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SH 144 Feasibility Study Objectives

Paluxy River Crossing Concerns:
 Currently, there is only one crossing of the Paluxy River along 

SH 144.
 If the current bridge became unusable, for whatever reason, 

users would have to drive over 15 miles for an alternative 
route.

Study Objectives:
 Evaluate the need and viability of a second crossing of the 

river.
 Gain early input into local conditions and issues.
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SH 144
Feasibility Study

Recap
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Study Area - Provided below in red is the SH 144 Study Area
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Study Timeline – The Study will be complete Spring 2020
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6

- Complete Feasibility Study
- Advance Alternative(s) to Environmental    

Studies (NEPA Process)

- Incorporate Stakeholder Input
- Develop Conceptual Alternatives
- Identify Engineering/Environmental Constraints

- Hold Stakeholder Meeting #2
- Hold Public Meeting #1
- Present Conceptual Alternatives

- Incorporate Stakeholder and Public Input
- Compare Alternatives based on Constraints
- Develop Viable Alternatives

- Hold Public Meeting #2
(Present 1 Recommended Alternative)

We Are 
Here

- Initiate Feasibility Study
- Identify Study Objectives
- Hold Stakeholder Meeting #1

- Hold Stakeholder Meeting #3
(Present 2 Viable  Alternatives)
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Recap

Stakeholder Meeting #1
October 3, 2017
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Survey Questions/Results - Stakeholder Meeting #1

Question 1: What transportation issues need to be addressed 
through this study

Summary of Responses:
 Truck and vehicle traffic through town

 Only one river crossing

 Emergency evacuation in case of a nuclear breach

 Morning school traffic queueing

 Growth of county – increase in traffic

 Future 4-lane divided highway

 Congestion
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Survey Questions/Results - Stakeholder Meeting #1

Question 2: What are the most important benefits that would 
result from an additional bridge crossing?
Summary of Responses:
 Reduced truck and vehicle traffic through town

 Creation of an alternate emergency/evacuation route

 Less congestion

 Increase Safety

 Reduce school traffic queueing

 Increase EMS and law enforcement access
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Survey Questions/Results - Stakeholder Meeting #1

10

Questions 3&4: Using the map below, indicate a potential location 
for an additional bridge crossing.
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Survey Questions/Results - Stakeholder Meeting #1

Question 5: What are your comments or concerns with an 
additional bridge crossing across the Paluxy River?

Summary of Responses:
 Concern - Right-of-way requirements/losing property

 Comment - Construction timing – we need it now

 Comment  - Support the concept

 Concern - Need new crossing for safety

 Concern – Need new crossing to reduce congestion

 Comment - Second crossing should not be in town

 Concern - Need to reduce school traffic
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Recap

Stakeholder Meeting #2
February 15, 2018

&
Public Meeting #1
March 22, 2018

12



SH 144 Feasibility Study Public Meeting #2 November 21, 2019

Six Conceptual Alternatives and the No Build were shown
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Results of Stakeholder Meeting #2 and Public Meeting #1

Results:
 Public Comments received – 198

- 91 comments from comment forms
- 107 comments from survey forms 

Preferred Alternative:
 Alternative 6 ranked the highest

- 110 in favor of the alternative
 Alternative 5 ranked second

- 77 in favor of the alternative
 Alternative 3 ranked third

- 35 in favor of the alternative
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Analysis of 6 Conceptual Alternatives including Public Comments
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Results of Alternatives Analysis of Conceptual Alternatives

Differentiators:
 Effectiveness as Evacuation Route
 Level of Safety Improvements (based on conflict points)
 Potential Impacts to:

- Parcels
- Community Facilities
- Utilities
- Residential Structures
- Neighborhoods, including Environmental Justice 

Populations
- Historic Resources
- Floodplains and Creeks
- T&E Habitat

Preferred Conceptual Alternative: Alternative 6
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Results of Stakeholder Meeting #2 and Public Meeting #1

Results continued:
• Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 removed from 

further study
• Alternative 6 carried forward as the highest-

ranking alternative
• Revisions made to address public comments, 

resulting in 2 Viable Alternatives - Eastern 
Alternative A & Eastern Alternative B

• Presented to Stakeholders at Stakeholder 
Meeting #3
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Recap

Stakeholder Meeting #3
September 4, 2019
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Two Viable Alternatives and No Build presented to Stakeholders
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Analysis of 2 Viable Alternatives including Stakeholder Comments
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Results of Stakeholder Meeting #3

Results:
 Stakeholders liked both Viable Alternatives, but had issues on 

their end points
 Several comments were made that the southern intersection 

with SH 144 should be revised to allow easier turning for trucks
 Several comments were made regarding the northern 

intersection with SH 144

Recommended Alternative (including No-Build):
 Engineering and environmental analyses of 2 Viable 

Alternatives were conducted
 Based on the comments from Stakeholder Meeting #3, 

revisions were made, resulting in the Recommended Alternative
 Recommended Alternative carried forward for public comment
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Recap

Recommended 
Alternative
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Recommended Alternative
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Information on the Recommended Alternative
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If you have questions after the Public Meeting contact:

Natnael T. Asfaw, P.E., PMP
817-370-6603

Natnael.Asfaw@txdot.gov
-or-

Jerry W. Hunter, Jr.
254-965-3511

Jerry.Hunter@txdot.gov
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Thank You for Your 
Participation!
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