If the goal of the US82 Reliever Route is for a high speed to th? interchanget to make a meaningful impaot which has beej‘n
58 10/14/2016 Mailed  |highway, why not move it further east where you would not be New alternative |COTTirmed by traffic analyses conducted during this study. Moving
eleEs 5y e, i ies e 8 Sehea the reliever route furthe-r east will not divert enotljgh traffic away
from the US 82 / IH 35 interchange due to the distance from the
interchange in Gainesville.
The study team is considering additional alternative alighments
including those that are farther east of the alignments presented at
the 10/4/16 public meeting.
Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
be considered as part of the study effort. TXDOT hopes to minimize
We are just sick to see the route that would destroy our home the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments through the
and those of our neighbors. We remember the lawsuit when you alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
59 10/14/2016 Mailed took frontage off our.property Qn 3092 and offered us $175 per Taking of property held on October 4, 2016.
acre. We, together with our neighbors were successful, but not
an experience that we wish to repeat. Please consider an open Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
route further east near Co. Rd 214. T hank you! TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.
| was told at the meeting someone in Gainesville wanted to keep Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
the bypass closer to [Tyler] People that use this are not looking process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
60 10/14/2016 Mailed to travel in Gainesville anyways. It doesn't make sense to put the New alternative continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
road on yellow, red or blue route when we have the right of way screening process, including the use of existing right-of-way, as
already on 3092. Traffic wouldn't involve any [illegible] roads. defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.
61 10/14/2016 Mailed They had rather destroy 57 years of someone's life. Taking of property Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this

process all comments will be carefully considered.
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Comment Date Received Source Resource Category Response
We were told when they built 3092 this would be the loop
around Gainesville. The red and yellow route crosses a big flood The study will look at environmental hazards along proposed
62 10/14/2016 Mailed plain. The creek gets all over the bottom. It would take a heck of | Environmental Impact - |alternatives, this includes floodplains. As the study team refines
a bridge to cross it. | know how big it gets | own cattle on that Floodplain alternatives, it will consider routes farther east of the current
property. The road needs to be built further east of Gainesville to alternatives.
move traffic.
Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
There is plenty of other country where houses won't be process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
63 10/14/2016 Mailed destroyed. Lake Kiowa people want it closer to them for a faster New alternative continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
route to Denton or Fuller. screening process, including the use of existing right-of-way, as
defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.
The previous study developed Short- and long-term solutions
including those that better manage traffic near the 1-35/US 82
64 10/14/2016 Mailed We aIreaQy see r_low_the engir?eers messed up at 135 and Hwy 82 Construction cost interchahge. Some of these improvements are now complete and
intersection. Which is now being torn outl[.] others will be completed soon. As part of the current study, the
study team is looking at projected traffic volumes all along the
corridor to help determine the best solution to traffic demands.
A reliever route would undoubtedly change the landscape of the
[T]he red, yellow or blue route should be kept for development area in which it would be built. TXDOT will work with the community
of homes. Everything at Gainesville seems to be moving to the to develop a facility that meets the needs of users, area residents
east anyway. Gainesville population has not grown that much in while minimizing the negative impact of building such a facility.
65 10/14/2016 Mailed the last 50 years. The heads [illegible] want to keep it small. Community Impact  |Currently, TXDOT is considering a number of alternatives which
They are all going to lose control because people are coming include use of existing right-of-way and/or additional
from the south. These 3 routes need to be dropped and moved improvements.
further east. The study team will also consider additional alternatives including
those that would be further east.
If I lose my home in these routes it won't be challenged. | will
66 10/14/2016 Mailed develop my property with business those Gainesville won't be Taking of property Your comment has been noted.
fond of. Thanks for reconsidering the three routes.
| am writing to voice my concerns about the US 82 reliever route.
First and foremost, | feel it is a bad idea. | do not like the idea
of the traffic of I-35 being diverted around Gainesville. |
understand that the traffic on I-35 is going to increase, but with .
that traffic going through Gainesville, Gainesville’s economy can vour comment lhas been noted,'the study team is .currentl.)/ )
. . . X i evaluating the impact of the reliever route on traffic in Gainesville.
increase as well. If you divert the traffic around Gainesville then Depending on the type of traffic (through-traffic v. local traffic)
67 10/13/2016 Email the economy will not grow. Let’s compare to some off the other Community Impact ’

reliever routes built around the state. The new 131 toll road
around Austin. Wonderful road. |love it. | drive through that
area about 12 times a year. How many times have | stopped in
Austin and bought gas or ate in the last 3 years? ZERO! Austin
has close to a million people. Gainesville does not. Austin is a
destination for a lot of people. Gainesville is not.

there could be an impact on the local economy. However,
congestion, delay and safety will be considered and have an
economic impact on the community and region.




Comment

68

Date Received

10/13/2016

Source

Email

Comment

Austin needs a relief around the traffic of I-35. Gainesville does
not. One note | will point out is the Loop really doesn’t seem to
carry the amount of cars it was predicted to when built. It's a toll
road though, maybe that’s why, lets continue.

Another loop is 288 around Denton. | believe this route was
built to relieve the congestion on 35 around the university and
south of the downtown area. It hasn’t done that. | hardly use
288 and judging by the traffic on it, not many people do either.

| must admit, | do use it on occasion to bypass University
Drive/380. The millions spent on 288 to relieve about 10
blocks of University Drive doesn’t seem to be worth it. Of course
there is always the added point that the reliever route will bring
businesses and growth along it. Look at 288 on the north side
of Denton. Not a lot of growth there. Where has the new growth
been greatest on the north side of Denton? You guessed it
University Drive. With the addition of the Razor Ranch area and
the construction to improve University Drive, | would guess 288
won’t be much relief to anything.

Also, Denton has a population of 115000, Gainesville has a
population of 15000.

Resource Category

Congestion

US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Response

Your comment has been noted, the study team is currently
evaluating the impact of the reliever route on traffic in Gainesville.
Depending on the type of traffic (through-traffic v. local traffic),
there could be an impact on the local economy. However,
congestion, delay and safety will be considered and have an
economic impact on the community and regjon.

69

10/13/2016

Email

| guess what | am trying to say is that the loop may sound like
good plan on paper, but the best laid plans of mice and men.
When a loop works, it takes money and economic growth away
from the town it is looping around. When a loop doesn’t work, it
was a huge waste of funds that could have been used improving
existing roadways.

Construction cost

Your comment has been noted, the study team is currently
evaluating the impact of the reliever route on traffic in Gainesville.
Depending on the type of traffic (through-traffic v. local traffic),
there could be an impact on the local economy. The study will also
include cost estimates for the alternatives being considered as well
as a number of short- and long-term solutions.




US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Comment Date Received Source Comment Resource Category Response
What are some alternatives to a loop around Gainesville? Well,
first and foremost | think you look at I-35. Look at the
improvements that have been made between Hillsboro and
Austin over the last 10 yrs. A world of difference compared to
how it once was. And that area handles a lot more traffic than
what is running down I-35 through Gainesville now. Also look at The previous study developed Short- and long-term solutions
the interchange between I-35 and HWY 82, this is where the including those that better manage traffic near the I-35/US 82
congestion is now. | understand the exits and on ramps were interchange. Some of these improvements are now complete and
short and bad vision. Yes that needed to be corrected. But, the others will be completed soon. As part of the current study, the
70 10/13/2016 Email stop lights are where your congestion is caused. It is hard to New alternative study team is looking at current and projected traffic volumes all
beat the efficiency of a clover leaf when it comes to the merging along the corridor to help determine the best solution to traffic
of traffic. The clover leaf could have been part of the design demands. The study team is considering additional alternatives, a
with the new extended exits. In reality, though it is not the "no-build" alternative, and improvements to existing facilities to
lights at the interchange that cause all the congestion, it is the manage traffic in the future.
other lights along that stretch that slows everything down. Any
time you have that many lights in a row, it will cause a slow
down. Increasing the lanes of both I-35 and Hwy 82 would make
a huge difference and probably be considerably less money than
creating an new loop.
Spring Creek Road is presented as the route of choice. It The study will look at a number of constraints along proposed
doesn’t seem like a logical choice. There are two creeks and a alternatives, this includes construction costs and the mitigation of
71 10/13/2016 Email railroad track on this road. The roadway would have to be Environmental Impact - |facilities built over water features and railroad infrastructure.

elevated to 40 ft to clear the tracks and both creeks. How many
miles of elevated roadway would have to be built to accomplish
that? Doesn’t seem very cost effective.

General

TxDOT hopes to minimize the impact on them as it refines
alternative alignments through the alternatives screening process
as defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.




US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

Comment Date Received Source Resource Category Response
Enough about the logistical reasons why the loop is a bad idea.
Let’s talk about the personal reasons. | live on Spring Creek
Road. |just built a new house on Spring Creek Road.
The land that | own once belonged to my parents. | was blessed
to purchase a portion of this land in 2010. Two other siblings TxDOT will continue to review and refine alternative alignments as
purchased the remaining acreage to keep the whole farm intact. part of the US 82 Reliever Route Study, this includes using existing
| built my new home on this land. When | purchased this land right-of-way and other short- and long-term solutions. TxDOT hopes
and as long as I've been on this land, it has been awesome. We to minimize the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments
spend peaceful evenings on the patio enjoying the quite or the through the alternatives screening process as defined at the public
72 10/13/2016 Email occasional coyote yip. The wood trim | used in my house for Taking of property meeting held on October 4, 2016.
railings and such, I've milled myself and built myself from trees
taken from this land. These are things that money cannot Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
replace. These are things that a highway 40 ft in the air carrying TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
20000 cars will destroy. the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
In closing, | hope you truly reconsider the loop around Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.
Gainesville and veto the job all together. If you continue down
the path, | hope you change the course and not go down Spring
Creek Road. Itruly feel the funds could be better spent than on
a loop.
. . . . Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
| am writing regarding my opposition to Alternative D. (yellow) . . )
. . process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
. and Alternative A. (red) routes for the US 82 Reliever Routes ) X . . ) .
73 10/14/2016 Email . Preferred alternative |continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
outlined on the map of the proposed southeastern loop around k X . )
X . K screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
the city of Gainesville TX.
4,2016.
TxDOT will continue to review and refine alternative alignments as
part of the US 82 Reliever Route Study, this includes using existing
These routes would not only reduce my property's short-term Rk .
) ) right-of-way and other short- and long-term solutions. TxDOT hopes
value, but further reduce potential long-term future site . i X ) , ,
. ) . . to minimize the impact on them as it refines alternative alignments
development options. This farm has been in my family for the . ) . )
st 55 vears. It was and is a place of peace. quite. nature and through the alternatives screening process as defined at the public
74 10/14/2016 Email  |PaSt 20 years. HEED @7 [NEIels, GRS Taking of property | meeting held on October 4, 2016.
solitude. These routes would render it useless in those regards.
Dreams of building a home here will be taken away, as | choose L i . i §
not to live in cIoseg roximity of & noisy maior hi hwya Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
s v /el g bt TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
Attorney General's and/or TXxDOT's website.
The impact of noise will be considered as the study team refines
. . ) . . alternatives. TXDOT hopes to minimize the impact of noise on
The traffic on these routes D. & A. will produce noise pollution Environmental Impact -
75 10/14/2016 Email P P P properties as it refines alternative alignments through the

for the City's eastern area and

Noise

alternatives screening process as defined at the public meeting
held on October 4, 2016.
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Comment Date Received Source Resource Category Response
During the alternatives screening process phase of this project our
study team is conducting a preliminary environmental constraints
[Traffic could] possibly increase diesel truck exhaust pollution for assessment. Mobile source emissions are generally estimated
76 10/14/2016 Email the whole city of Gainesville as south winds prevail a large part [Environmental Impacts -|during the environmental review phase of a proposed project.
of the year ( tceq.texas.gov website). Please reconsider these Air During that phase, applicable air quality agencies and TCEQ would
routes and or not building this southeastern loop. be involved. Emission calculations are based on a number of
factors including vehicle mix, idling, traffic speeds and
environmental conditions.
I live on FM 371 approximately one mile north of Hwy 82 and
have been following the efforts to examine a Hwy 82 reliever
7 10/13/2016 Email route around the southeast side of Gainesville. A reliever route is Support for study Your comment and support for a reliever route has been noted.
urgently needed and | fully support the effort to find a route and
find funding for the project as soon as possible.
The previous study developed Short- and long-term solutions
The modifications currently underway on the segment of Hwy 82 including those that better manage traffic near the I-35/US 82
from I-35 to Grand Avenue (FM 372) will do very little to provide interchange. Some of these improvements are now complete and
relief and | personally believe it is a wasted effort. The current others will be completed soon. As part of the current study, the
78 10/13/2016 Email modifications will also eliminate pedestrian traffic on the bridges Construction cost study team is looking at current and projected traffic volumes all
that go over the railroad...an issue that | have objected to in past along the corridor to help determine the best solution to traffic
letters to TxDOT. | sincerely hope a pedestrian pathway can be demands. The study team is considering additional alternatives, a
constructed on these bridges. "no-build" alternative, and improvements to existing facilities to
manage traffic in the future.
I have examined the varpus alignment oy?tlons-for the r§I|ev§r Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
route and would favor Alignments B or G if the intersection with . ) h
process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
79 10/13/2016 Email ,Hwy 82 (?t FM 371) would serve to méke the current . Preferred alternative [continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
intersection more safe. My other choice would be Alternative C. . X . )
. i R screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
I do not favor A, D, F, or E because | believe too many residential 42016
properties would be adversely affected. ' ’
I think enough right-of-way should be acquired to construct a 4-
lane divided highway with one-way service roads. The service
roads may not be needed immediately but land should be .
80 10/13/2016 Email acquired so they can be constructed eventually. Preferred section Your preference for facility type has been noted. Thank you for your

Thank your for pushing forward with this urgently needed
project. Without this project, traffic on Hwy 82 within a mile of I-
35 will be intolerable in the very near future.

input.
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Comment Date Received Source Resource Category Response
| would like to voice my displeasure with the idea and proposed The previous study developed Short- and long-term solutions
plan for a highway 82 reliever route. | have been told the idea of including those that better manage traffic near the 1-35/US 82
the reliever route is to ease traffic congestion at the intersection interchange. Some of these improvements are now complete and
81 10/13/2016 Email f)f highway 82 aln(lj 1-35. Therg was never a problem at this Against Reliever Route others.will be completed soon. The current US 82.Reliever Routg
intersection until it was redesigned and the clover leafs were Study is underway to address a number of safety issues along with
taken out. The clover leafs could've been improved with better congestion along US82 in Gainesville. The study team will continue
acceleration lanes entering on 1-35, that would've been much to evaluate short- and long-term improvements along the corridor
cheaper than where we are now. including interchanges.
As part of the current study, the study team is looking at current
The idea of constructing the new reliever route as planned and projected traffic volumes all along the corridor to help
82 10/13/2016 Email seems like a huge waste of tax payer dollars and can only hurt Construction Cost determine the best solution to traffic demands. The study team is
the economy of Gainesville. considering additional alternatives, a "no-build" alternative, and
improvements to existing facilities to manage traffic in the future.
My wife's family has owned land along Spring Creek for Potentially impacted and/or adjacent properties and structures will
generations. Several years ago we bought acreage on Spring be considered as part of the study effort as well as the use of
Creek Road with the intention of building our retirement home. It existing right-of-way. TXDOT hopes to minimize the impact on
is s beautiful piece of property that we have dreamed of moving impacts as it refines alternative alignments through the alternatives
to and spend our golden years. | just can't imagine how such a screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
83 10/13/2016 Email project will destroy the area and our dreams. Taking of property 4,2016.
Besides the personal interest we have in the area | think the
reliever route is a bad financial idea for the taxpayer and the Should the acquisition of Right-of-Way be required for this project,
business in Gainesville. TxDOT will follow all applicable state and federal laws as noted in
Please consider other options before a cent of taxpayer money is the Landowners Bill of Rights which is available on the Texas
wasted with this idea. Attorney General's and/or TxDOT's website.
We are currently compiling and evaluating all of the comments that
we received on this project. If there is a consensus, we should be
| have a couple of questions concerning the US 82 Reliever able to proceed forward with the preferred route as identified by
Route Study. the public. If there is not a consensus, it will take additional
discussions and evaluation to determine which route should be
When do you anticipate that a decision will be made regarding carried forward. At a minimum, | expect that we will have at least
84 10/7/2016 Email the route? Project Questions one more open house on this project sometime next year. Our goal

When you buy right of way - do you buy an entire piece of land,
or just the part the proposed road will go on? And what about
property that is next to the route, but not on it ?

is to have the study complete and a preferred alternative developed
by November 2017. Under state law, TxDOT is not authorized to
acquire property in excess of the needed right of way. Therefore,
only the portion of the property where the proposed road will be
located would be purchased. Only the property needed for the
roadway would be acquired.
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Comment Date Received Source Resource Category Response
If the property is needed for the roadway, an independent appraiser
) . will assess the property to determine their opinion of the value for

A route such as you are proposing could change a quiet country . .

. . K . the property needed. Also, they will determine whether or not they

parcel to a completely different thing - will you be making offers X .

. think the use of the remaining property changes because of the
X on those parcels as well? Environmental Impact - | . ) .
85 10/7/2016 Email Rural Character highway and they will evaluate whether or not compensation needs
- . to be made as a result of that potential change. This project is in

And what about a timeline for the construction? Do you have a . L .

) ) the early planning phases and construction is not funded at this

general idea of when you might start? . ) . . L
time. Planning projects similar to this in the past has usually taken
10-20 years before construction begins.

The possibility of developing a loop around Gainesville from Hwy Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this

82 to Interstate 35 is a project for consideration. The following process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will

86 10/14/2016 Email are concerns that should be considered and addressed. Growth trends continue to refine alternative alignments that are east of

Gainesville continues to grow toward the East. This being proved Gainesville through the alternatives screening process as defined

by the City recently annexing more property into the city limits. at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.

Your comment has been noted, the study team is currently
evaluating the impact of the reliever route on traffic in Gainesville.

Businesses that are being built at the present intersection of Depending on the type of traffic (through-traffic v. local traffic),

87 10/14/2016 Email e P Economic hardship pending o (throug )

Hwy 82 and 135 would suffer monetary losses. there could be an impact on the local economy. However,
congestion, delay and safety will be considered and have an
economic impact on the community and regjon.

As part of previous study efforts conducted by TxDOT to address
mobility issues in the greater Gainesville area, a reliever route near
the US 82 / IH 35 interchange was identified as a long term

The present alignments proposed will be too close to the city solution. In order for a reliever route to make an impact at the US

limits. A study of loops around cities will show that commercial 82 / IH 35 interchange, the reliever route needs to be close enough

88 10/14/2016 Email by @ lieiely \ New alternative /H g oM ; g
development always takes place on loops. This would pose to the interchange to make a meaningful impact which has been
problems within the Gainesville City limits. confirmed by traffic analyses conducted during this study. A reliever
route well outside the city limits will not divert enough traffic away
from the US 82 / IH 35 interchange due to the distance from the
interchange in Gainesville.
Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
Property on both sides of 3092 from Hwy 82 to FM 678 could be process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
89 10/14/2016 Email considered prime property for housing development for the City Land Use - Housing [continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
of Gainesville. screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.
. ) ) Your comment has been noted and the potential impact on the

The present alignments closeness to the Gainesville State . ) ’ . . .

. ) . Gainesville State School will be considered. TxDOT will continue to
90 10/14/2016 Email School would create an unpleasant environment for the school Community Impact

inhabitants and workers.

refine alternative alignments through the alternatives screening
process as defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.
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Date Received

10/14/2016

Source

Email

US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville, TX - Comment/Response Matrix

The closeness to Chamblers Elementary School would pose a
traffic problem and environmental hazard to the school.

Resource Category

Congestion

Response

Your comment has been noted and the potential impact on
Chamblers Elementary School will be considered. TxXDOT will
continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process as defined at the public meeting held on October
4,2016.

92

10/14/2016

Email

The city of Callisburg is growing and would be better served by a
route that is further East of Gainesville.

New alternative

As part of previous study efforts conducted by TxDOT to address
mobility issues in the greater Gainesville area, a reliever route near
the US 82 / IH 35 interchange was identified as a long term
solution. In order for a reliever route to make an impact at the US
82 / IH 35 interchange, the reliever route needs to be close enough
to the interchange to make a meaningful impact which has been
confirmed by traffic analyses conducted during this study. A reliever
route well outside the city limits will not divert enough traffic away
from the US 82 / IH 35 interchange due to the distance from the
interchange in Gainesville.

93

10/14/2016

Email

The utilization of FM 678 could prove to be great for future
development in the Eastern part of Cooke County.

New alternative

Thank you for your comment. As we continue working through this
process all comments will be carefully considered. TxDOT will
continue to refine alternative alignments through the alternatives
screening process, including the use of existing right-of-way of FM
678, as defined at the public meeting held on October 4, 2016.




B. Notices
The project team notified the public about the meeting via the following methods:
e Press Release
e Public Meeting Notice
0 Gainesville Daily Register
0 The Weekly News of Cooke County
e TxDOT Website
0 Project website
0 Hearings and Meetings Schedule
o Letter to elected officials
e Postcard sent to landowners adjacent to alternative routes
e Email sent to project stakeholder group
e Social Media Postings
0 Wichita Falls District Twitter
= Qctober 4, 2016
= Qctober 3, 2016
=  September 30, 2016
o0 TxDOT Facebook
= Qctober 4, 2016




MEDIA ADVISORY

WICHITA FALLS DISTRICT
Adele Lewis

(940) 720-7728
Adele.Lewis@txdot.gov

OPEN HOUSE FOR US 82 RELIEVER ROUTE GAINESVILLE
Come and Go Meeting to Introduce Possible Options

September 26, 2016

WHEN: Tuesday, Oct. 4, 2016
5p.m.-7p.m.
WHERE: Gainesville Civic Center

311 South Weaver St.
Gainesville, TX 76240

GAINESVILLE — The Texas Department of Transportation invites citizens to learn about the planning and
design of a potential US 82 reliever route in Gainesville. US 82 is a major thoroughfare for motorists and
trucks and as population and commercial activity continue to grow in the area, it has become necessary to
move forward with the planning and design of a reliever route that can more adequately meet the capacity
and safety needs of the corridor.

A study is currently underway to identify a recommended alignment that can be carried forward into future
phases of project development. Members of the project development team and engineering consultants will
be on hand to answer questions. No formal presentation will be given. Attendees are invited to come and go
at their convenience.

MEDIA: For more information, contact Adele.Lewis@txdot.gov or (940) 720-7728.

HH#H#

The Texas Department of Transportation is responsible for maintaining 80,000 miles of road and for supporting aviation, rail, and public transportation across the state. Through
collaboration and leadership, we deliver a safe, reliable, and integrated transportation system that enables the movement of people and goods.

Find out more at txdot.gov. “Like” us on Facebook and follow us on Twitter/TXxDOTWF.

Our Values: People « Accountability * Trust « Honesty
An Equal Opportunity Employer
www.txdot.gov | TXDOT on Facebook | TxDOT on Twitter
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US 82 Reliever Route

The Texas Department of Transportation invites citizens

to learn about the planning and design of a potential US
82 reliever route in Gainesville and to review potential
alignments that can be carried forward into future phases
of project development. Members of the project team

and engineering consultants will be on hand to answer
questions. No formal presentation will be given. Attendees
are invited to come and go at their convenience.

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by
applicable federal environmental laws for this project are being, or have
been, carried out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memoran-
dum of Understanding dated Dec. 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and
TxDOT.

US 82 Reliever Route
Open House

Tuesday, Oct. 4, 2016
5p.m.-7p.m.

Gainesville Civic Center
311 South Weaver St.
Gainesville, Texas 76240

Contact Information:
Shaun Barnes
Shaun.Barnes@TxDOT.gov
940.720.7744
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Open House - US 82 Reliever Route Gainesville

Home > Inside TxDOT > Get Involved > Hearings & Meetings > Schedule

Where: Gainesville Civic Center When: Tuesday, Oct. 4, 2016
311 South Weaver St. 5p.m.-7p.m.
Gainesville, TX 76240

Purpose: The Texas Department of Transportation invites citizens to learn about the planning and design of a potential US 82 reliever route in Gainesville. US
82 is a major thoroughfare for motorists and trucks and as population and commercial activity continue to grow in the area, it has become necessary
to move forward with the planning and design of a reliever route that can more adequately meet the capacity and safety needs of the corridor.

A study is currently underway to identify a recommended alignment that can be carriedforward into future phases of project development. Members
of the project development team and engineering consultants will be on hand to answer questions. No formal presentation will be given. Attendees
are invited to come and go at their convenience.

Description: The US 82 Reliever Route Study focuses on an area southeast of Gainesville in Cooke County, Texas, that is generally bound by I-35 to the west and
FM 678 to the east. This effort has built upon the previous US 82 Feasibility Study, completed in December 2012. The current study is evaluating
different types of roadway configurations.

To best understand community needs and concerns, local community leaders have been engaged for the study. Similar to other TxDOT studies, a
working group has been established to help TxDOT identify and assess transportation needs, and to review technical data and planning assumptions.
Working group members include county commissioners, city staff and local business representatives.

People interested in attending who have special communication or accommodation needs, or need an interpreter, are encouraged to call (940) 720-
7700 at least three working days prior to the meeting. Every reasonable effort will be made to accommodate these needs.

Downloads:

* Fact Sheet

e Virtual Open House
Contact: TxDOT Wichita Falls District

1601 Southwest Parkway
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(940) 720-7700
Email

Updated Oct. 4, 2016.

http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/get-involved/about/hearings-meetings/wichita-falls/100... 10/7/2016



1601 SOUTHWEST PARKWAY | WICHITA FALLS, TEXAS 76302-4906

September 14, 2016

The Honorable Drew Springer, Jr.
110 W. Main St., Suite F
Gainesville, TX 76240

Dear Representative Springer,

The Texas Department of Transportation invites you to an Open House to learn more about and comment
on an ongoing effort in Cooke County to study a proposed US 82 Reliever Route around Gainesville. The
Open House will use a come-and-go format; no formal presentation will be given so you can attend at your
convenience.

The open house for this proposed project will take place:

Tuesday, October 4, 2016
5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.
Gainesville Civic Center
311 South Weaver Street
Gainesville, Texas 76240

TxDOT is planning improvements for a potential reliever route to US 82 through Gainesville. The study and
preliminary design will determine ultimate Right-of-Way (ROW) needs and identify likely access points. The
study will also consider potential growth as well as environmental constraints to design a safer, more
accessible roadway that avoids or mitigates impacts to sensitive areas.

We hope that you or your representative can attend this open house. If you need additional information on
the project or have any questions, please contact me at (940) 720-7700 or by mail via TxDOT Wichita
Falls District, 1601 Southwest Parkway, Wichita Falls, TX 76302.

Respectfully,

Michael D. Beaver, P.E.
Director of Trans. Planning & Development

OUR GOALS
MAINTAIN A SAFE SYSTEM = ADDRESS CONGESTION = CONNECT TEXAS COMMUNITIES = BEST IN CLASS STATE AGENCY

An Equal Opportunity Employer



US 82 Reliever Route
Open House

Tuesday, Oct. 4, 2016
Martes 4 de octubre
de 2016

5-7 p.m.

Gainesville Civic Center
311 South Weaver St.
Gainesville, TX 76240

For more information, please scan the Quick
Response (QR) code with your smart phone
or tablet.

You're Invited!

US 82 RELIEVER ROUTE OPEN HOUSE

iESTA INVITADO! CASA ABIERTA SOBRE LA RUTA DE DESAHOGO DE LA US 82

TxDOT invites you to an Open House to learn about the planning and
design of a potential US 82 reliever route in Gainesville. Attendees
can also review and comment on various alignment alternatives

for a route southeast of the city that is generally bound by IH 35 on
the west and FM 678 to the east. Staff will be on hand to answer
guestions and provide information. The meeting will be an Open
House format with no formal presentation, so attendees may come
and go at their convenience.

TxDOT lo invita a una Casa Abierta para aprender mas sobre la
planificacion y el diseno de una posible ruta de desahogo para

la US 82 en Gainesville. Los asistentes podran también revisar y
comentar sobre diversas alternativas de alineacion para una ruta al
sureste de la ciudad que generalmente esta limitada a la IH 35 en

el oeste yala FM 678 en el este. El personal estara disponible para
responder preguntas y brindar informacion. La reunion tendra un
formato de Casa Abierta sin presentaciones formales; por lo tanto,
los asistentes podran ir y venir como mejor les parezca.

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable federal environmental laws for this project are being, or

have been, carried out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated Dec. 16, 2014, and executed by
FHWA and TxDOT.



% ’
Texas
Department
of Transportation

1601 Southwest Parkway
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

If you have questions or
comments, please contact:

Shaun Barnes, P.E.
940.720.7744
Shaun.Barnes@TxDOT.gov
Or
MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov

You are receiving this notice for the sole purpose
of notifying property owners near the proposed
project area about this upcoming open house
opportunity.

El Gnico propdsito de este aviso es notificar a los
propietarios de las zonas cercanas al proyecto
propuesto acerca de la oportunidad de asistir a
esta proxima Casa Abierta.
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Sign-in Table




® Public Meeting Meeting
‘ US 82 Reliever Route Study

Toxas Tuesday, October 4, 2016, 5 p.m. - 7 p.m.

Department
of Transportation

SIGN-IN SHEET (please print)

REGISTRO DE PARTICIPACION DEL PUBLICO (por favor escriba en letra de molide)

NAME Organization EMAIL TELEPHONE How did you hear |
NOMBRE _ ORGANIZACION CORREQ ELECTRONICO TELEFONO about this meeting?
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Public Meeting Meeting
US 82 Reliever Route Study
Tuesday, October 4, 2016, 5 p.m. - 7 p.m.

SIGN-IN SHEET (please print)

REGISTRO DE PARTICIPACION DEL PUBLICO (por favor escriba en letra de molde)

NAME Organization EMAIL TELEPHONE How did you hear
NOMBRE ORGANIZACION CORREO ELECTRONICO TELEFONO about this meeting?
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® Public Meeting Meeting
US 82 Reliever Route Study

Texos Tuesday, October 4, 2016, 5 p.m. - 7 p.m.
Department
Transporiation

SIGN-IN SHEET (please print)

REGISTRO DE PARTICIPACION DEL PUBLICO (por favor escriba en letra de moide)

NAME Organization EMAIL TELEPHONE How did you hear
NOMBRE ORGANIZACION CORREO ELECTRONICO TELEFONO | about this meeting?
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Public Meeting Meeting
US 82 Reliever Route Study
Tuesday, October 4, 2016, 5 p.m. - 7 p.m.

Department
of Transportation

SIGN-IN SHEET (please print) ;
REGISTRO DE PARTICIPACION DEL PUBLICO (por favor escriba en letra de molde)

NAME Organization EMAIL TELEPHONE How did you hear
NOMBRE ORGANIZACION CORREO ELECTRONICO TELEFONO about this meeting?

% ool S hmibe|  Noae

Friend
| Qe

Gt ook N gres L2 62

% Wﬂ« &3 CW&_Z

| R

LD ﬁaraﬁﬁk Sae cgENaeetn4 Aoo

M. He Pold€r QT PoPer—
OCLUE Mﬂ\{\l)?\ (Z\LF’ c'TF Gﬂmgm ta 57&#

I Seally | Gl (3l

« ZMVZ&@ o e ias
/
%/M ¢ 94/44/ T%//K

Gainesville Civic Center 311 South Weaver Street, Galneswlle Texas 762&0
Page l of



’ ® Public Meeting Meeting
US 82 Reliever Route Study

Tuesday, October 4, 2016, 5 p.m. - 7 p.m.

Taxas
Department
of Transportation
SIGN-IN SHEET (please print) ;
REGISTRO DE PARTICIPACION DEL PUBLICO (por favor escriba en letra de molde)
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® Public Meeting Meeting
US 82 Reliever Route Study

Texas Tuesday, October 4, 2016, 5 p.m. - 7 p.m.

Department
of Transporiation

SIGN-IN SHEET (please print) :
REGISTRO DE PARTICIPACION DEL PUBLICO (por favor escriba en letra de moide)
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o Public Meeting Meeting
US 82 Reliever Route Study

— Tuesday, October 4, 2016, 5 p.m. - 7 p.m.

Department
of Transportation

SIGN-IN SHEET (please print)

REGISTRO DE PARTICIPACION DEL PUBLICO (por favor escriba en letra de molde)

NAME
NOMBRE

Organization
ORGANIZACION

EMAIL
CORREO ELECTRONICO

TELEPHONE
TELEFONO

How did you hear
about this meeting?
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SIGN-IN SHEET (please print) ;
REGISTRO DE PARTICIPACION DEL PUBLICO (por favor escriba en letra de molde)

Organization EMAIL

Public Meeting Meeting
US 82 Reliever Route Study
Tuesday, Qctober 4, 2016, 5 p.m. - 7 p.m.

NOMBRE ORGANIZACION CORREO ELECTRONICO

TELEPHONE
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How did you hear
about this meeting?
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US 82 Reliever Route Study
Texas Tuesday, October 4, 2016, 5 p.m. - 7 p.m.

Department
of Transportation
SIGN-IN SHEET (please print) P
REGISTRO DE PARTICIPACION DEL PUBLICO (por favor escriba en letra de molde)

* ® Public Meeting Meeting

NAME Organization EMAIL TELEPHONE How did you hear
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Public Meeting Meeting
US 82 Reliever Route Study
Tuesday, October 4, 2016, 5 p.m. - 7 p.m.

Department
of Transportation
SIGN-IN SHEET (please print) /
REGISTRO DE PARTICIPACION DEL PUBLICO (por favor escriba en letra de moide)

NAME Organization EMAIL TELEPHONE
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How did you hear
about this meeting?
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US 82 Reliever Route Study

*m Public Meeting Meeting
Tuesday, October 4, 2016, 5 p.m. - 7 p.m.

Texas
Department
of Transporiation

SIGN-IN SHEET (please print) .
REGISTRO DE PARTICIPACION DEL PUBLICO (por favor escriba en letra de molde)

NAME Organization EMAIL TELEPHONE How did you hear
NOMBRE ORGANIZACION CORREO ELECTRONICO TELEFONO about this meeting?
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Public Meeting Meeting
US 82 Reliever Route Study
Tuesday, October 4, 2016, 5 p.m. - 7 p.m.

SIGN-IN SHEET (please print) :
REGISTRO DE PARTICIPACION DEL PUBLICO (por favor escriba en letra de moide)
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NAME Organization EMAIL TELEPHONE How did you hear
NOMBRE ORGANIZACION CORREQ ELECTRONICO TELEFONO about this meeting?

Gainesville Civic Center, 311 South Weaver Street, Gainesville, Texas 76240
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NAME Organization EMAIL TELEPHONE How did you hear
NOMBRE ORGANIZACION CORREO ELECTRONICO TELEFONO about this meeting?
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D. Comments received

Comment Station




Comment # 1
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Please Print:

Redacted contact information.
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(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
{0 |am employed by TxDOT
O | do business with TxDOT
O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #2

US 82 RELIEVER ROUTE STUDY
PUBLIC MEETING

COMMENT FORM

This form is provided to document your comments regarding the US 82 Reliever Route Study. Information
about the US 82 Reliever Route Study is available on TxDOT's website at https:.//www.txdot.gov; search
key phrase “US 82." Please use the space provided below to write comments, and attach additional
pages if necessary. You may leave the form at the meeting, or mail it to the address provided below.
You may also submit comments via E-mail to MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comments will be
accepted throughout the development of the Study but for comments to be included in the official record of

the public meeting they must be received no later than October 14, 2016. We appreciate your interest and
value your input.

Comments:
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes . .
1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a}(5})): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O 1am employed by TxDOT
O [do business with TxDOT
O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #3

lable on TXxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov
provided below to write comments, and attach ac
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MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comment:
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study Your Name:

Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway Address:

Wichita Falls, TX 76302
City: State:
Zip:
Email:

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O lam employed by TxDOT
0 | do business with TxDOT
O I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #4

lable on TxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov

provided below to write comments, and attach ac
at the meeting, or mail it to the address provide:

MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comment:

value your input.

Comments:
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes ) )
1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O I1am employed by TxDOT
0O 1do business with TxDOT
O 1 could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #5

lable on TxDOT's website at hitps://www.txdot.gov
provided below to write comments, and attach ac
at the meeting, or mail it to the address providet

MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comment:

Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a}(5}): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O |am employed by TxDOT
1 | do business with TxDOT
O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #6

lable on TxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov
provided below to write comments, and attach ac
at the meeting, or mail it to the address provide:

MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comment:
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O | am employed by TxDOT
O Ido business with TxDOT
O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting
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Comment #7

Redacted contact information.




Comment #8

PUBLIC MEETING /a/a/w
COMMENT FORM [eft 1n Co- E}J}(

his form is provided to document your comments regarding the US 82 Reliever Route Study. Information
bout the US 82 Reliever Route Study is available on TxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov; search
ey phrase “US 82." Please use the space provided below to write comments, and attach additional
iages if necessary. You may leave the form at the meeting, or mail it to the address provided below.
‘ou may also submit comments via E-mail to MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comments will be
iccepted throughout the development of the Study but for comments to be included in the official record of
he public meeting they must be received no later than October 14, 2016. We appreciate your interest and
alue your input.

lomments: A”j}&"/ltd_/{- %(Aﬁ;ﬁf& E/':

Please mail your comments to:

Redacted contact information.

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway
Wichita Falls, TX 76302




Comment #9

US 82 RELIEVER ROUTE STUDY
PUBLIC MEETING

COMMENT FORM

This form is provided to document your comments regarding the US 82 Reliever Route Study. Information
about the US 82 Reliever Route Study is available on TxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov; search
key phrase “US 82.” Please use the space provided below to write comments, and attach additional
pages if necessary. You may leave the form at the meeting, or mail it to the address provided below.
You may also submit comments via E-mail to MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comments will be
accepted throughout the development of the Study but for comments to be included in the official record of
the public meeting they must be received no later than October 14, 2016. We appreciate your interest and
value your input.

Comments:
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O | am employed by TxDOT
O |1do business with TxDOT
0O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #10

US 82 RELIL
PUBL

COM

This form is provided to document your comme!
about the US 82 Reliever Route Study is avail

key phrase “US 82." Please use the space | iditional
pages if necessary. You may leave the form 1 below.
You may also submit comments via E-mail to 5 will be

accepted throughout the development of the Study but for comments to be included in the official record of
the public meeting they must be received no later than October 14, 2016. We appreciate your interest and
value your input.
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print: ) l

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O 1am employed by TxDOT
O |do business with TxDOT
O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #11

Studv. Inf
lable on TxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov
provided below to write comments, and attach ac
at the meeting, or mail it to the address provide:

MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comment:

Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O |am employed by TxDOT
0O Ido business with TxDOT
O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #12

lable on TxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov
provided below to write comments, and attach ac
at the meeting, or mail it to the address provide
MyProjectsWichitaFalls@ixdot.gov. Public comment:

Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes . .
1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O 1am employed by TxDOT
O 1do business with TxDOT
O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #13

US 82 RELIEVEI
PUBLIC |

COMME®

This form is provided to document your comments ri
about the US 82 Reliever Route Study is avail

key phrase “US 82." Please use the space | iditional
pages if necessary. You may leave the form d below.
You may also submit comments via E-mail to 5 will be

accepted throughout the development of the Study but for comments to be included in the official record of
the public meeting they must be received no later than October 14, 2016. We appreciate your interest and
value your input.

Comments:
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O | am employed by TxDOT
O I do business with TxDOT
O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting
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US 82 RELII
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This form is provided to document your comme
about the US 82 Reliever Route Study is avai

key phrase “US 82." Please use the space iditional
pages if necessary. You may leave the form d below.
You may also submit comments via E-mail to 5 will be

accepted throughout the development of the Study but for comments to be included in the official record of
the public meeting they must be received no later than October 14, 2016. We appreciate your interest and
value your input.

Comments:
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

{Texas Transportation Code, §201.81.1(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O 1am employed by TxDOT
O |do husiness with TxDOT
0O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #15

US 82 RELIEVER ROUTE STUDY
PUBLIC MEETING

COMMENT FORM

This form is provided to document your comments regarding the US 82 Reliever Route Study. Information
about the US 82 Reliever Route Study is available on TxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov; search
key phrase “US 82." Please use the space provided below to write comments, and attach additional
pages if necessary. You may leave the form at the meeting, or mail it to the address provided below.
You may also submit comments via E-mail to MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comments will be
accepted throughout the development of the Study but for comments to be included in the official record of
the public meeting they must be received no later than October 14, 2016. We appreciate your interest and

value your input.
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Please malil your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes ; .
1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O 1am employed by TxDOT
O Ido business with TxDOT
~ O 1 could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #16

lable on TxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov
provided below to write comments, and attach ac
at the meeting, or mail it to the address providet
MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comment:

Redacted contact information.




Comment #17

US 82 RELIEVER ROUTE STUDY
PUBLIC MEETING

COMMENT FORM

This form is provided to document your comments regarding the US 82 Reliever Route Study. Information
about the US 82 Reliever Route Study is available on TxDOT's website at hitps://www.txdot.gov; search
key phrase “US 82." Please use the space provided below to write comments, and attach additional
pages if necessary. You may leave the form at the meeting, or mail it to the address provided below.
You may also submit comments via E-mail to MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comments will be
accepted throughout the development of the Study but for comments to be included in the official record of
the public meeting they must be received no later than October 14, 2016. We appreciate your interest and
value your input.

Comments: ' ~

Redacted contact information.

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check ed®
O |am employed by TxDOT
O Ido business with TxDOT
O 1 could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Please mail your comments to:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §:
0O 1 am employed by TxD(
O |do business with TxDi
O | could benefit moneta

Comment #18

lable on TxDOT's website at htips://www.txdot.gov
provided below to write comments, and attach ac
at the meeting, or mail it to the address provide:

MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comment:

Redacted contact information.




Comment #19

US 82 RELIEVER ROUTE STUDY
PUBLIC MEETING

COMMENT FORM

This form is provided to document your comments regarding the US 82 Reliever Route Study. Information

about the US 82 Reliever Route Study is avai ; search
key phrase “US 82." Please use the space Iditional
pages if necessary. You may leave the form d below.
You may also submit comments via E-mail to 5 will be

accepted throughout the development of the Study but for comments to be included in the official record of

the public meeting they must be received no later than October 14, 2016. We appreciate your interest and
value your input.
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes ) )
1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O tam employed by TxDOT
O |do business with TxDOT
O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #20

Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes . .
1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)). check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O | am employed by TxDOT
O [do business with TxDOT
O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #21

lable on TxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov
provided below to write comments, and attach ac
at the meeting, or mail it to the address provide:

MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comment:
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O |am employed by TxDOT
O |do business with TxDOT
O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #22

US 82 RELIEVER ROUTE STUDY
PUBLIC MEETING

COMMENT FORM

This form is provided to document your comments regarding the US 82 Reliever
about the US 82 Reliever Route Study is avai

key phrase “US 82." Please use the space

pages if necessary. You may leave the form

You may also submit comments via E-mail to

accepted throughout the development of the Study but for comments to be inciud
the public meeting they must be received no later than October 14, 2016. We ap
value your input.

Comments:

T helieve vhis 'S a b+ pre-nratur;

)Ona MWW [amm%o 1S o o\oad' 10‘6’0& ob o o
Om—.on E iepth i.kP L would
be. Yhe leasr Ol\SYL(IDth’ {fer homeowrers

Please mail your comments to: NO N Please Print: )

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes 7
1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O 1{am employed by TxDOT
O 1do business with TxDOT
O 1could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #23

lable on TxDOT's website at https:.//www.txdot.gov
provided below to write comments, and attach ac
at the meeting, or mail it to the address providet

MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comments
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a}(5)}): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O |am employed by TxDOT
O I do business with TxDOT
0O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #24

about the US 82 Reliever Route Study is available on TxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov; search
key phrase “US 82.” Please use the space provided below to write comments, and attach additional
pages if necessary. You may leave the form at the meeting, or mail it to the address provided below.
You may also submit comments via E-mail to MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comments will be
accepted throughout the development of the Study but for comments to be included in the official record of
the public meeting they must be received no later than October 14, 2016. We appreciate your interest and
value your input.

Comments: 21\2 ‘[/M Areen /‘Q(/L/e/ - ‘é/“" ’Aﬂﬂ)@w lwlypﬁfv‘

Redacted contact information.

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O [am employed by TxDOT
O 1do business with TxDOT
O3 | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #25

US 82 RELIEVER ROUTE STUDY
PUBLIC MEETING

COMMENT FORM

This form is provided to document your comments regarding the US 82 Reliever Route Study. Information
about the US 82 Reliever Route Study is available on TxDOT's website at https.//www.txdot.gov; search
key phrase “US 82." Please use the space provided below to write comments, and attach additional
pages if necessary. You may leave the form at the meeting, or mail it to the address provided below.
You may also submit comments via E-mail to MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comments will be
accepted throughout the development of the Study but for comments to be included in the official record of
the public meeting they must be received no later than October 14, 2016. We appreciate your interest and
value your input.
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes

1601 Southwest Parkway Redacted contact information.
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O |am employed by TxDOT
O 1do business with TxDOT
O I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #26

From: Redacted contact information. ] Sent:
Tuesday, October 04, 2016 8:38 PM

To: MyProjectsWichitaFalls
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Redacted contact information.

Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No

Comment: Concerning the Hwy 82 bypass in Gainesville. Concern was taken on the south end of the route to use existing
right of way on Spring Creek Rd. The same concern was not given on the northern end even though 3092 provides it.
There are only three buildings on the west side at the north end. 300 foot right of way on 3092 would be the least
intrusive.



Comment #27

Redacted contact information.
Thursday, October 06, 2016 1:44 PM

To: JOYCE.BUJAK@txdot.gov; Adele Lewis; Marcia Madsen Subject:
TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Redacted contact information.

Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service

Complaint: No

Comment: | want to go on record as being opposed to the reliever bypass at Spring Creek Rd. My wife and | are part of a
community of rural farmers, many of whom depend on the area for their livelihood, and who appreciate the quality of life
that this area of Texas affords us. A new highway of the magnitude that you are proposing would disrupt that lifetyl



Comment #28

Friday, R
To: MyProjectsWichitaFalls
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Redacted contact information.

Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No

Comment: | believe the alternative route G would have less impact on residences, be closer to Lake Kiowa for commuters,
and be a straighter route than the other alternatives. It would also have less impact on the Chalmers Elementary school
than the other routes. It also would require less elevating of the roadway than the other routes.



Comment # 29

From: Redacted contact information.

Sent: Friday, October 07, 2016 4:17 PM
To: MyProjectsWichitaFalls
Subject: US 82 Reliever Route Study, Gainesville TX

The US 82 Reliever Route will forever change the rural nature of the southeast section of Cooke
County. A highway of this size will turn this area into an industrial and commercial zone. Farms
will be bisected and farmland access will be compromised. Farmers and ranchers need to move
equipment and livestock between farmland scattered across the county. This will make it more
difficult. Farms divided by highways decimates the value of the land, both in usability and
monetary terms.

A 10 % increase in Cooke County's population through 2040 as projected by TXDOT does not
warrant sacrificing this rural area. The only reason for this thoroughfare is to relieve heavy truck
traffic from the IH35 / US82 intersection. A better solution is to improve the IH35 / US82
intersection to handle this traffic, rather than sacrificing our homes and farms.

By intersecting CR 237 and cutting access to FM 2071, you will be creating a dead-end road on CR
237 that will attract criminal behavior and trash dumping. Having this highway cross FM 2071 will
cause problems relating to access through the community.

The reason people move to this county from the DFW Metroplex is to get away from traffic and
commercial activity. No one will want to live in this area if this highway bypass, with the inevitable
commercial growth, is placed here.

Redacted contact information.




Comment #30

US 82 Reliever Route Study
Attn: Shaun Barnes
1601 Southeast Parkway
Wichita Falls, TX 76302
October 5, 2016
Mr. Barnes,

| attended the open house on October 4, 2016, regarding the US 82 Reliever Route that is
currently included in your study. | expressed my concerns verbally that evening to several
representatives there, but | wanted to formally write so my concerns and comments can be
included in the study.

After looking at the proposed routes for the US 82 Reliever Route, | must tell you | am against
this project for a couple of reasons. First, the routes proposed will remove through traffic away
from Gainesville. Gainesville is a small town that is built on small, family owned businesses.
These businesses need the support of locals and those traveling through to survive. Rerouting
traffic away from Gainesville will prevent people who are traveling from stopping to eat in our
restaurants, shopping in our stores, and visiting our zoo and parks. This would hurt Gainesville
and the business owners financially, and possibly cause locally owned businesses to close.

Secondly, | am against this project because of the amount of farmland and homes that will be
affected. Some of the homes that the proposed routes will either take out or go right past are
new homes built within the last few years with the hopes of living out the rest of the days in
those homes. When these homes were built, no word of warning was given about a potentially
4 lane highway intersecting their house. Some of the farmland that will be affected has been
farmed for multiple generations. Farmers have sacrificed season after season to work the land
and make enough to hang onto this land to pass along to the next generation. At no time did
these hard working farmers want to see there years of toil and hard work end up under a
multilane highway. These farmers put more emphasis on pride and tradition than any money
the state can offer for their land.

As | stated before, Gainesville is a small community built on hard work and tradition. This
reliever route project plan is an insult to the hard work and tradition that has built this
community. The effects of rerouting traffic could be felt for generations to come and potentially
harm the growth and stability of a community that has been established since 1850. A better
proposal, in my opinion, is to invest the millions of dollars that would be spent on this project into
upgraded and improving the two existing corridors of US 82 and I-35 to better handle the traffic
flow in the future.

Thank you for taking the time to consider my concerns.

Redacted contact information.




Redacted contact information.




Comment #31

lable on TxDOT's website at hitps://www.txdot.gov;
provided below to write comments, and attach ad
at the meeting, or mail it to the address providec
MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comments

Comments:

Redacted contact information.




Comment #32

lable on TxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov;

provided below to write comments, and attach ad
at the meeting, or mail it to the address providec

MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comments
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Please mail your comments to: Please Print:

Redacted contact information.
US 82 Reliever Route Study

Attn: Shaun Barnes
1601 Southwest Parkway
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O |am employed by TxDOT
O 1do business with TxDOT
O | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting



Comment #33

lable on TxDOT's website at https://www.txdot.gov
provided below to write comments, and attach ac
at the meeting, or mail it to the address provide:

MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov. Public comment:

Redacted contact information.




Redacted contact information.



Comment #34

From: Redacted contact information.
Sent: Thursday, October 13, 2016 11:50 AM

To: MyProjectsWichitaFalls

Subject: us 82 reliever route study

Txdot,

| am writing to voice my concerns about the US 82 reliever route. First and foremost, | feel it is a bad idea. |
do not like the idea of the traffic of I-35 being diverted around Gainesville. | understand that the traffic on I-35 is going
to increase, but with that traffic going through Gainesville, Gainesville’s economy can increase as well. If you divert the
traffic around Gainesville then the economy will not grow.

Let’s compare to some off the other reliever routes built around the state. The new 131 toll road around
Austin. Wonderful road. | love it. | drive through that area about 12 times a year. How many times have | stopped in
Austin and bought gas or ate in the last 3 years? ZERO! Austin has close to a million people. Gainesville does not.
Austin is a destination for a lot of people. Gainesville is not. Austin needs a relief around the traffic of I-

35. Gainesville does not. One note | will point out is the Loop really doesn’t seem to carry the amount of cars it was
predicted to when built. It’s a toll road though, maybe that’s why, lets continue.

Another loop is 288 around Denton. | believe this route was built to relieve the congestion on 35 around the
university and south of the downtown area. It hasn’t done that. | hardly use 288 and judging by the traffic on it, not
many people do either. | must admit, | do use it on occasion to bypass University Drive/380. The millions spent on 288
to relieve about 10 blocks of University Drive doesn’t seem to be worth it. Of course there is always the added point
that the reliever route will bring businesses and growth along it. Look at 288 on the north side of Denton. Not a lot of
growth there. Where has the new growth been greatest on the north side of Denton? You guessed it University Drive.
With the addition of the Razor Ranch area and the construction to improve University Drive, | would guess 288 won’t be
much relief to anything.

Also, Denton has a population of 115000, Gainesville has a population of 15000.

| guess what | am trying to say is that the loop may sound like good plan on paper, but the best laid plans of
mice and men. When a loop works, it takes money and economic growth away from the town it is looping around.
When a loop doesn’t work, it was a huge waste of funds that could have been used improving existing roadways.

What are some alternatives to a loop around Gainesville? Well, first and foremost | think you look at 135.

Look at the improvements that have been made between Hillsboro and Austin over the last 10 yrs. A world of
difference compared to how it once was. And that area handles a lot more traffic than what is running down [-35
through Gainesville now. Also look at the interchange between I-35 and HWY 82, this is where the congestion is now. |
understand the exits and on ramps were short and bad vision. Yes that needed to be corrected. But, the stop lights are
where your congestion is caused. It is hard to beat the efficiency of a clover leaf when it comes to the merging of
traffic. The clover leaf could have been part of the design with the new extended exits. In reality, though it is not the
lights at the interchange that cause all the congestion, it is the other lights along that stretch that slows everything
down. Any time you have that many lights in a row, it will cause a slow down. Increasing the lanes of both I-35 and
Hwy 82 would make a huge difference and probably be considerably less money than creating an new loop.

Spring Creek Road is presented as the route of choice. It doesn’t seem like a logical choice. There are two
creeks and a railroad track on this road. The roadway would have to be elevated to 40 ft to clear the tracks and both
creeks. How many miles of elevated roadway would have to be built to accomplish that? Doesn’t seem very cost
effective

Enough about the logistical reasons why the loop is a bad idea. Let’s talk about the personal reasons. | live on
Spring Creek Road. | just built a new house on Spring Creek Road.



The land that | own once belonged to my parents. | was blessed to purchase a portion of this land in 2010. Two other
siblings purchased the remaining acreage to keep the whole farm intact. | built my new home on this land. When |
purchased this land and as long as I've been on this land, it has been awesome. We spend peaceful evenings on the
patio enjoying the quite or the occational coyote yip. The wood trim | used in my house for railings and such, I’'ve milled
myself and built myself from trees taken from this land. These are things that money cannot replace. These are things
that a highway 40 ft in the air carrying 20000 cars will destroy.

In closing, | hope you truly reconsider the loop around Gainesville and veto the job all together. If you continue
down the path, | hope you change the course and not go down Spring Creek Road. | truly feel the funds could be better
spent than on a loop.

Redacted contact information.

Redacted contact information.




Comment #35

Redacted contact information.
Friday, October 14, 2016 2:55 AM
MyProjectsWichitaFalls
RE: US 82 Reliever Route-Southeastern Loop Gainesville, TX

Shaun Barnes, P.E.
Michael Hallum, P.E.
TxDOT

| am writing regarding my opposition to Alternative D. (yellow) and Alternative A. (red) routes for the
us 82

Reliever Routes outlined on the map of the proposed southeastern loop around the city of

Gainesville TX. These routes would not only reduce my property's short-term value, but further
reduce potential longterm future site development options. This farm has been in my family for the
past 55 years. It was and is a place of peace, quite, nature and solitude. These routes would render

it useless in those regards.

Dreams of building a home here will be taken away, as | choose not to live in close proximity of a noisy
major highway.

The traffic on these routes D. & A. will produce noise pollution for the City's eastern area and possibly
increase diesel truck exhaust pollution for the whole city of Gainesville as south winds prevail a large
part of the year ( tceqg.texas.gov website). Please reconsider these routes and or not building this
southeastern loop.

Respectfully

Redacted contact information.



Comment #36

Redacted contact information.

Thursday, October 13, 2016 11:02 PM
MyProjectsWichitaFalls
US 82 Reliever Route Study

Dear TxDot,

| live on FM 371 approximately one mile north of Hwy 82 and have been following the efforts to
examine a Hwy 82 reliever route around the southeast side of Gainesville. A reliever route is urgently
needed and I fully support the effort to find a route and find funding for the project as soon as possible.
The modifications currently underway on the segment of Hwy 82 from 1-35 to Grand Avenue (FM 372)
will do very little to provide relief and | personally believe it is a wasted effort. The current
modifications will also eliminate pedestrian traffic on the bridges that go over the railroad...an issue that
| have objected to in past letters to TXDOT. I sincerely hope a pedestrian pathway can be constructed on
these bridges.

| have examined the various alignment options for the reliever route and would favor Alignments B or G
if the intersection with Hwy 82 (at FM 371) would serve to make the current intersection more safe. My
other choice would be Alternative C. | do not favor A, D, F, or E because | believe too many residential
properties would be adversely affected. | think enough right-of-way should be acquired to construct a 4-
lane divided highway with one-way service roads. The service roads may not be needed immediately
but land should be acquired so they can be constructed eventually.

Thank your for pushing forward with this urgently needed project. Without this project, traffic on Hwy
82 within a mile of 1-35 will be intolerable in the very near future.

Sincerel

Redacted contact information.



Comment #37

Redacted contact information.

Thursday, October 13, 2016 9:24 PM
MyProjectsWichitaFalls
US 82 Reliever Route

Attn: Shaun Barnes

I would like to voice my displeasure with the idea and proposed plan for a highway 82 reliever route. | have been
told the idea of the reliever route is to ease traffic congestion at the intersection of highway 82 and I-35. There
was never a problem at this intersection until it was redesigned and the clover leafs were taken out. The clover
leafs could've been improved with better acceleration lanes entering on I-35, that would've been much cheaper
than where we are now. The idea of constructing the new reliever route as planned seems like a huge waste of
tax payer dollars and can only hurt the economy of Gainesville.

My wife's family has owned land along Spring Creek for generations. Several years ago we bought acreage on
Spring Creek Road with the intention of building our retirement home. It is s beautiful piece of property that we
have dreamed of moving to and spend our golden years. | just can't imagine how such a project will destroy the
area and our dreams. Besides the personal interest we have in the area | think the reliever route is a bad
financial idea for the taxpayer and the business in Gainesville.

Please consider other options before a cent of taxpayer money is wasted with this idea.

Redacted contact information.

Sent from my iPhone



Comment #38

Redacted contact information.

Friday, October 07, 2016 1:51 PM
MyProjectsWichi

taFalls 82

reliever route

Hello Mr Barnes:

| have a couple of questions concerning the US 82 Reliever Route Study.

When do you anticipate that a decision will be made regarding the route ?

When you buy right of way - do you buy an entire piece of land, or just the part the proposed road will
goon? And what about property that is next to the route, but not on it ? A route such as you are
proposing could change a quiet country parcel to a completely different thing — will you be making
offers on those parcels as well ?

And what about a timeline for the construction? Do you have a general idea of when you might start ?

Thank you,

Redacted contact information.




Comment #39

From: Redacted contact information.
Sent: Friday, ) :
To: MyProjectsWichitaFalls
Subject: US 82 Reliever Route

The possibility of developing a loop around Gainesville from Hwy 82 to Interstate 35 is a project for
consideration.

The following are concerns that should be considered and addressed.

1. Gainesville continues to grow toward the East. This being proved by the City recently annexing more
property into the city limits.

2. Businesses that are being built at the present intersection of Hwy 82 and 135 would suffer monetary
losses.

3. The present alignments proposed will be too close to the city limits. A study of loops around cities will
show that commercial development always takes place on loops. This would pose problems within the
Gainesville City limits.

4. Property on both sides of 3092 from Hwy 82 to FM 678 could be considered prime property for housing
development for the City of Gainesville.

5. The present alignments closeness to the Gainesville State School would create an unpleasant
environment for the school inhabitants and workers.

6. The closeness to Chamblers Elementary School would pose a traffic problem and environmental hazard
to the school.

7. The city of Callisburg is growing and would be better served by a route that is further East of
Gainesville.

8. The utilization of FM 678 could prove to be great for future development in the Eastern part of Cooke
County.

I am not employed or do business with TXDOT nor would | benefit monetarily from the project. | would like to
ask TXDOT to review the above listed considerations.

Redacted contact information.




E. Figures

As individuals entered the open house they were met by a welcome table where they were asked to
sign in. After signing in, individuals were asked to visit a number of stations. Staff were available to
answer questions. Stations included:

Why we are here

Project history

Screening criteria

Traffic volumes

Alternative alignments (4 aerial maps were available for individuals to draw on)
Comments

PowerPoint presentation with voiceover on loop

Lap-top computer with GoogleEarth file of alternatives

Right-of-way

The following pages include the materials that were available at the open house.

Display Boards




Boards

The open house featured six display boards. These boards were printed to be 36 inches by 48
inches.

Attendees review boards




= US 82 Reliever Route Study - Open House

Welcome!

Thank you for attending our open
house for the US 82 Reliever Route
Study being conducted by TxDOT.

Please sign in. Thank you for your
interest and participation!

US 82 Reliever Route Study



US 82 Reliever Route Study - Open House

The purpose of this meeting is
to learn about the project and to
share comments.

While you’re here, you can:

m Review displays and talk to
staff

m View a presentation
explaining the study

m Provide input on alighment
alternatives

US 82 Reliever Route Study



Project History

m 2002: An IH 35 / US 82 Connector Route Study was completed through a
comprehensive public engagement process with 5 alternative alignments
being developed, and one being recommended as the preferred
alternative.

m 2012: A US 82 Feasibility Study was completed through a comprehensive
public engagement process with various improvements suggested for
US 82, including a reliever route. A Public Meeting was held in February
2015 and a preferred alternative was later recommended.

m The recommended alternatives from both previous studies are being
evaluated in the current study.

m The US 82 Reliever Route Study will build upon two previous studies
in evaluating the future need of a reliever route by evaluating various
alternative alignments through a needs assessment, evaluation of
forecasted traffic data, and stakeholder and public input. Ultimately, one
alternative alignment will be recommended for further study.

US 82 Reliever Route Study 7 somentarmaporaton



= Traffic Volumes

Transportation
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Alternative Screening Criteria

Universe of Alternatives

Alternatives identified from previous studies, current plans and public input, designed to
address the purpose of the project.

WE ARE Level 1 Screening - Fatal Flaw Analysis

HERE Fatal flaw analysis based on the purpose of the project. Results of Level 1 screening are
preliminary alternatives.

Level 2 Screening - Preliminary Evaluation

Evaluate qualities of preliminary alternatives using preliminary data, professional judgment
and public input. Results of Level 2 screening will be the reasonable alternatives.

Level 3 Screening - Detailed Evaluation

Reasonable alternatives will be further evaluated using the criteria defined in
Level 2. Construction costs will be defined, traffic benefits, right-of-way impacts and
environmental impacts quantified. Results of Level 3 screening will be included in
the draft recommended alternatives.

Draft US 82 Reliever Route Level 1 Qualitative Fatal Flaw Matrix

Alignments

Category Criteria

A/D/F B/G/C No-build

Is length of alignment significantly longer (greater

i 1

GRS than 5%) than the average length of all alignments? N N N Y N N N N/A
Human Impacts: Potential displacements to ) _ ) 5 ) ) 0
residential structures

Environmental Potential noise impacts - - - -- -- - - 0

Impacts - — -
Natural impacts: Are potential impacts to floodplain,
wetlands, and parks significantly more than average N N N N N N N N
of all alignments?

Overall Rating Is alignment recommended for further study? Y Y Y N N Y Y Y

Notes: Scoring/Rating Key

* Alignment is 10% longer than average alignment length Better Good Neutral Bad Worse
22nd highest residential structure impacts T+ + 0

3 Most residential structure impacts
4 Alignment impacts largest amount of floodplain and wetlands

US 82 Reliever Route Study 7 somentarmaporaton




= Potential Typical Sections

Super 2 (2 lane roadway with occasional passing lane)

Side Oblique View
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Alternative Alignments

Four large format aerial maps were printed including reliever route alternatives and environmental
constraints. Meeting attendees were invited to write comments, issues, or draw alternative
alignments on the aerials. Attendees drew on three of these aerials. These are attached on the
following pages.

Alternative Alighments Tables













Virtual Meeting Presentation
A PowerPoint presentation was available with a voice-over for meeting attendees to view. The
PowerPoint slides are included for reference.

Chairs set up in front of virtual presentation




10/14/2016

US 82 RELIEVER
ROUTE STUDY

Public Meeting
October 4, 2016

carri%%we'wélag;r%tﬁ%g:g{htgym U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and execut@%t%gﬁw,éaa%TxDOT.

= To inform the public and area stakeholders about the US
82 Reliever Route Study

= To solicit feedback on issues/needs along the corridor

= To solicit feedback on various alignment alternatives
under consideration for the reliever route

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 2



10/14/2016

= An |H35/US 82 Connector Route Study was completed
in March 2002. Five potential new alternatives were
developed and evaluated.

= A study group comprised of local civic and business
leaders, created to help inform TxDOT's decision-
making process, identified the pink alighment as their
preferred alternative.

= The public, through a series of public meetings,
identified the green alignment as their preferred
alternative.

= Ultimately the pink alternative was recommended for
further evaluation due to improved mobility, travel time
savings, improved access, less cost, improved safety
and best opportunity for economic development as
compared to the other alternatives.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 3

= A US 82 Feasibility Study was completed in 2012
through a comprehensive public engagement
process and analysis of relevant data.

» The study identified mobility issues along US 82
and evaluated 7 different route alternatives that
would address these mobility issues.

= Ultimately Alternative D was selected in the
southeast quadrant of Cooke County as the Locally
Preferred Alternative based on analysis of each of
the alternatives and input from the stakeholders
and public.

= Short-, medium-, and long-term improvements
were also recommended with several
improvements either complete or underway today.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 4



10/14/2016

US 82 & North Weaver Street
= Re-striping

= Update Signal

= Update Pedestrian Ramps

US 82 & Culberson Street

= Re-striping

= Update Signal

= Update Pedestrian Ramps

US 82 & Lawrence Street
= Re-striping
= Extend the outermost westbound lane

= Remove median pavement

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 5

A 6-mile project extends from Zodiac Drive to Farm to Market (FM) 371 and includes:

= Reconstruction of Zodiac Drive and widening to 2 lanes in each direction

= Restriping from Interstate 35 (I-35) to Lawrence Street to provide 3 lanes in each direction
= Redesign of medians from I-35 to Weaver Street for safety

= Update signal at Lawrence Street

= Redesign of intersection at FM 372 and add signals

= Redesign of ramps east of FM 372 to one way and add turnaround

= Redesign of intersection at Hillcrest Boulevard

= Update signal at Fair Avenue

= Addition of right turn lanes at FM 3002 and FM 371

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 )
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= The current US 82 Reliever Route Study
has had three workgroup meetings with
stakeholders comprised of local civic and
business leaders, created to inform
TXDOT’s decision-making process, who
have played a vital role in helping to
develop the current alignment alternatives.

= The workgroup began the alternative
alignment identification process with the
three alternatives that were identified as
recommended routes from the previous
studies in 2002 and 2012.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 7

= The workgroup identified five additional
alternatives to study further.

= The group eliminated the preferred alignment
from the 2012 study from further
consideration due to excessive impacts to
residences along CR 123 and excessive
floodplain impacts in southern Cooke County.

= The remaining seven different alternatives
were evaluated against a fatal flaw matrix,
which determines if an alignment alternative
meets the general purpose of the project. A
No-Build Alternative was also included to
provide a baseline condition representing the
effects of making no improvements.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 8




10/14/2016

Universe of Alternatives

Alternatives identified from previous studies, current plans, and public input, designed to address the Purpose of the Project.

Level 1 Screening — Fatal Flaw Analysis

Fatal Flaw analysis based an the Purpose of the Project: Results of Level 1 screening are the Preliminary Alternatives.

Level 2 Screening — Preliminary Evaluation

Evaluate qualities of Preliminary Alternatives using preliminary data. professional judgement, and public input. Resuits of Level 2 screening will be the
Reasonable Alternatives.

Level 3 Screening — Detailed Evaluation

Reasonable Alternatives will be further evaluated using the criteria defined in Level 2 Construction costs are defined: traffic benefits, right-of-way:
impacts, and environmental impacts will be quantified. Results of Level 3 screening will be the Draft Recommended Alternatives.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 )

= All seven alternatives as well as the No-Build Alternative were evaluated and
weighed against one another based on the following:

— Cost Effectiveness

* Is the alternative’s length significantly longer than the average of all
alternatives?

— Environmental Impacts
* Potential displacements to residential structures
* Potential noise impacts

* Are potential impacts to floodplains, wetlands, and parks significantly more
than the average of all alternatives?

= QOverall Rating: Is the alternative recommended for further study?

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 10
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= Alternatives A, B, C, A/D/F, & B/G/C were recommended for further evaluation.

= Alternatives E and F were recommended to be removed from further evaluation due to
excessive impacts to residential properties and floodplains.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 11
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= The project team gathered Airsage
Bluetooth traffic data in May 2016 to
determine the existing traffic volumes in
the corridor.

= Utilizing the Texas Department of
Transportation’s Statewide Analysis Model,
we are able to forecast traffic that will use
a potential reliever route in the future.

= Ultimately, the forecasted traffic will help us
determine the appropriate typical section of
the proposed roadway corridor, e.g. number
of lanes, types of interchanges, etc.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 13

Annual Average Daily Traffic
(AADT) is the estimated
average number of vehicles
on a roadway for one day.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 14
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= Projected 2040 traffic volumes for a reliever route are 50% greater than what
US 82 carries today.

= A 2- or 4- lane divided rural highway would be feasible in the future as this will
reduce travel times in the corridor. Future traffic analyses will confirm exact
roadway configurations and their anticipated Level of Service (LOS).

= | evel of Service is a qualitative measure used to describe the traffic on a
roadway. It considers items such as traffic flow, traffic density, delay times,
and travel speeds.

= |Level of Service A represents complete free flow with Level C showing signs of
traffic congestion but traffic is generally stable. Level D represents a noted
decrease in travel speeds with Levels E & F representing severe congestion.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 15

A 2-lane highway with passing lanes and interchanges at major cross roads would
operate at Level of Service (LOS) D or better in 2040

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 16
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A 4-lane divided highway with signalized intersections at major cross roads would
operate at Level of Service C or better in 2040, but travel times would increase due to
delays at signalized intersections.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 17

A 4-lane divided highway with interchanges at major cross roads would operate at
Level of Service C or better in 2040 but will have lesser reduced travel times than with
a 4-lane divided highway with signalized intersections.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 18
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= We are now seeking input from the public on issues/needs along the corridor and
feedback on the various alternative alignments under consideration.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 19
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10/14/2016

= Once the official comment period ends on Oct. 14, 2016, the Wichita Falls
project team will review all public comments and use them as a guide to
continue refining the alternatives.

= The public meeting summary will be posted on the project web page and will
include responses to all comments received.

= The study is expected to last until late 2017.

= At this time funding is available only for planning and study development.
Construction is not funded or scheduled at this time.

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 21

Shaun Barnes, P.E.
TxDOT Project Manager

Roger Beall, P.E.
TxDOT Corridor Planning Manager

Will Barresi, P.E.
CH2M Project Manager

Project Email: MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov

US 82 Reliever Route Study October 4, 2016 22
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Interactive Mapping - GoogleEarth
Five laptops were available displaying GoogleEarth and layer files of reliever route alternatives.

Meeting participants could view the different alternatives and zoom in to see the alternatives in
greater detail.

Interactive Mapping Station




Google Earth Screenshot - All Alternatives

Google Earth Screenshot — Detail View




Meeting Handouts
Additional materials available at the meeting included the project fact sheet (English and Spanish
versions) and a Frequently Asked Questions handout.




US 82
Reliever
Route Study

www.txdot.gov
Keyword search: US 82

www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/projects,
studies/wichita-falls/
us82-gainesville.html

Shaun Barnes
MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov

Fact Sheet

Overview

US 82 is a major thoroughfare for motorists and trucks in
Gainesville, Texas. As population and commercial activity continue
to grow in the area, it has become necessary to move forward
with the planning and design of a reliever route that can more
adequately meet the capacity and safety needs of the corridor.
The US 82 Reliever Route Study is currently underway to identify
a recommended alignment that can be carried forward into future
phases of project development.

Project Purpose

The US 82 Reliever Route Study focuses on an area southeast of
Gainesville in Cooke County, Texas that is generally bound by I-35
to the west and FM 678 to the east.

The study builds upon the previous US 82 Feasibility Study,
finalized in December 2012. The current study evaluates different
types of roadway configurations after a needs assessment,
analysis of existing and future traffic data, stakeholder
engagement and input from the public. The study team continues
to refine alignment options in consultation with the stakeholder
group; the current alignment alternatives are shown below.
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US 82
Reliever
Route Study

www.txdot.gov
Keyword search: US 82

www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/projects,
studies/wichita-falls/
us82-gainesville.html

Shaun Barnes
MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov

Fact Sheet

Corridor Needs

TxDOT will consider a number of items as the alighment and
preliminary design for the roadway is developed and refined.

Safety: The design and alignment for the route will support a
safer and more accessible roadway that will limit points of conflict,
provide adequate sight distance and include safety features.

Growth: Between 2010 and 2040, the population of Cooke
County is estimated to increase by more than 10%; the alignment
will consider how and where growth in population, commercial
activity, and overall traffic volumes will impact the route.

Access and Right-of-Way: This study will determine the ultimate
Right-of-Way (ROW) needs for the corridor and identify likely
access points.

System Continuity: The study and preliminary design will include
appropriate design features with cross streets that support
mobility and connectivity. The study team will review traffic on
cross streets along with potential commercial and residential
needs.

Environmental Impacts: The study will evaluate environmental
constraints along the corridor to design a roadway that avoids or
mitigates impacts to sensitive areas.

We Want Your Feedback

To better understand and address all user needs, we want your
feedback. Please provide input at the Public Meeting or online
at the project website. There will be other opportunities during
project development to provide additional input. Sign up for our
mailing list today!

=k
Texas
Department
of Transportation



Hoja de Datos
o j
Estudio de la Descripcion General
RUta de La US 82 es una importante via publica para conductores y camiones en
Gainesville, Texas. A medida que la poblacién y la actividad comercial
Desa hogo de contindian creciendo en el area, nos vemos ante la necesidad de avanzar con
adecuadamente las necesidades de capacidad y seguridad del corredor.
El Estudio de la Ruta de Desahogo de la US 82 se esta llevando a cabo
Ia US 82 actualmente para identificar un alineamiento recomendado que pueda ser

la planificacion y el diseno de una ruta de desahogo que pueda satisfacer mas
continuado mas adelante durante las fases futuras del desarrollo del proyecto.

Proposito del Proyecto

El Estudio de la Ruta de Desahogo de la US 82 se centra en un area al sureste
de Gainesville en el condado de Cooke, Texas, la cual estd generalmente
limitada por la I-35 al oeste y la FM 678 al este.

El estudio se basa en el Estudio de Viabilidad de la US 82 previamente
realizado, el cual finalizé en diciembre de 2012. El estudio actual evalla
WWW.thOt.OV Palabra diferentes tipos de configuraciones de carreteras luego de haberse realizado

P tanto una evaluacién de necesidades como un analisis de los datos de trafico
clave para la busqueda: actual y futuro, de la participacion de las partes interesadas y de las opiniones
del publico. El equipo del estudio continta refinando opciones de alineamiento
junto con el grupo de partes interesadas. Las alternativas actuales de
alineamiento se muestran a continuacion.

8.
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Estudio de la
Ruta de

Desahogo de
la US 82

www.txdot.gov Palabra
clave para la

bdsqueda: US 82

www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/projects

studies/wichita-falls/
us82-gainesville.html

Shaun Barnes
MyProjectsWichitaFalls@txdot.gov

Pagina 2

Hoja de Datos
Necesidades del

TxDOT tomara en consideracion una variedad de elementos a medida que se
vaya desarrollando y refinando tanto el alineamiento como el diseno
preliminar de la carretera.

Seguridad: El diseno y alineamiento de la ruta promoveran una carretera mas
segura y accesible que limitara puntos de conflicto, proveera una distancia de
visibilidad adecuada e incluira elementos de seguridad.

Crecimiento: Se estima que entre los afios 2010 y 2040 la poblacién del
condado de Cooke incrementara en mas de 10%. El alineamiento tomara en
consideracién como y donde es que la ruta serd impactada por el crecimiento
en poblacién, actividad comercial y volumen de trafico en general.

Acceso y Derecho de Paso: Este estudio determinara las necesidades
fundamentales de Derecho de Paso del corredor (ROW por sus siglas en
inglés) e identificara posibles puntos de acceso.

Continuidad del Sistema: Tanto el estudio como el disefo preliminar incluiran
caracteristicas de diseno apropiadas con calles transversales que promuevan
la circulacién y la conectividad. El equipo del estudio revisara el trafico en las
calles transversales junto con las posibles necesidades comerciales y
residenciales.

Impacto en el Medio Ambiente: El estudio evaluara las restricciones
medioambientales a lo largo del corredor para disenar una carretera que evite o
minimice el impacto en areas sensibles.

Sus comentarios nos

Necesitamos saber su opinion para entender mejor todas las necesidades de los
usuarios y responder a ellas adecuadamente. Por favor haganos llegar sus
comentarios en la Reunién Publica o en linea, ingresando a la pagina web del
proyecto. Habran otras oportunidades durante el desarrollo del proyecto para
hacernos llegar opiniones adicionales. jRegistrese para ser parte de nuestra lista de
correo hoy mismo!



4 - US 82 Reliever Route Study - Gainesville, Texas

y 4 Frequently Asked Questions

Please Note: Any questions received through the comment forms will be addressed in the Open House
Summary Report that will beavailable for review at the TxDOT District office and on the website.

1. Why is the proposed project being considered and what are the benefits (What is the purpose for
the proposed project)?

This project is a continuation of previous study efforts that identified strategies to improve mobility
in the US 82 / IH 35 corridor. The purpose and anticipated benefits are to meet local and regional
future travel demands by adding a reliever route between US 82 and IH 35 around Gainesville.

2. Will the project require additional right-of-way (ROW)?
Yes. The amount of required ROW is unknown at this time because the roadway type and number
of lanes, etc. have not been determined yet. The amount will be determined when a preferred
alternative is selected during this project.

3. Will the project require any displacements of businesses or residences?

Some displacements may occur after a final alighmentis determined. All proposed routes under
consideration currently include somedisplacements of businesses or residences.

4. Who is included in the Stakeholder Workgroup?

The stakeholder workgroup is comprised of County and City leaders as well as various business
leaders in the area.

5. Where did the alignments under consideration originate from?
Two of the alighments under consideration originated from previous study efforts that were
conducted in 2002 and 2012. The additional alignments have originated via this current
study with guidance from the stakeholderworkgroup.

6. How long will the study last?

The study has been underway for 1 year and is expected to last another year.
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y 4 Frequently Asked Questions

7. What is the construction cost of the project?

At this stage of project development, the corridor typical section (e.g. number of lanes) havenot
been decided therefore no construction cost estimate isavailable.

8. When will the construction begin and how long will it take?

At this time funding is available only for planning and study development. Construction is not funded
at this time.

9. How can we stay informed about the project?

You can sign up for our mailing list at this public meeting and look for updates on the project
webpage - go to www.TxDOT.gov and search ‘US 82 Reliever Route’.

10. Why not just use FM 3092?

It would be difficult to avoid impacts to adjacent properties such as the WE Chalmers Elementary
School, the Gainesville Bible Church, and other adjacent properties as the existing ROW width for
FM 3092 would not be sufficient for a proposed reliever route. Also,the existing horizontal curves
on FM 3092 would not meet the minimum criteria for a higherspeed reliever route.

11. Why are you considering one-way frontage roads?

It has been determined that the preferred operation for frontage roads is one-way since one-way
frontage roads are considered to be significantly safer than two-way frontage roads. With traffic
forecasts projecting to increase over time, the recommendation is to use one-way frontage roads.
The benefits expected from one-way frontage roads are:

. Smoother traffic flow

J Improved safety at entrance ramps and exit ramps

o Improved intersection safety & efficiency

. Helps make frontage roads uniform statewide

J Meets driver expectations by bringing consistency to local frontage roads

12. What other improvement efforts are planned for US 82?

Other than a project currently under construction along US 82, there are no other projectscurrently
planned for US 82.
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y 4 Frequently Asked Questions

13.

14.

15.

16.

Will the public have input in the planning and decision-making process? If so, how will you keep
the public informed?

The public is being given the opportunity to comment during the public involvement process.
Persons wishing to submit written comments are encouraged to fill out comment forms provided at
the sign-in table. Comment forms may be turned in at this meeting, or mailed to the addresslisted
on the comment form, provided that the comments are postmarked on or prior to October 14, 2016.
All comments received from the public will be documented, reviewed, and responded to in an open
house summary report that will be available to the public after the summary report is approved. You
can also subscribe for email updates on the project web page.

What other improvement efforts are planned for IH 35?

There are efforts underway to widen IH 35 to three lanes in each direction and consultants are
working to revise the schematic based on feedback we received from the public. We also have
consultants working on an environmental study along the corridor. Additionally, survey firms are
starting todevelop required documentation for the ROW that will be acquired.

What is the latest with the IH 35 Environmental Assessment?

We anticipate the project to be environmentally clear by summer of 2017. After environmental
clearance, final design can begin and the project can be constructed when funding is identified.

What is the funding source for the US 82 Reliever Route project?

At this time, the project does not have funding for construction. Should the project be fundedfor
construction, it is anticipated state and federal funds would be used.
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