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Public Hearing 
February 25, 2014 

 
Summary and Analysis / Recommendation 

 
US 377 Cresson Relief Route 

 
District / County: Fort Worth / Hood and Johnson Counties 
 
CSJ / Project Numbers: 0080-11-001 and 0080-12-001 
 
Proposed Improvements: The proposed study limits are within Hood and Johnson Counties, 
Texas. The TxDOT Fort Worth District proposes to construct a four-lane relief route west of US 
377 and the City of Cresson. The proposed project is approximately 3.02 miles in length and 
begins one mile south of the intersection of US 377 and SH 171 and ends approximately one 
mile north of the intersection. 
 
The proposed roadway would be a four-lane divided roadway with two 12-foot wide lanes in 
each direction, 10-foot wide outside shoulders, and a 48-foot wide median which includes 
four-foot wide inside shoulders. The proposed relief route would bridge over SH 171 and the 
Fort Worth and Western Railroad (FWWR). The proposed relief route would typically require a 
width of 240 feet of new ROW. Additional ROW width will be required at locations where cut and 
fill are required for slopes, and near intersections with US 377 at the beginning and end of the 
project. 
 
At the project termini, grade-separations with 14-foot wide ramps would provide connectivity to 
existing US 377. At the southern limit, the relief route would bridge over Old Granbury Road and 
ramps would allow access to the existing highway. At the northern project limit, the relief route 
would pass under a proposed access road and ramps would provide access. Travel on the 
proposed access road would be necessary for motorists who want to continue south on existing 
US 377 or those who have traveled north on the relief route and then want to travel south on 
existing US 377. Old Granbury Road and the proposed access road would include two 12-foot 
wide lanes in each direction and 10-foot wide shoulders. 
 
Need and Purpose: The proposed project is needed because proximity of the at-grade railroad 
crossing on US 377 to the SH 171 intersection impedes traffic flow; accidents occur along US 
377 near SH 171; a high level of truck traffic leads to congestion along US 377; short-term 
solutions currently in place will not provide extended relief for motorists using US 377 and SH 
171; and, US 377 belongs to the Texas Highway Trunk System (the Trunk System) but does not 
meet TxDOT design criteria for the Trunk System. 
 
At-Grade Railroad Crossing 
The FWWR crosses US 377 approximately 200 feet north of the SH 171 intersection. West of 
this crossing is a railroad switch yard. Traffic along US 377 is stopped numerous times per day 
because of trains traveling through Cresson or trains switching tracks. A study by the Texas 
Transportation Institute (TTI) in May 2008 reported four through moves and nine switching 
moves were typical for that crossing each day. Some of these movements occur during peak 
traffic periods and cause extended travel delays. In addition to causing travel time delays, the 
crossing also poses a safety risk to motorists. According to FHWA’s January 1st, 2008 Accidents 
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Prediction Report, this particular crossing is the second most likely railroad crossing to have an 
accident in the state of Texas. This report is based on accident data from the previous five 
years, the number of trains each day, and average daily traffic (ADT) on US 377. 
 
Accident Data 
TxDOT accident data for US 377 and SH 171 within the study area is provided in Table 1. 
 

Table 1: Accidents Reported on US 377 and SH 171 

County Roadway 

Number of Accidents by Year and Injury 
2009 2010 2011 2012 

Injury 
Non-
Injury Injury 

Non-
Injury Injury 

Non-
Injury Injury 

Non-
Injury 

Hood County US 377 4 19 6 18 8 19 5 19 
 SH 171 1 5 3 2 0 2 2 5 
Johnson 
County US 377 2 2 1 3 1 6 0 5 

 SH 171 0 1 2 1 0 0 0 1 
Total Per Year 34 36 36 37 

Source: TxDOT, April 2013. 
 
Of the 35 injury accidents reported over four years, two resulted in incapacitating injuries and 
the remaining were either potential injuries or not considered incapacitating injuries. No fatalities 
were reported. One reported accident was the result of a vehicle not stopping for the train. Six 
accidents could be considered the result of impatient movements because of a lengthy queue 
time at the train crossing (disregarding a traffic light or following too closely), and 34 accidents 
were the result of speeding, which could also be attributable to a lengthy wait. Finally, 51 
reported accidents (11 of which included injuries) occurred during the peak travel periods. For 
purposes of this analysis, peak travel periods were considered to be from 5:00 a.m. to 8:30 a.m. 
and 4:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. An additional hour (5:00 a.m. to 6:00 a.m. and 6:30 p.m. to 7:30 
p.m.) was included in the peak travel periods because Cresson is located on the commuter 
route from Granbury to Fort Worth and motorists would likely leave earlier and arrive later than 
the typical peak travel periods. 
 
Traffic Data 
According to TxDOT Transportation, Planning and Programming Division (TP&P), the 
anticipated 2015 ADT on US 377 within the City of Cresson is approximately 24,400 vehicles 
per day (vpd). The 2035 ADT is estimated to be 33,900 vpd; an increase of 39 percent over 20 
years. Approximately 7 percent of the vehicles on US 377 in this area are heavy-duty trucks. 
 
The 2015 ADT on SH 171 within the City of Cresson is estimated to be 10,400 vpd. The 2035 
ADT is estimated to be 16,600 vpd; an increase of 60 percent over 20 years. 
 
Consistency with Previous Studies 
In 2008, the North Central Texas Council of Governments (NCTCOG) and the TTI studied the 
US 377/SH 171/FWWR intersection in the City of Cresson and provided short-term 
recommendations to the existing traffic problems. Proposed recommendations included 
expanding the US 377/SH 171 intersection; modifying SH 171 and Broadway Street to a couplet 
system; and relocating SH 171 to Broadway Street. These recommendations were presented to 
the City of Cresson as potential short-term solutions that could be implemented quickly. 
However, as noted by NCTCOG and TTI, the best long-term solution is to provide a 
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grade-separated railroad crossing. The proposed project is consistent with the results of these 
studies. 
 
Regional Transportation Needs 
The City of Cresson is located on US 377 approximately halfway between the cities of Fort 
Worth and Granbury. As shown in Table 2, the 2010 population of Cresson is relatively small 
indicating that it is not the final destination for the majority of vehicles using US 377. Instead, US 
377 provides regional access for those commuting to Fort Worth or commercial vehicles 
providing goods and services to the Hood, Johnson, and Parker County areas. Since 1990, the 
City of Granbury and Hood and Parker Counties have almost doubled in size. Johnson County 
grew 55 percent during the same time period (1990 – 2010). An improved regional roadway is 
needed to better serve the transportation needs outside of the City of Cresson. The following 
table provides data on the population growth in the region supported by US 377. 
 

Table 2: Population Data 
City/County 1990 2000 2010 

City of Benbrook 19,564 20,208 21,234 
City of Cresson N/A 623* 741* 
City of Fort Worth 447,619 534,694 741,206 
City of Granbury 4,045 5,718 7,978 
Hood County 28,981 41,400 51,182 
Johnson County 97,165 126,811 150,934 
Parker County 64,785 88,495 116,927 
Source: U.S. Census 2010 PL94-171, NCTCOG, February 2011.  
* - U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census and 2010 Census 
N/A – Not available 

 
Texas Highway Trunk System 
The Trunk System was developed by TxDOT to connect large population centers, major ports, 
and other points of entry in Texas. The design criteria developed by TxDOT state that the Trunk 
System highways should be at least four-lane divided highways with grade-separated railroad 
crossings. Additionally, relief routes built as part of the Trunk System should be controlled-
access facilities. 
 
The purpose of the proposed project is to provide a long-term solution to identified traffic issues 
at the US 377 and SH 171 intersection. 
 
Environmental Document Approval: The Federal Highway Administration approved the 
environmental assessment for satisfactory for further processing on June 6, 2013. 

TxDOT conducted three work group meetings (held February 17, March 25, and July 28, 2010) 
and two public meetings: the first held on May 13, 2010, and the second held on December 12, 
2011. 
 
Notices and Articles: A notice of public hearing was published in the Fort Worth Star Telegram 
on January 26, 2014 and February 16, 2014 and in the Hood County News on January 25, 2014 
and February 15, 2014. Notices were mailed to adjacent property owners and public officials. 
  
Public Hearing Date and Place: A Public Hearing was held on Tuesday, February 25, 2014, at 
Bear Creek Community Church, located at 18600 Highway 377 S., Cresson, Texas 76035. The 
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layouts were available for public viewing from 6:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. before the Public Hearing 
began at 7:00 p.m. and adjourned at 8:20 p.m. 
 
Attendance: The registration sheets indicated 120 people attended the public hearing. Of 
these, 84 were private citizens. The remaining attendees were from TxDOT, FHWA, elected 
officials, city and county government representatives, and the design consultant. 
 
Conducted By: Mr. Brian Barth, P.E., District Engineer for the Fort Worth District of TxDOT, 
convened and adjourned the public hearing. Ms. Jamye Sawey, District Environmental 
Supervisor, explained the public hearing process, project information, the environmental 
assessment, and introduced key TxDOT and Civil Associates, Inc. staff, and the elected/local 
officials and city/county personnel in attendance. The elected or local officials in attendance 
were Pam Manley, City of Cresson Alderperson; Jeff Tout, Hood County Commissioner; Ron 
Pyles, City of Cresson Alderperson; Bob Cornett, Mayor of Cresson; Charlotte Minor, City of 
Cresson Alderperson; a representative of Jim Lloyd Keffer, Texas State Representative; Mike 
Lang, Hood County Constable; Mickey Parson, City of Granbury Councilmember; Darrell 
Cockerham, Hood County Judge; Nin Hulett, Mayor of Granbury; Steve Berry, Hood County 
Commissioner; Tony Allen, Mayor Pro Tem of Granbury; Jack Farr, City of Cresson 
Alderperson; James Deaver, Hood County Commissioner; Ron Becker, Mayor Pro Tem of 
Cresson; a representative of Mike Conaway, U.S. Congressman; and, Texas State Senator 
Brian Birdwell. Mr. Naser Abusaad, P.E. with Civil Associates, Inc., Project Manager, provided 
an overview of the proposed project design. Mr. Kelly Price, TxDOT North Right-of-Way Project 
Delivery Manager, explained the right of way acquisition and relocation assistance process. 
 
Exhibits: Plans illustrating the proposed project were displayed for public view and comment. 
These plans included design schematics on aerial photograph and the Environmental 
Assessment document. TxDOT’s Right-of-Way booklet and Relocation Assistance booklets 
(both in English and Spanish) were made available to the public. Handouts including the public 
hearing agenda/project information sheet, hard copies of the PowerPoint presentation slides, 
comment form, and request to make oral statement form were given to attendees. 
 
Comments from Elected/Local Officials: 
Verbal: 
Two elected officials provided verbal comments during the Public Hearing Opportunity for Public 
Comment. One expressed concern regarding the safety of residents that reside north of the 
proposed project accessing northbound and southbound US 377. The second discussed the 
potential economic impact to the city due to the loss of sales tax income generated by drive-by 
traffic, and measures the city intends to take dampen the impact. 
 
Written: 
Two elected officials submitted comments regarding the proposed project. One of these officials 
expressed support of the proposed project and discussed the safety of the existing facility; that 
safety impacts of the proposed project were not adequately analyzed; and, that safer access to 
US 377 for residents living north of the proposed project should be implemented with the 
proposed project. The other official submitted a list of features for TxDOT to consider during the 
final design process including emergency vehicle crossovers on the proposed project on both 
sides of SH 171 and a crossover on Business US 377 at City Hall. The Hood County 
Commissioners Court submitted a letter of support. A resolution supporting the proposed project 
was submitted by Mayor Nin Hulett and the City of Granbury. 
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Comments from Public: 
Verbal: 
Four verbal comments were made during the Public Hearing Opportunity for Public Comment. 
One read a letter of support from the Lake Granbury Area EDC Board of Directors. A 
representative of Miles Ranch expressed her concern regarding the impacts of the proposed 
project to their family cattle operation; belief that the purpose of the proposed project is to 
generate revenue for the City of Granbury and Hood County; and, the traffic issue at the railroad 
is no longer an issue because the business that created the problem relocated. Another citizen 
described the project was not necessary and discussed the issue of FWWR blocking a US 
Highway; undeveloped land owned by FWWR that could be used to assemble trains; and, 
potential impacts to businesses due to the loss of traffic. The final commenter stated why she 
believes there is a bottleneck in the proposed design presented at the Public Hearing. 
 
Written: 
Three comments were submitted that stated support for the proposed project. 
 
Three comments were submitted stating opposition of the proposed project or requesting the 
proposed project be reconsidered/reevaluated. 
 
Five comments were received that suggested different alternatives including elevating the 
railroad tracks; underpass or overpass on the existing alignment; and elevated ramps 
connecting SH 171 and US 377. Graphics depicting their idea of an alternative to the proposed 
project were included with two of these comments. 
 
One commenter suggested shifting the alignment east. 
 
Two comments were received that described access between the proposed relief route and SH 
171 needs to be reevaluated. 
 
One person requested a copy of the Public Hearing presentation be emailed to him. 
 
Four comments were submitted concerning potential impacts to their agricultural operation and 
division of land by the proposed project. 
 
Two comments were submitted in which citizens expressed their belief that purpose of the 
proposed project is to economically benefit other municipalities/entities, and not to resolve the 
traffic issue in Cresson. 
 
One person explained their rationalization as to why they believe there is a bottleneck in the 
proposed design presented at the Public Hearing. 
 
Three comments were submitted regarding impacts to drainage upon construction of the 
proposed project. 
 
Three comments were submitted with concerns about access between personal property and 
the proposed relief route and Business US 377. 
 
Three comments questioned the impact of the proposed project on future development. 
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One comment expressed concern regarding the potential impact to area businesses due a 
potential decrease in traffic volume in Cresson. 
 
Two comments stated that the traffic problem at the railroad crossing no longer exists. 
 
One person is concerned the proposed project will impact their quality of life. 
 
Summary of Major Comments/Issues that were Addressed: 
Detailed TxDOT responses to issues and concerns can be found in the Comment and 
Response Report. The written comments suggest a division in support mainly by commuters 
utilizing the roadway and opposition by local landowners of the proposed project. Several 
comments raised concern regarding the following: (1) impacts to farming/ranching operation and 
division of land; (2) effect of the proposed project on area drainage; (3) access between the 
proposed project/Business US 377 and personal property; (4) the claim that the traffic problem 
at the railroad no longer exists; and (5) proposed design alternatives to the Preferred Build 
Alternative. 
 
TxDOT Response to Public Hearing Comments 
(1) TxDOT is committed to working with adjacent property owners during the ROW acquisition 

process to identify and address questions and concerns. 
 
Both the United States and Texas Constitutions provide that no private land may be taken 
for public purposes without adequate compensation. The TxDOT ROW Acquisition and 
Relocation Assistance Program will be conducted in accordance with the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policy Act of 1970, as amended, in the 
Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987. 
 
Property owners are compensated for right of way acquired based on the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Act of 1970. Property is appraised at 
fair market value as determined by an independent appraiser and the property owner is 
offered this compensation. Compensation could include not only the fair market value for the 
land acquired but any improvements within the taking and damages, if any, to the 
remainder. Per State Law, TxDOT can only acquire the necessary right of way needed for 
the construction of the US 377 Cresson Relief Route facility. 
 
Where appropriate, the just compensation for the real property to be acquired and for 
compensable damages to remaining real property will be separately stated. Concerning 
damages to remaining property, when only a portion of the property is needed, an offer for 
the amount of damages will only be made if in the appraisal process, it is indicated that the 
remaining property will have a lesser value after the roadway is constructed. 
 
TxDOT would coordinate with affected property owners to explore the possibility of 
constructing a cattle pass over the proposed project. According to Texas Administrative 
Code, Title 43, Rule §21.81, TxDOT shall determine the necessity, location, and design of 
all passes and cattle guards based on a detailed study of current operations of land use. 
The use of a pass across the ROW may be by permit, contractual agreement, or retention of 
pass rights in the conveyance of ROW to the State. 
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(2) As a matter of TxDOT policy, the proposed roadway drainage system would be designed to 
convey the preferred design flood based on existing land use conditions. The proposed 
design would be checked with a 100-year flood event to ensure that there are no negative 
impacts on existing facilities either upstream or downstream due to the project. Any increase 
in runoff due to future development would be managed by the local government, and any 
decision to retain or not retain water for a development would be determined through the 
local government. 
 

(3) TxDOT is committed to working with adjacent property owners during the ROW acquisition 
process to identify locations where access can be granted while providing safety and 
mobility along the corridor. Existing local access to US 377 would be maintained with the 
proposed project. Access would be controlled along the proposed relief route and near 
connections along existing US 377. No driveways leading directly to the proposed relief 
route would be allowed. 
 

(4) Local Alarm Reports (LAR) gathered by TxDOT for period July 1, 2013 through April 16, 
2014 reveals that railroad warning signals are still active. Note that there was a gap in the 
data between July 19, 2013 and April 2, 2014 because a controller was replaced (and no 
data was recorded between those dates.) Analyzing the available data from April 2014 
shows that for crossing number 1401 (US 377 and SH 171), the number of warning signal 
activations per day ranged from six to 20, with an average of 14 warning signal activations 
per day. These activations ranged from a minimum of less than one minute to a maximum of 
53 minutes. Of these activations, approximately 46 percent were two minutes or less; 39 
percent were between three and five minutes; and, 15 percent were greater than five 
minutes. The average duration of each activation was two minutes. Comparing this data with 
available data from about one year ago (July 2013 available data), shows that number of 
warning signal activations per day ranged from three to 22, with an average of 11 warning 
signal activations per day. These activations ranged from a minimum of one minute to a 
maximum of 11 minutes. Of these activations, approximately 57 percent were two minutes 
or less; 26 percent were between three and five minutes; and, 17 percent were greater than 
five minutes. The average duration of each activation was two minutes. 

 
(5) Five conceptual alternatives were considered during the project planning stage. These 

included two relief route options to the west (Alternatives B1 and B2), one relief route option 
to the east (Alternative C), and two through-town options – a bridge option (Alternative A) 
and a “tunnel” option (Alternative D). Alternative B1 is approximately 3,000 feet west of the 
US 377/SH 171 intersection and Alternative B2 is approximately 1,500 feet west of the same 
intersection. No support was provided by local officials or the public for Alternative C and 
very little support was provided for Alternative D. After analyzing public input, it was 
determined that Alternative B2 was the alternative preferred by the public followed by 
Alternative A and Alternative B1. TxDOT compared and analyzed the design elements and 
identified impacts of the three alternatives and determined that Alternative B1 was the 
technically preferred alternative. Alternative A was removed from consideration because it 
was an urban solution for a rural area and would cause the highest level of construction and 
visual impacts. Alternative B2 was removed from consideration because it would not provide 
room for ramp connections between US 377 and SH 171; would interfere with the potential 
couplet option along SH 171; and, would have disproportionate impacts to one property 
owner. Alternative B1 meets the need and purpose, and is supported by Hood County and 
the City of Cresson. It was determined that Alternative B1 would be carried forward for 
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analysis as the preferred build alternative. After review of the comments received, TxDOT is 
developing more detailed design and costs analyses of Alternative A including a 
through-town bridge option and plans to present the analyses during additional public 
involvement. 
 

Recommendation: After review of the comments received during the public involvement phase, 
TxDOT is developing more detailed design and costs analyses of Alternative A including a 
through-town bridge option. TxDOT plans to present the analyses and obtain further comments 
during additional public involvement to be held for this project. 
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Public Hearing 
February 25, 2014 

 
Comment and Response Report 

 
US 377 Cresson Relief Route 

 
(CSJs: 0080-11-001 and 0080-12-001) 

 
Name of Individual Representing Comment # Type 

Pam Manley, Alderperson Self and City of 
Cresson 1 Verbal 

Mayor Bob Cornett City of Cresson 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 
15 

Verbal & 
Written 

Warren Ketterman Lake Granbury Area 
EDC  8 Verbal & 

Written 

Diane & John Miles Miles Ranch 9, 10, 11, 12, 
13 

Verbal & 
Written 

Albert Brush Self 13, 14, 15 Verbal 

Donna Kelleher Self 16, 17 Verbal & 
Written 

Stacey Martin Self 18 Written 
John Miles Jr. Self 12 Written 
Derrick Parish Self 19 Written 

Robert Winterbauer Miles Ranch 9 Written 
Mayor Pro Tem Ron Becker City of Cresson 1, 8, 20 Written 

Gary & Debra Biekel Self 21 Written 
Judge Darrell Cockerham, 

Commissioners James Deaver, Jeff 
Tout, and Steve Berry 

Hood County 8 Written 

Mayor Nin Hulett City of Granbury 8 Written 
Gary Keel Self 12 Written 

Peter Malin & Randy Stern Land Fund Managers, 
LP 18, 21, 22 Written 

Dan & Wendy Miles Miles Ranch 9, 10, 11, 12, 
13, 15, 17, 22 Written 

J. Ray Oujesky Helen Grove and HKG 
Management, Ltd. 

9, 13, 18, 21, 
22, 23, 24 Written 

Mike Scott Granbury Chamber of 
Commerce 8 Written 

Andy Sutton Bentwater POA 8 Written 
John Webb Self 12 Written 

 
Comment 1 – Impact to Residents North of the Proposed Project 
Commenters believe the effects of the proposed project on people who live north of the 
proposed project were not adequately considered. They shared concerns questioning how area 
residents would safely access northbound and southbound US 377, north of the proposed relief 
route. 
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Specific intersections of concern include US 377 at Skyline Drive, East Bluebonnet Drive, Deer 
Run Court, and Constellation Drive. Commenters stated that the interruption in northbound US 
377 traffic caused by the traffic signal at the US 377/SH 171 intersection creates gaps in the 
traffic flow which allow motorists from the aforementioned side streets to safely access US 377. 
The installation of northbound US 377 acceleration lanes at the aforementioned intersections 
should be considered. 
 
Response 1 
While it is reasonable to assume that the traffic signal at the US 377/SH 171 intersection causes 
gaps in northbound US 377 traffic, one must take into consideration that the turning movements 
of motorists from east/westbound SH 171 to northbound US 377 fill those gaps. Therefore, the 
flow of traffic is actually continuous as northbound US 377 traffic is interspersed with those 
accessing US 377 from SH 171 at the intersection. Upon implementation of the proposed 
project, these turning movements would continue to occur as they do under existing conditions. 
 
For those that have access to East Bluebonnet Drive, a northbound US 377 acceleration lane 
currently exists at the intersection. Regarding accessing southbound US 377, motorists in this 
area have the option to turn right (north) into the acceleration lane, accelerate, and merge with 
traffic. Motorists then continue northward where they can access a median cut using a 
designated left-turn lane, and then conduct a U-turn. This median cut is not associated with any 
side streets, only driveways. 
 
Comment 2 – Business Signage on US 377 
Commenter requested business signage on both ends of the proposed project. 
 
Response 2 
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) has partnered with LoneStar Logos & Signs 
to operate the Logo and Directional Signs Program. The City of Cresson and area businesses 
are advised to contact LoneStar Logos & Signs for information on eligibility, availability, and 
pricing. Program and contact information can be found at http://www.lone-starlogos.com/. 
 
Comment 3 – Ramp Construction 
Commenter requested temporary construction of the initial on/off ramps with a commitment from 
TxDOT to construct new on/off ramps in an “X configuration” once the City of 
Cresson-constructed backer roads are complete. This would allow development on either side 
of the bypass, namely south of SH 171. Commenter asks that final transition to the “X 
configuration” on/off ramps be as efficient and economical as possible. 
 
Response 3 
Per the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the City of Cresson and TxDOT, dated 
February 21, 2014, TxDOT would allow for future access to the facility for connectivity with city 
streets. This connectivity would be provided by approved ramp designs by the City and 
approved by TxDOT. TxDOT would fund the City of Cresson proposed access to the backage 
roads. 
 
Comment 4 – Emergency Vehicle Crossovers 
Commenter requested emergency vehicle crossovers on the relief route on both sides of SH 
171. 
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Response 4 
TxDOT will coordinate with the City during the detailed design phase to assess the possibility of 
installing emergency median crossovers and their potential locations. 
 
Comment 5 – Median Opening at Cresson City Hall on Business US 377 
Commenter requested a crossover on Business US 377 at the Cresson City Hall. 
 
Response 5 
Per TxDOT’s Roadway Design Manual (revised 10/2014), median openings should only be 
provided for street intersections or at intervals for major developed areas. The Cresson City Hall 
is not located adjacent to a street intersection or in a major developed area and it is located 
within approximately 800 feet of the Old Granbury Road intersection. 
 
Upon implementation of the proposed project, motorists southbound on Business US 377 can 
access northbound Business US 377, and subsequently Cresson City Hall, by conducting a 
U-turn at the intersection with Old Granbury Road. Motorists traveling from Cresson City Hall 
seeking southbound Business US 377 would continue movements as they do under existing 
conditions. 
 
Comment 6 – Bridge Over Relief Route 
Commenter requested a finished elevation profile on the relief route between SH 171 and Old 
Granbury Road which would allow for a future at-grade bridge over the relief route at the 
proposed site of Crossroads Boulevard. 
 
Response 6 
Per the MOU between the City of Cresson and TxDOT, dated February 21, 2014, TxDOT would 
allow a future grade separated crossing. This design would be provided by the City and 
approved by TxDOT. Final design of the relief route would optimize the profile grade for the 
future grade separation. 
 
Comment 7 – Slocum Ranch Road 
Commenter requested that the final design includes retaining walls in order to minimize the 
easement footprint and thereby eliminate the need to close or relocate a portion of Slocum 
Ranch Road and to anticipate U-turns at SH 171. 
 
Response 7 
Per the MOU between the City of Cresson and TxDOT, dated February 21, 2014, TxDOT would 
allow for future U-turn roadways under the proposed SH 171/Fort Worth and Western Railroad 
(FWWR) bridge. This design would be provided by the City and approved by TxDOT. TxDOT’s 
final design of the relief route would minimize needed right-of-way (ROW) and make every 
attempt to allow Slocum Ranch Road to remain in place. 
 
Comment 8 - Support 
The commenters expressed support for the proposed project. 
 
Response 8 
Comment noted. 
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Comment 9 – Impacts to Livestock Operation 
Commenters expressed their concerns regarding the impacts of the proposed project on their 
livestock operations. They believe the proposed project would negatively impact the functionality 
of their ranches. Concerns include the proposed project limiting their access to their cattle; 
division of their land and limited or no access between various farming facilities; difficulty in 
moving livestock from one side of the relief route to the other; the proposed project leaving 
divided tracts of land impractical for grazing cattle; and, the impact of vehicular noise potentially 
impairing the free movement of cattle. 
 
Commenters stated that access beneath the proposed project must be provided for livestock 
and equipment for the continuation of their business. 
 
Response 9 
TxDOT is committed to working with adjacent property owners during the ROW acquisition 
process to identify and address questions and concerns. 
 
Property owners are compensated for ROW acquired based on the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Act of 1970. Property is appraised at fair market value 
as determined by an independent appraiser and the property owner is offered this 
compensation. Compensation could include not only the fair market value for the land acquired 
but any improvements within the taking and damages, if any, to the remainder. Per State Law, 
TxDOT can only acquire the necessary ROW needed for the construction of the US 377 
Cresson Relief Route facility. 
 
TxDOT would coordinate with affected property owners to explore the possibility of constructing 
a cattle pass over the proposed project. According to Texas Administrative Code, Title 43, Rule 
§21.81, TxDOT shall determine the necessity, location, and design of all passes and cattle 
guards based on a detailed study of current operations of land use. The use of a pass across 
the ROW may be by permit, contractual agreement, or retention of pass rights in the 
conveyance of ROW to the State. 
 
Regarding Miles Ranch, TxDOT met with ranch representatives on April 11, 2014 to discuss the 
ranch operators concerns and determine damages, as well as discuss the possibility of 
constructing a cattle pass over the proposed relief route to connect the divided ranch. 
 
Regarding the Helen Groves and HKG Management, Ltd. property, the width of the access 
beneath the proposed US 377 bridge over FWWR and SH 171 is approximately 400 feet from 
the edge of the service road to the edge of the embankment beneath the proposed bridge. The 
height of the proposed bridge (from ground level to bottom of the bridge) in this section ranges 
from approximately 24 feet to 34 feet. These dimensions allow for adequate space to operate 
vehicles and herd cattle between tracts. The presence of a utility easement beneath the bridge 
does not prohibit the property owner from utilizing the land, and therefore would not limit access 
available beneath the bridge. An access easement would be implemented and allow vehicular 
access beneath the bridge, as well as allow for the movement of livestock and related 
equipment between tracts. Continued use of the east tract for cattle grazing is feasible. The 
height and width of the access beneath the proposed bridge are sufficient. The area of the east 
tract would be approximately 65 acres and would provide an adequate amount of space for 
grazing cattle. Within the clients’ parcels, the proposed structure elevates from ground level and 
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continues to rise to proposed bridge height at FWWR and SH 171. With that, the vehicular noise 
would likely not be a deterrent to grazing cattle because much of the proposed relief route within 
their property is not at ground level. Additionally, cattle are capable of learning to move between 
the east and west tracts. 
 
Comment 10 – Project to Benefit Others 
Commenters are under the impression that the proposed project is being implemented to benefit 
other entities including the City of Granbury, Hood County, and Cresson Crossroads. 
 
Response 10 
Implementation of the proposed project is not to create more revenue for Granbury and Hood 
County, or to benefit the investors of Cresson Crossroads. There is the possibility that the 
proposed project could indirectly affect revenue for Granbury or Hood County and/or the rate of 
development in Cresson Crossroads, but neither are the purpose of the proposed project. The 
proposed project is needed because proximity of the at-grade railroad crossing on US 377 to 
the SH 171 intersection impedes traffic flow; accidents occur along US 377 near SH 171; a high 
level of truck traffic leads to congestion along US 377; short-term solutions currently in place will 
not provide extended relief for motorists using US 377 and SH 171; and, US 377 belongs to the 
Texas Highway Trunk System (the Trunk System) but does not meet current TxDOT design 
criteria for the Trunk System. The purpose of the proposed project is to provide a long-term 
solution to identified traffic issues at the US 377/SH 171 intersection. 
 
Comment 11 – Delay at Railroad Crossing No Longer an Issue 
Commenters shared that the traffic problem and delays at the railroad are no longer an issue 
because the business causing the problem at this location is no longer present, and therefore, is 
no longer a need for a relief route. 
 
Response 11 
Local Alarm Reports (LAR) gathered by TxDOT for period July 1, 2013 through April 16, 2014 
reveals that railroad warning signals are still active. Note that there was a gap in the data 
between July 19, 2013 and April 2, 2014 because a controller was replaced (and no data was 
recorded between those dates.) Analyzing the available data from April 2014 shows that for 
crossing number 1401 (US 377 and SH 171), the number of warning signal activations per day 
ranged from six to 20, with an average of 14 warning signal activations per day. These 
activations ranged from a minimum of less than one minute to a maximum of 53 minutes. Of 
these activations, approximately 46 percent were two minutes or less; 39 percent were between 
three and five minutes; and, 15 percent were greater than five minutes. The average duration of 
each activation was two minutes. Comparing this data with available data from about one year 
ago (July 2013 available data), shows that number of warning signal activations per day ranged 
from three to 22, with an average of 11 warning signal activations per day. These activations 
ranged from a minimum of one minute to a maximum of 11 minutes. Of these activations, 
approximately 57 percent were two minutes or less; 26 percent were between three and five 
minutes; and, 17 percent were greater than five minutes. The average duration of each 
activation was two minutes. 
 
Comment 12 – Suggested Alternatives to the Proposed Project 
Commenters suggested alternatives to the proposed US 377 Cresson Relief Route which 
included: 
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1) Elevating the railroad tracks; 
2) An overpass or underpass on the existing alignment; 
3) Expansion of the surface width of US 377 through Cresson and the rail crossing to 

accommodate an elevated segment of US 377 centered between the surface sections of 
the US 377 crossing over SH 171 and the rail crossing, with elevated ramps between 
southbound US 377 and westbound SH 171, and westbound SH 171 to northbound US 
377. 

 
Two commenters included a graphic representation of their idea with their written comment. 
One of which requested an independent appraisal for why the proposed project is cheaper than 
an overpass or underpass on the existing alignment and the other requested confirmation that 
his proposal was considered, regardless of feasibility. 
 
Response 12 

1) An alternative to elevate the FWWR railroad tracks over US 377 was not considered due 
to the high cost associated with elevating railroad tracks and the disruption to existing 
railroad operations. Cost elements include acquisition of ROW from FWWR and 
neighboring properties; compensation for damages associated with relocating the 
railroad tracks and modifying adjacent track alignments; and costs associated with the 
construction of a temporary detour road around and over FWWR as intermittent closures 
of US 377 would be required during construction. 
 
After the Public Hearing, a sketch-level planning estimate was developed for an 
alternative that reconstructed the railroad to become elevated over existing US 377. 
Assuming 1 percent to 1.5 percent railroad grades and providing adequate clearance 
from the bottom of the proposed railroad bridge to the surface of US 377, the length of 
railroad reconstruction would be approximately two miles with an estimated cost 
between $54 million to $56 million (in 2014 dollars), not including railroad signals or 
controls. 
 

2) Five conceptual alternatives were considered during the project planning stage. These 
included two through-town options – a bridge option (Alternative A) and a “tunnel” option 
(a depressed “U-wall” section with a bridge under the existing railroad) (Alternative D). 
Very little support was provided for Alternative D by local officials or the public. After 
analyzing public input, it was determined that Alternative A was among the top three 
alternatives preferred by the public. TxDOT compared and analyzed the design 
elements and identified impacts of the top three alternatives. Alternative A was removed 
from consideration because it was an urban solution for a rural area and would cause 
the highest level of construction and visual impacts. Alternatives A and D would require 
additional displacements while Alternatives B1, B2, and C would not. The preferred 
alternative (Alternative B1) meets the need and purpose, and is supported by Hood 
County and the City of Cresson. 
 
In 2014 dollars, the estimated cost of Alternative A (existing US 377 bridge over FWWR 
and SH 171) is approximately $53 million, and the estimated cost of Alternative D 
(depressing existing US 377 under SH 171 and FWWR) is approximately $66 million. 
These costs were developed using sketch-level planning quantities from the alternatives 
analysis phase of the proposed project and current unit costs. Alternative B1 
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(western-most relief route as presented at the Public Hearing) is estimated to cost 
between $39 million and $50 million (depending on ROW acquisition costs and bridge 
type). After review of the comments received, TxDOT is developing more detailed design 
and costs analyses of Alternative A including a through-town bridge option. TxDOT plans 
to present the analyses and obtain further comments during additional public 
involvement to be held for this project. 
 

3) Reconstructing US 377 through Cresson as suggested would require widening the 
existing facility and the acquisition of additional ROW. This would impact the very 
businesses the city relies on for sales tax income and that area residents have 
expressed concern about being bypassed due to the proposed project. During 
alternatives analysis, Alternative A was evaluated—Alternative A consisted of bridging 
US 377 on existing alignment over SH 171 and FWWR, while expanding US 377 surface 
road to be able to access SH 171 at-grade, as it does today. Adding elevated direct 
connectors for southbound US 377 to westbound SH 171 and westbound SH 171 to 
northbound US 377 would require extensive ROW from the northern quadrants of the 
intersection. In addition, these connections would require adequate vertical clearance 
over the railroad and yard at a skew, causing longer bridge spans which lead to deeper 
structure depths. Finally, the projected average daily traffic in 2035 for these movements 
do not warrant direct connectors—approximately, 1,200 vehicles per day (vpd) and 
2,220 vpd in 2035 for the southbound to westbound and westbound to northbound 
movements, respectively (Traffic source: TxDOT TP&P, 12-19-2011). 

 
Acknowledgement letters were sent on March 24 and 27, 2014 to those that submitted written 
comments, letting commenters know that TxDOT has reviewed their questions, suggestions, 
and concerns. 
 
Comment 13 – Do Not Support 
Commenters ask that TxDOT reconsider; postpone and reevaluate; and/or, reject the proposed 
project. 
 
Response 13 
Three Work Group meetings (held February 17, March 25, and July 28, 2010) were held in 
order to involve major landowners, community leaders, and key decision makers within the 
proposed US 377 Cresson Relief Route Study Area. In early 2010 an alternatives analysis was 
conducted, evaluating five build alternatives and a no build alternative. Evaluation criteria and 
methodology were established and each alternative analyzed. Based on the criteria established, 
the alternatives were evaluated by the Work Group at the second Work Group meeting held on 
March 25, 2010. Specific criteria, including safety, cost, impacted property owners and ROW 
width, were identified as most important to the public. 
 
A Public Meeting was held on May 13, 2010 to describe the proposed project to the public and 
present the preliminary route alternatives, constraints, and typical sections. The five build 
alternatives and the results of the alternative analysis were presented to the public at the Public 
Meeting. Attendees were encouraged to provide comments and feedback on the five build 
alternatives and the no build alternative. 
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It is through these public involvement activities; continued coordination with Hood and Johnson 
Counties and the City of Cresson; and, consideration of public/private concerns and comments 
that TxDOT has adequately justified the need for the proposed project; developed multiple 
alternatives; identified and evaluated potential benefits and impacts of these alternatives; and, 
selected a preferred alternative with the cooperation of the City and Counties. 
 
TxDOT appreciates the public’s interest in the proposed project and values the feedback 
provided. After review of the comments received, TxDOT is developing more detailed design 
and costs analyses of Alternative A including a through-town bridge option. TxDOT plans to 
present the analyses and obtain further comments during additional public involvement to be 
held for this project. 
 
Comment 14 – Illegal Activity by FWWR 
Commenter questions the practice and legality of FWWR allowing trains to block US 377, and 
FWWR’s apparent lack of utilizing FWWR-owned, undeveloped land to expand the switchyard 
and hence avoiding blocking US 377. 
 
Response 14 
While the commenter is correct that it is illegal for trains to block US highways for extended 
periods of time, the fines/repercussions associated with performing the illegal activity are not 
enough to serve as a deterrent to blocking US 377. Additionally, TxDOT is not a law 
enforcement agency. The responsibility to enforce the law lies with area law enforcement 
officials. 
 
Comment 15 – Impact to City of Cresson and Area Businesses 
Commenters express their concern regarding the impact of the proposed project on the City of 
Cresson. Existing businesses and their revenue would be impacted due to reduction in traffic 
through the town. This, in turn, could impact the City of Cresson’s income from local sales tax. 
 
Response 15 
The mayor of Cresson is expecting that the loss of pass-through traffic would result in fewer 
planned and unplanned stops at local convenience stores, restaurants and businesses resulting 
in an approximately 30 percent loss in local sales tax. However, motorists using SH 171 would 
maintain their existing movements at the US 377/SH 171 intersection and would continue to 
pass through downtown Cresson. This would maintain some existing commerce activities within 
Cresson. Based on 2035 traffic projections, approximately 9,000 to 15,000 vpd desire to 
continue on Business 377 through town to either access local streets or businesses or to access 
SH 171, while approximately 20,000 to 22,000 vpd desire to use the proposed US 377 Cresson 
Relief Route (Traffic source: TxDOT TP&P, 3-13-2012). 
 
Comment 16 – Bottleneck 
Commenter stated that they believe there is a bottleneck in the proposed design from the exit to 
southbound Business US 377 to east or westbound SH 171. Commenter stated that the 
back-up of traffic on southbound Business US 377 could eventually back-up onto the proposed 
relief route, and inquired if the traffic flow at this location had been simulated using a modeling 
tool which would consider the quantity and type of vehicle (car, truck, and bus) that use this 
portion of the roadway under varying conditions (stoplight, the train, accidents, and weather). 
The commenter suggested placing a warning sign or electronic message board that displays 
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when the US 377/SH 171 intersection is stopped, so then motorists would take the appropriate 
exit to avoid the potential back-up at the intersection. 
 
Response 16 
The distance from the southbound US 377 relief route exit to Business US 377 to the Business 
US 377/SH 171 intersection is approximately 6,500 feet. This distance could accommodate 325 
cars (20 feet per car as suggested in comment) or 92 tractor trailers (70 feet per tractor trailer as 
suggested in comment). The projected year 2035 traffic volume desiring to exit southbound US 
377 to Business 377 is approximately 4,900 vpd or 530 vehicles per peak hour (Traffic source: 
TxDOT TP&P, 3-13-2012). If a train is blocking the intersection for one-hour in the afternoon 
peak hour, then congestion could extend to US 377. However, should motorists on the exit ramp 
see that traffic is backed up; they can continue past the bridge over US 377 and reenter the US 
377 relief route via the entrance ramp. Should motorists that take the exit ramp then continue to 
the intersection with Business US 377 see that traffic is backed up; they can perform a left-turn 
(north) and perform the necessary turning movements to get back on southbound US 377, take 
the exit south of Cresson, and continue north to reach their desired destination. A traffic analysis 
was conducted using projected design year 2035 volumes. Using Synchro® and HCS analyses, 
the proposed US 377 highway segments and Business 377 intersection configurations are 
adequate to provide desirable Level of Service. 
 
Comment 17 – SH 171 Access From US 377 
Commenters stated that access between the proposed relief route and SH 171 needs to be 
reevaluated. One of which suggested a cloverleaf interchange. 
 
Response 17 
A cloverleaf and jug handles connecting the proposed US 377 Cresson Relief Route and SH 
171 were considered early on in the alternatives analysis; however, the City of Cresson 
requested TxDOT remove these alternatives from consideration and TxDOT obliged due to 
associated additional ROW impacts and costs. 
 
Comment 18 - Drainage 
Commenters expressed concern regarding impacts to existing drainage structures, current 
drainage patterns, and potential drainage accumulation due to the proposed project. One of 
which inquired if a proposed drainage structure is sufficiently sized for eventual urban build-out 
standards. 
 
Response 18 
As a matter of TxDOT policy, the proposed roadway drainage system would be designed to 
convey the preferred design flood based on existing land use conditions. The proposed design 
would be checked with a 100-year flood event to ensure that there are no negative impacts on 
existing facilities either upstream or downstream due to the project. Any increase in runoff due 
to future development would be managed by the local government, and any decision to retain or 
not retain water for a development would be determined through the local government. 
 
Regarding the Martin property, the existing culvert north of the proposed crossover to Business 
US 377, would not be impacted by the proposed project. Drainage from properties to the south 
would also continue to feed the chain of ponds along the tributary to Dickeys Branch, east of US 
377. However, the existing drainage patterns to the west of existing US 377 would remain 
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except where the proposed road is depressed. Upon further investigation, a proposed culvert 
under the proposed cross street would be provided to maintain drainage to the aforementioned 
existing culvert to the Martin property. 
 
Regarding the Land Fund Manager, LP property, the 4-foot by 3-foot MBC proposed just south 
of Old Granbury Road is sufficiently sized to accommodate drainage under existing conditions 
and to accommodate drainage upon completion of the proposed US 377 Cresson Relief Route 
project. TxDOT is not responsible for accommodating drainage needs of eventual urban build-
out standards because the need and purpose of the proposed project does not include 
economic development nor is the project proposed to serve a specific development. 
 
Regarding the Groves and HKG Management, Ltd. Property, drainage cross structures are 
proposed at two locations. Each would be a single 5-foot by 4-foot single box culvert (SBC). The 
culverts would be constructed at existing ground level beneath the proposed project, and would 
align with and maintain existing drainage patterns. Storm water runoff from the proposed project 
is not anticipated to exacerbate flooding on adjacent properties because storm water runoff 
would drain into median/ditch inlets that empty into the tributary to Dickeys Branch, east of US 
377. 
 
Comment 19 – Request Presentation 
Commenter requested a copy of the Public Hearing presentation be emailed to him so he could 
brief the Pecan Plantation Owners Association Board of Directors. 
 
Response 19 
A PDF version of the public hearing presentation was sent to the commenter via email on April 
9, 2014. 
 
Comment 20 - Safety 
Commenter expressed concern regarding the safety of the proposed project and does not 
believe that the safety impacts have been adequately considered. Commenter stated that it is 
incorrect to suggest that the proposed project would enhance driver safety. The commenter 
believes the US 377/SH 171 intersection is safer than the divided, higher speed US 377 
Highway that is both north and south of the intersection, and that moving traffic from this 
intersection to a similar highway would not enhance safety. 
 
Response 20 
The FWWR crosses US 377 approximately 200 feet north of the US 377/SH 171 intersection. 
West of this crossing is a railroad switchyard. Traffic along US 377 is stopped numerous times 
per day because of trains traveling through Cresson or trains switching tracks. A study by the 
Texas Transportation Institute (TTI) in May 2008 reported four through moves and nine 
switching moves were typical for that crossing each day. Some of these movements occur 
during peak traffic periods and cause extended travel delays. Local Alarm Reports (LAR) 
gathered by TxDOT for period July 1, 2013 through April 16, 2014 reveals that railroad warning 
signals are still active. Note that there was a gap in the data between July 19, 2013 and April 2, 
2014 because a controller was replaced (and no data was recorded between those dates.) 
Analyzing the available data from April 2014 shows that for crossing number 1401 (US 377 and 
SH 171), the number of warning signal activations per day ranged from six to 20, with an 
average of 14 warning signal activations per day. Comparing this data with available data from 
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about one year ago (July 2013 available data), shows that number of warning signal activations 
per day ranged from three to 22, with an average of 11 warning signal activations per day. In 
addition to causing travel time delays, the crossing also poses a safety risk to motorists. 
According to the Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) January 2008 Accidents Prediction 
Report, this particular crossing is the second most likely railroad crossing to have an accident in 
the State of Texas. This report is based on accident data from the previous five years, the 
number of trains each day, and average daily traffic on US 377. 
 
Additional accident data provided by TxDOT indicates the number of accidents per year and 
injury. TxDOT accident data for US 377 and SH 171 within the study area follows: 

 
Accidents Reported on US 377 and SH 171 

County Roadway 

Number of Accidents by Year and Injury 
2009 2010 2011 2012 

Injury Non-Injury Injury Non-
Injury Injury Non-

Injury Injury Non-
Injury 

Hood County US 377 4 19 6 18 8 19 5 19 
 SH 171 1 5 3 2 0 2 2 5 

Johnson 
County US 377 2 2 1 3 1 6 0 5 

 SH 171 0 1 2 1 0 0 0 1 
Total Per Year 34 36 36 37 

Source: TxDOT, April 2013 (extracted from Environmental Assessment). 
 
Of the 35 injury accidents reported over four years, two resulted in incapacitating injuries and 
the remaining were either potential injuries or not considered incapacitating injuries. No fatalities 
were reported. One reported accident was the result of a vehicle not stopping for the train. Six 
accidents could be considered the result of impatient movements because of a lengthy queue 
time at the train crossing (disregarding a traffic light or following too closely), and 34 accidents 
were the result of speeding, which could also be attributable to a lengthy wait. Finally, 51 
reported accidents (11 of which included injuries) occurred during the peak travel periods. For 
purposes of this analysis, peak travel periods were considered to be from 5:00 a.m. to 8:30 a.m. 
and 4:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. An additional hour (5:00 a.m. to 6:00 a.m. and 6:30 p.m. to 7:30 
p.m.) was included in the peak travel periods because Cresson is located on the commuter 
route from Granbury to Fort Worth and motorists would likely leave earlier and arrive later than 
the typical peak travel periods. 
 
While it is reasonable to assume that the existing traffic signal at the US 377/SH 171 
intersection causes gaps in US 377 traffic, one must take into consideration that the turning 
movements of motorists from east/westbound SH 171 to northbound US 377 fill those gaps. 
Therefore, the flow of traffic is actually continuous as US 377 traffic is interspersed with those 
accessing US 377 from SH 171 at the intersection. Upon implementation of the proposed 
project, these turning movements would continue to occur as they do under existing conditions. 
 
Comment 21 - Access 
Commenters expressed concern regarding access to Business US 377 and the proposed US 
377 Relief Route from their existing driveways and properties, and potentially bisected 
properties. Of these, one commenter would like to have a second lane installed at the on-ramp 
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going south from Old Granbury Road that would become a frontage road into their property and 
give access to adjacent lots. 
 
Response 21 
TxDOT is committed to working with adjacent property owners during the ROW acquisition 
process to identify locations where access can be granted while providing safety and mobility 
along the corridor. Purchase of access rights can be discussed during ROW acquisition for the 
project. 
 
Existing local access to US 377 would be maintained with the proposed project. Access would 
be controlled along the proposed relief route and near connections along existing US 377. No 
driveways leading directly to the proposed relief route would be allowed. 
 
In situations where no land would be acquired from an abutting property owner but denial of 
access is required, a ROW parcel would be created. Acquisition of the access control, however, 
would only occur with the following process: 
 

TxDOT would have the denial of access appraised using the new compensation standard of 
material impairment of direct access. If the appraisal indicates the access denial reaches a level 
of a material impairment of direct access that affects the market value of the remaining property, 
TxDOT would proceed through the normal acquisition procedures to acquire a release and 
relinquishment of access rights. TxDOT would base its offer on the appraised value. If the 
appraisal indicates the access control line does not materially impair direct access and/or does 
not affect the market value of the tract, TxDOT would not proceed with acquisition of the access 
control. The access control for these instances would remain under TxDOT’s police or permit 
power. 
 
Regarding the Biekel property, TxDOT would work with the property owner during the ROW 
acquisition process and detailed design phase of the proposed project to accommodate the 
property owner’s request to reposition the proposed driveway to their property. 
 
Regarding the Land Fund Manager, LP property, the proposed project would maintain property 
access where it currently exists without a second lane installed at the on-ramp going south from 
Old Granbury Road. Lots 1 and 3 do not currently have access to US 377 or Old Granbury 
Road, but would have access to US 377 and Old Granbury Road via the platted roadway that 
runs along the west side of the lots. To obtain a permit to construct driveways (where denial of 
access is not in place), please contact the TxDOT Stephenville Area Office. TxDOT may 
authorize the addition of driveways once all permitting requirements are met. 
 
Regarding the Groves and HKG Management, Ltd. Property, the proposed project would 
maintain access where it currently exists: one driveway entrance from SH 171. The proposed 
project would not impact the existing driveway nor would it impact the service road that runs 
along the north side of the FWWR tracks. Therefore, access to the east and west tracts would 
remain. The access space beneath the proposed US 377 bridge over the FWWR and SH 171 
would accommodate the passing of automobiles, equipment and herding livestock. 
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Comment 22 – Future Development 
Commenters expressed concern regarding the impacts of the proposed project on planned and 
potential future development. Commenters also state that denying access off of the proposed 
project inhibits potential new businesses from building where the new traffic flow would be. Of 
these, one commenter specified that the City of Cresson has completed engineering to bring 
sewer and water services to their property from the east side of US 377. The proposed project 
would triple the distance from the east side of existing US 377 to their property. They will need 
to plan to address this with proper engineering prior to or during construction. 
 
Response 22 
Per the MOU between the City of Cresson and TxDOT, dated February 21, 2014, TxDOT would 
not preclude any future development plans of the City of Cresson with the design of the relief 
route, including the plans for the City’s future adjacent backage roads (city streets) and access 
to these backage roads. 
 
Regarding potential future development adjacent to the proposed project, future facilities would 
likely be visible from the proposed relief route. Motorists on the proposed relief route that seek 
to reach these facilities could utilize the proposed ramps to reach Business US 377, and then 
drive on to the facility they are seeking. In any case, if a motorist is seeking a specific facility 
(gas station, fast food restaurant, etc.) and sees the facility and/or signage directing them to the 
facility, they would likely make the effort to navigate to that facility. This, in turn, would result in 
motorists driving through central Cresson and additional drive-by exposure for existing 
businesses. Additionally, potential future developments would likely be accessed by either SH 
171 or Business US 377. Those seeking to reach developments off of SH 171 or Business US 
377 would be required to utilize the ramps off of the proposed relief route and drive towards 
central Cresson to reach these developments. This, again, would result in additional drive-by 
exposure for existing businesses. 
 
Regarding the Land Fund Manager, LP property, per the MOU between the City of Cresson and 
TxDOT (dated February 21, 2014), TxDOT would not preclude any future development plans of 
the City of Cresson with the design of the relief route. The City of Cresson would be responsible 
for the utility relocation unless the utilities are located within a TxDOT easement. The 
commenter is advised to coordinate with the City of Cresson to reassess the completed 
engineering to bring sewer and water to their property from the east side of US 377. 
 
Regarding the Groves and HKG Management, Ltd. Property, potential future land developers 
would face the same challenges under existing conditions. This property currently does not 
have access to US 377 and has a single access to SH 171. Should the proposed project be 
implemented, the property would be bisected into nearly equal halves, which would be 
connected to each other, and SH 171, via the access beneath the proposed US 377 bridge over 
FWWR and SH 171. This access makes future development of the property possible. While the 
proposed project would lessen the amount of land available for development and bisect the 
property into two tracts, the possibility of utilizing the land for residential, commercial, and/or 
industrial development still would exist. 
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Comment 23 – Quality of Life 
Commenter concerned about impacts to their quality of life due to the proposed project. The 
expected negative impacts expected from the proximity of the proposed project to their home 
include noise, light, and air pollution. 
 
Response 23 
The elevated nature of the proposed relief route through the majority of the property minimizes 
the impacts, such as traffic noise and headlight glare, typically associated with an at-grade 
roadway that runs adjacent to development. 
 
A traffic noise analysis was conducted in accordance with TxDOT’s FHWA approved 2011 
“Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway Traffic Noise”. The proposed project would 
not result in a traffic noise impact. 
 
Existing and predicted traffic noise levels were modeled at receiver locations that represent the 
land use activity areas adjacent to the proposed project that might be impacted by traffic noise 
and potentially benefit from feasible and reasonable noise abatement. Receiver 4 was located 
approximately 165 feet due north of the family house located at 425 North Cresson Highway 
(subject of the comment). This home is located approximately 0.6 mile west of US 377 and 
one-quarter mile north of SH 171. The proposed ROW line for the preferred alternative is 
located approximately 480 feet southeast of the house. A noise impact occurs when either the 
absolute or relative criterion is met: 

 
• Absolute criterion: the predicted noise level at a receiver approaches, equals or 

exceeds the FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC). "Approach" is defined as one 
A-weighted sound level (dB[A]) below the FHWA NAC. 

• Relative criterion: the predicted noise level substantially exceeds the existing noise 
level at a receiver even though the predicted noise level does not approach, equal or 
exceed the FHWA NAC. “Substantially exceeds” is defined as more than 10 dB(A). 

 
Residential land use activity areas fall under Activity Category B, for which the FHWA NAC is 67 
dB(A) for the exterior. The existing traffic noise level for Receiver 4 is 59 dB(A). The predicted 
2035 noise level is 60 dB(A); therefore, there is no noise impact. It should also be noted that the 
ambient background noise was measured at the property line of this receiver because it is along 
the new location facility, away from existing US 377, and right-of-entry was not granted. 
 
Traffic data for the design year (2035) is 33,900 vpd. A prior TxDOT modeling study and 
previous analyses of similar projects demonstrated that it is unlikely that a carbon monoxide 
standard would ever be exceeded as a result of any project with an average annual daily traffic 
(AADT) below 140,000 vpd. The AADT projections for the project do not exceed 140,000 vpd; 
therefore, a Traffic Air Quality Analysis was not required. 
 
Air emissions will likely be lower than present levels in the design year as a result of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) national control programs that are projected to reduce 
annual mobile source air toxics (MSAT) emissions by 72 percent from 1999 to 2050. Local 
conditions may differ from these measures. However, the magnitude of the EPA-projected 
reductions is so great (even accounting for vehicles miles traveled growth) that the MSAT 
emissions in the project area are likely to be lower in the future. 
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The primary construction-related emissions are particulate matter (fugitive dust) from site 
preparation. These emissions are temporary in nature (only occurring during actual 
construction); it is not possible to reasonably estimate impacts from these emissions due to 
limitations of the existing models. However, the potential impacts of particulate matter emissions 
will be minimized by using fugitive dust control measures such as covering or treating disturbed 
areas with dust suppression techniques, sprinkling, covering loaded trucks, and other dust 
abatement controls, as appropriate. It is not anticipated that emissions from construction of this 
project will have any significant impact on air quality in the area. 
 
To minimize light pollution TxDOT would not propose to use high mast illumination systems. 
Only lighting at the grade separations and along entrance and exit ramps for safety would be 
provided to comply with safety lighting standards and the lighting design to comply with Texas 
Health and Safety Code Title 5, Subtitle F, Chapter 425. The referenced code addresses 
appropriate use of cutoff luminaires i.e. “dark sky” lighting for state funded outdoor lighting. 
 
Comment 24 – Shift Alignment 
Commenters suggest TxDOT shift the proposed alignment east. 
 
Response 24 
Five conceptual alternatives were considered during the project planning stage. These included 
two relief route options to the west (Alternatives B1 and B2), one relief route option to the east 
(Alternative C), and two through-town options – a bridge option (Alternative A) and a “tunnel” or 
depressed option (Alternative D). Alternative B1 is approximately 3,000 feet west of the US 
377/SH 171 intersection and Alternative B2 is approximately 1,500 feet west of the same 
intersection. No support was provided by local officials or the public for Alternative C and very 
little support was provided for Alternative D. After analyzing public input, it was determined that 
Alternative B2 was the alternative preferred by the public followed by Alternative A and 
Alternative B1. TxDOT compared and analyzed the design elements and identified impacts of 
the three alternatives and determined that Alternative B1 was the technically preferred 
alternative. Alternative A was removed from consideration because it was an urban solution for 
a rural area and would cause the highest level of construction and visual impacts. Alternative B2 
was removed from consideration because it would not provide room for ramp connections 
between US 377 and SH 171; would interfere with the potential couplet option along SH 171; 
and, would have disproportionate impacts to one property owner. Alternative B1 meets the need 
and purpose, and is supported by Hood County and the City of Cresson. It was determined that 
Alternative B1 would be carried forward for analysis as the preferred build alternative. After 
review of the comments received, TxDOT is developing more detailed design and costs 
analyses of Alternative A including a through-town bridge option. TxDOT plans to present the 
analyses and obtain further comments during additional public involvement to be held for this 
project. 
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RESOLUTION N0.14-06 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF GRANBURY, TEXAS SUPPORTING FURTHER 
DEVELOPMENT BY THE TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION {TXDOT) OF THE CRESSON 
RELIEF ROUTE; AUTHORIZING THE CITY 
SECRETARY TO FORWARD THE RESOLUTION TO 
TXDOT; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE 

WHEREAS, the City of Granbury, Texas ("City") is a home rule municipality chartered 
under the constitution and laws of the State of Texas; and 

WHEREAS, the City is situated in Hood County, Texas and thus uniquely affected by 
the transportation issues in Hood County; and 

WHEREAS, a flowing transportation system between the City and the Dallas/Fort Worth 
Metroplex is a vital component to the health and growth of the City; and 

WHEREAS, the routine interruption of traffic patterns by the rail crossing on US 
Highway 3 77 in Cresson has raised safety and economic concerns for the citizens and businesses 
in the City; and 

WHEREAS, a flawless and flowing highway system is an important component to the 
vitality of City; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF GRANBURY, TEXAS, that: 

Section 1: 

The findings and declarations contained m the Preambles of this Resolution are 
incorporated herein as part of this Resolution. 

Section 2: 

The City Council hereby finds and determines that it is wise, expedient, necessary and 
advisable and in the public interest and benefit that the City formally request that TXDOT begin 
prompt development of the Cresson Relief Route to be located along US Highway 3 77 near the 
City of Cresson, Texas so as to relieve and resolve the effects of the traffic congestion caused by 
the rail road crossing in Cresson. 



Section 3: 

The City Secretary is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this Resolution to TXDOT at 
its regional office upon its being duly executed by the Mayor. 

Section 4: 

This Resolution shall take effect immediately after its passage. 

DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Granbury, Texas 
on the 18th day ofFebruary, 2014. 

APPROVED: 

ATTEST: 







Redacted



Redacted



Redacted





Redacted



Redacted







Redacted







Redacted



Redacted



Redacted
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US 377 CRESSON RELIEF ROUTE - PUBLIC HEARING  
 
 
 
SLIDE 1 - Title 

 

Display SLIDE 1 before start of speeches 
 
 
Brian Barth 

 
SLIDE 2 – Opening – Project Vicinity 

 
 

It's now about 7:00 p.m.  I'd like to convene this public hearing for the 

planned improvements for the proposed United States Highway 377 Relief 

Route near Cresson. 
 
 
Good evening and welcome to this public hearing.  My name is Brian Barth.  

I am the District Engineer for the Fort Worth District of the Texas 

Department of Transportation, better known as TxDOT.   On behalf of 

the department, I'd like to express our thanks to everyone who is 

attending this public hearing.  I would also like to thank the Bear Creek 

Community Church for providing the facility. 
 
 
Tonight, we are in the final stages of public involvement, our public hearing. 

The public involvement process is one of the most important aspects of 

implementing a transportation project.  That is why we are here tonight to 

listen to you and receive your comments.  We are making both audio and 

video recordings of this hearing so that your statements can be accurately 

transcribed and understood. 
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SLIDE 3 – Agenda 
 

As for the agenda today, our environmental staff will outline the procedures 

for this hearing and provide an overview of the project.  Our consultant 

engineer will then describe aspects of the proposed plan. Following that, a 

representative from our r ight-of-way office will discuss procedures. 
 
 
We will then recess for about 20 minutes to allow everyone time to view the 

displays in more detail. Individuals involved with the project will be available 

at the displays to assist you by answering questions you may have and to 

help you understand how the project would affect adjacent properties. 
 
 
After the recess, the floor will be open for statements so that we may have 

the benefit of your comments about the project. This time will be strictly for 

statements only, with a response provided only in the written summary and 

analysis of the hearing. 
 
 
Statements should be made to tell us what you like about the project, as 

well as concerns.  Help us provide a balanced design that would 

accommodate the needs of everyone.  In response to the statements, we 

may alter the plan if a feasible and prudent adjustment is possible after we 

meet with the affected property owners.   

 

I will now introduce Ms. Jamye Sawey, our District Environmental 

Supervisor, to further outline the purpose and procedures for this 

hearing and to provide a project introduction. 
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Jamye Sawey   
 
 
SLIDE 4 – Public Hearing Purpose 

 

During project development, we held Project Work Group and public 

meetings to receive input from interested property owners.  These meetings 

were very informal with project alternatives openly discussed. This hearing 

follows a more formal process where we will present the preferred 

alternative and environmental studies.  

 

In addition, this public hearing is being held to receive formal statements 

regarding aspects of the project that may be of concern to any individual or 

group. All of the oral statements, written statements and exhibits received 

will be given careful consideration during this final stage of project 

development and will be included in the formal project record. 

 

SLIDE 5 – Public Hearing Purpose 

Regulations require the D epartment to hold a public hearing, or afford an 

opportunity for such a hearing, for any project that requires the acquisition 

of significant amounts of right of way, substantially changes the layout or 

function of the connecting roadways of the facility being improved, adds 

capacity, or has a measurable adverse impact on abutting real property.  

Also, the Department must consider the economic and social effects of 

such a project, its impact on the environment, and its consistency with the 

goals and planning by the communities involved. 
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In accordance with these processes, notices for this public hearing were 
published in the Fort Worth Star Telegram on Sunday, J a n u a r y  2 6 t h  
a n d  F e b r u a r y  1 6 t h ,  2014 and the Hood County News on Saturday, 
January 25th and February 15th, 2014. In addition, adjoining property owners 
and public officials were mailed individual notices.  Hopefully, everyone 
interested was made aware through these notices, their neighbors or other 
media notices. 

 

SLIDE 6 – Public Comments 
 

If you desire to speak tonight, please sign a form at the registration desk 

during the recess.  We ask that all statements be limited to a maximum of 

three minutes. If your oral statement will exceed three minutes, please plan 

to furnish a written statement.    

 

Our   public   hearing   advertisements   noted   that   written statements will 

be received through Friday, March 7, 2014 in order to become part of the 

official hearing record.  Comments may be submitted on the form available 

at the registration desk.  You may place them in the comment box here 

tonight, or mail to the address located on the back of the form.  You may 

include any information you feel is necessary to explain your concerns such 

as graphs, charts, drawings or photographs. Please submit all information in 

hard copy format. 

 
 
 
 
 
 



5  

SLIDE 7 – Corridor History 

US 377 is a corridor of statewide significance that also serves local and 

regional traffic as the main commuter route linking Granbury, Cresson, 

Benbrook, and Fort Worth.  The original corridor along the State Highway 

system linking Cresson to Granbury was completed in 1923.  It incorporated 

existing county roads where possible and consisted of two gravel lanes each 

8 feet wide.  The original State Highway linking Cresson to Benbrook was 

completed in 1929 with two gravel lanes each 9 feet wide. The roadway in 

Cresson was widened to a four-lane highway in 1974 and a left turn lane 

added to the median in 2001.  

SLIDE 8 – Corridor History 
In the early years, approximately 940 vehicles per day utilized the corridor 

near the north end of Cresson.  When the additional capacity to four lanes 

was provided in 1974, approximately 6,300 vehicles per day utilized the 

corridor.  It is estimated that 24,400 and 33,900 vehicles per day will utilize 

the corridor near Cresson in 2015 and 2035, respectively. 

SLIDE 9 - Project Purpose and Need 

This project is being proposed to provide a long-term solution to identified 

traffic issues at the US 377 and SH 171 intersection.  These traffic issues 

arise because  proximity of the at-grade Fort Worth and Western Railroad 

crossing on US 377 to the SH 171 intersection impedes traffic flow; 

accidents occur along US 377 near SH 171; a high level of truck traffic leads 

to congestion along US 377; short-term solutions currently in place will not 

provide extended relief for motorists using US 377 and SH 171; and, US 377 

at this location has not yet been updated to provide appropriate TxDOT 

design standards consistent with the Texas Highway Trunk System.  
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SLIDE 10 – Previous Studies 

In 2008, TxDOT requested the Texas Transportation Institute evaluate the 

potential for short-term improvements to traffic operations at the US 377 and 

SH 171 intersection in the City of Cresson.  They recommended a one-way 

pair operation along SH 171 and Broadway Street be implemented. TxDOT 

initiated public involvement and preliminary design for the one-way pair 

alternative.  These efforts have been discontinued to focus resources on a 

long-term solution of providing a grade-separation at US 377 and the Fort 

Worth and Western Railroad.   

SLIDE 11 – Previous Studies 

In 2010, TxDOT began preparing a feasibility study and developing 

conceptual alternatives for a proposed grade-separated railroad crossing. 

The study developed and evaluated cross section alternatives, construction 

costs, right of way requirements, and potential environmental considerations 

for five conceptual alternatives. These conceptual alternatives included a 

bridge over the railroad along the existing corridor, a tunnel under the 

railroad along the existing corridor, two relief routes along the western 

boundary of the City of Cresson, and one relief route along the east 

boundary of the City of Cresson.  The Preferred Alternative selected for 

further evaluation is being shown and discussed tonight. 
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SLIDE 12 – Prior Public Involvement 

A public meeting concerning a proposed one-way pair with SH 171 and 

Broadway Street was held September 24, 2009.  Public meetings regarding 

long-term improvements of providing a grade-separation with Fort Worth 

and Western Railroad were held on May 13, 2010 and December 12, 2011.  

In addition, three Project Work Group Meetings were held on February 17, 

2010, March 25, 2010, and July 28, 2010.  Informal meetings have also 

been held with property owners and local elected officials and staff 

throughout development of this project.   

 

SLIDE 13 – Prior Public Involvement 
This project has been identified in Mobility 2035 - the Metropolitan 

Transportation Plan for North Central Texas – 2013 Update.   Outreach for 

development of this plan included workshops, community events and 

public meetings.  Mobility 2035 – 2013 Update was adopted by the 

Regional Transportation Council in June 2013.    This project is also 

reflected in the 2013-2016 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program.  

 

In addition to these public involvement efforts, highway planning and 

construction requires close cooperation among all levels of government. 

The proposed project is being developed by TxDOT and the Federal 

Highway Administration in cooperation with the City of Cresson, Hood and 

Johnson Counties, and the North Central Texas Council of Governments.  

The relief route would not preclude future development plans of the City of 

Cresson.  
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SLIDE 14 –  NEPA 

An environmental document has been prepared in accordance with the 

National Environmental Policy Act, or NEPA. This document assesses the 

social, economic, and environmental considerations of the preferred 

alternative including the relief route along the western boundary of Cresson 

being discussed tonight.  The document includes information covering 

impacts associated with air quality, noise, water quality, vegetation, 

archeology, historical properties, along with other aspects of the project.  A 

few of the items addressed in the environmental document will now be 

highlighted. 

SLIDE 15 –  NEPA Right of Way 
 

The proposed relief route is approximately 3 miles long and proposed to be 

constructed on new location.  It would incorporate approximately 17 acres of 

existing right of way along US 377 to connect to the existing highway.  

Approximately 115 acres of additional right of way would be required. No 

easements would be required. Access would be controlled along the relief 

route and no driveways leading directly to the proposed roadway would be 

allowed.  

Seventeen parcels and seven property owners would be impacted by ROW 

acquisition; however, no residential or commercial displacements would be 

required. In the north half of the proposed project area, a family ranch would 

be divided by the proposed relief route. In order to reduce impacts to this 

ranch, the proposed bridge over SH 171 and the railroad would be extended 

northward to allow cattle to move under the proposed relief route between 

the two portions of the family ranch and continue grazing on either side of 

the proposed roadway. 
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SLIDE 16 –  NEPA Vegetation 

The existing right of way predominately includes a variety of mowed and 

maintained grasses with the most commonly known as Bermuda and 

Johnson.  The proposed right of way largely includes unmaintained 

vegetation of open grasslands and scrubby scattered tree growth expected 

to be permanently impacted by the construction.   

 

Special habitat features within the proposed right of way include two 

remnant tallgrass prairie areas, approximately 1.3 acres in area.  The most 

commonly known and predominant tallgrass species include varieties of 

bluestem and grama and yellow indiangrass.  Mitigation for these species is 

expected to be limited to avoiding these areas and minimizing impacts as 

much as possible.  

 

SLIDE 17 – NEPA Water Resources 

The proposed project crosses nine water bodies, one wetland and two flood 

zones. The hydraulic design for this project would be in accordance with 

current FHWA and TxDOT design policies. The facility would permit 

conveyance of the 100-year flood, inundation of the roadway being 

acceptable, without causing substantial damage to the facility, stream, or 

other property. The proposed project would not increase the base flood 

elevation to a level that would violate applicable floodplain regulations and 

ordinances. Coordination with the local Floodplain Administrator would be 

required. 



10  

SLIDE 18 – NEPA Water Resources 
Permanent impacts due to construction of the project are expected to occur 

to all nine waters and an abutting wetland area. These include four 

intermittent tributaries to Fall Creek, one ephemeral tributary to Fall Creek 

and four intermittent tributaries to Dickeys Branch.  The estimated total 

temporary and permanent impacts to all crossings and the wetland of 0.70 

acres would be authorized under United States Army Corps of Engineers 

Nationwide Permit (NWP) 14 - Linear Transportation Crossings. Because 

impacts to two tributaries to Fall Creek and the wetland are estimated to 

exceed the 0.1 acre impact threshold and/or a discharge in wetlands, a Pre-

Construction Notification would be required.  

 

SLIDE 19 – NEPA Water Resources 
When temporary fills are needed in the tributaries, the affected areas would 

be returned to their pre-construction elevations. Channelization would not be 

required to construct the proposed project. Mitigation measures that have 

been considered include avoidance, where practicable, by spanning 

jurisdictional areas with bridges, minimization of impacts by limiting 

excavation or fill quantities, and compensatory mitigation for impacts.  

Compensatory mitigation for these impacts would be coordinated with the 

United States Army Corps of Engineers and performed in accordance with 

the terms of the approved permit. 
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SLIDE 20 –  NEPA FARMLANDS 
Coordination with the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) 

occurred in February 2012. They estimated 16.4 total acres of prime and 

unique farmland would be impacted by the proposed project.  The site 

assessment determined no further consideration for protection would be 

needed.  Erosion control methods will be used during all phases of 

construction as requested by NCRS.   

SLIDE 21 –  NEPA Water Quality 
As the proposed project would disturb more than five acres; TxDOT would 

also comply with Texas Commission on Environmental Quality to promote 

water quality. A Notice of Intent will be filed to have a storm water pollution 

prevention plan in place during construction to minimize impacts to water 

quality and erosion. 

SLIDE 22 –  NEPA Erosion Control Measures 
During construction, clearing of vegetation would be limited or phased, to 

maintain a natural water quality buffer and minimize the amount of earth 

exposed at any one time.  Temporary erosion and sedimentation control 

practices would include applying vegetation through seeding and utilizing silt 

fences and rock filter dams. Temporary sodding would be considered where 

large areas of disturbed ground would be left bare for a considerable length 

of time.  Where appropriate, these measures would be in place prior to the 

initiation of construction and would be maintained throughout the duration of 

the construction. Permanent soil erosion control features would be 

constructed as soon as feasible through proper seeding and/or sodding 

techniques. Disturbed areas would be restored and stabilized as soon as the 

construction schedule permits.  
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SLIDE 23 –  NEPA Wildlife 
Through reviewing habitat requirements and project location field visits, it 

was determined the project would have no effect on any federally listed 

species or its habitat. The project would have the potential to impact state-listed 

species or state species of concern including the Texas Garter Snake, Texas 

Horned Lizard, Western Burrowing Owl, Plains Spotted Skunk, Comanche Peak 

prairie-clover and Glen Rose yucca. None of these species were found in field 

observations; however, vegetation removal could impact the potential 

habitat for the species.  

 

During construction of the proposed project there would be temporary 

impacts to open areas with habitat requirements for these species.  After 

construction, the impacted areas would be returned to preconstruction 

contours. There are also ample open areas with requisite habitat 

requirements outside of the proposed construction limits of the project that 

would serve to replace the permanently impacted habitat. 

 

SLIDE 24 –  NEPA Cultural Resources 

TxDOT archeologists determined the project would have no effect on 

archeological sites or cemeteries. No consultation with the Texas Historical 

Commission or State Historic Preservation Officer was required. In the event 

that unanticipated archeological deposits are encountered during 

construction, work in the immediate area would cease, and TxDOT 

archeologists would be contacted to initiate post-review discovery 

procedures.  
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A review of the National Register of Historic Places, the list of State 

Archeological Landmarks, and the list of Recorded Texas Historic 

Landmarks indicated that no historically significant resources have been 

previously documented within 300 feet from the proposed right of way. 

Surveys revealed there are 22 resources on four parcels built prior to 1968 

located near the project, however, TxDOT historians determined that none 

of the resources are historically significant. 
 

The proposed project would not require the use of any publicly owned 

lands from a public park, recreational area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge 

area of national, state or local significance.  
 

SLIDE 25 –  NEPA Noise 
 

A noise analysis for the proposed improvements has been conducted. For 

this project, existing noise levels were measured near one residence 

representing the proposed project area on new location.  Noise levels for 

four other residences near existing US 377 were modeled using existing 

traffic data. All residences were modeled with forecast traffic data for year 

2035 for determining predicted future year noise impacts.  

SLIDE 26 –  NEPA Noise 
 

The modeling estimates there would be changes in noise levels at these 

residences varying from -2 to +6 decibels.  More than a 10 decibel increase 

signifies a substantial increase or noise impact. The existing and future 

noise levels are a lso  projected to be  less  than the Noise Abatement 

Criteria set by the Federal Highway Administration at this location resulting 

in no noise impact due to the proposed project.    
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Several areas along the corridor are currently undeveloped.  To avoid noise 

impacts that may result from future development, local officials should 

ensure no new activities are developed within the following noise impact 

contours.  The noise contour for activity categories including items such as 

residences, day care centers, parks and playgrounds would be estimated to 

be 10 feet from the proposed right of way. 

 
SLIDE 27 –  NEPA HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
 
Five gas wells were identified near the project study area. Only one of the 

five wells has a well surface location adjacent to the proposed project. One 

well is within the proposed project right of way but is approximately 6,500 

feet deep and there is no surface activity within the proposed right of way. 

During the preliminary investigations, multiple pipelines were found to bisect 

the proposed project. Negotiations would be conducted with the pipeline 

owners to properly relocate the affected pipelines, if required for the project.  

 
SLIDE 28 –  NEPA  
Based on the studies thus far, the environmental invest igat ions 

indicate that the proposed project would have no significant impact on the 

quality of the human environment. Revisions may be made to the 

environmental studies from the current drafts to address the needs of the 

state and federal agencies or as a result of public comments received 

tonight.  After all necessary revisions are provided a Finding of No 

Significant Impact (FONSI) is anticipated for this project. 
  

Now, I want to introduce our consultant engineer, Mr. Naser Abusaad with 

Civil Associates, who will give an overview of the proposed project design. 
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Design 
 
Naser Abusaad 

 
 
SLIDE 29 – Project Location – Location Map 

 

The presentation tonight will cover the proposed US 377 Relief Route along 

the western boundary of Cresson. The proposed project would include five 

new bridges, eight new ramps, and cross street improvements, which I will 

cover in more detail in the next few slides. The proposed project would 

bridge over State Highway 171 and the Fort Worth and Western Railroad, 

west of the current intersection with US 377.  
 
 
SLIDE 30 – Project Description –  Existing Conditions 

 
US 377 is currently a four-lane divided highway north and south of Cresson.  

As US 377 enters Cresson, the highway becomes undivided with two lanes 

per direction separated by a continuous left-turn lane.  US 377 has an at-

grade signalized intersection at State Highway 171 and crosses the Fort 

Worth and Western Railroad at-grade.  Existing driveways and streets 

connect directly to US 377.  The existing right-of-way width along US 377 

ranges from 80 feet within the City of Cresson to 300 feet at the southern 

project limit and is typically 120 feet wide. 

 

Existing and projected traffic are impeded by the at-grade signalized 

intersection of State Highway 171 and the railroad crossing during train 

activity, as shown in these photographs. 
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SLIDE 31 – Project Description –  Project Layout 
 
During the alternative evaluation phase of the project’s study, various 

alternatives along existing US 377 as well as new locations east and west of 

downtown Cresson were investigated.  The alternative alignment to the 

west, as shown on this slide, is the preferred alternative based on 

engineering and environmental evaluations and public input. 

 

The proposed project is approximately three miles in length and begins one 

mile south of the intersection of US 377 and State Highway 171 and ends 

approximately one mile north of the intersection.  The proposed roadway 

would be four-lane divided with two 12-foot wide lanes in each direction, 10-

foot wide outside shoulders, and a 48-foot wide median which includes four-

foot wide inside shoulders. The proposed relief route would bridge over 

State Highway 171 and the Fort Worth and Western Railroad and would be 

a controlled-access highway, meaning no driveways would tie into it. 

 

At the project termini, grade-separations with 14-foot wide ramps would 

provide connectivity to existing US 377, labeled as Business 377 on the 

slide. At the southern limit, the relief route would bridge over Old Granbury 

Road and ramps would allow access to the existing highway.  At the 

northern project limit, the relief route would pass under a proposed access 

road and ramps would provide access. Travel on the proposed access road 

would be necessary for motorists who want to continue south on existing US 

377 or those who have traveled north on the relief route and then want to 

travel south on existing US 377.  Old Granbury Road and the proposed 

access road would include two 12-foot wide lanes in each direction and 10-

foot wide shoulders.  
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SLIDE 32 – Project Description – Proposed Typical Sections 

 
Let me review the proposed cross-section or typical section of the proposed 

project. The top figure on this slide depicts the main lanes consisting of two 

12’ lanes with 10’ outside and 4’ inside shoulders in each direction, 

separated by a grass area 40 feet wide. The bottom figure shows the same 

number of lanes and widths for the bridge that crosses over SH 171 and the 

Fort Worth and Western Railroad.  

 

SLIDE 33 – Project Description –  Project Layout 

Let me now zoom-in to the southern part of the proposed project where it 

begins.  Here, we tie to existing US 377 with the divided median.  As we travel 

northward, the relief route begins to veer west of the existing roadway, and 

then bridges over Old Granbury Road.  The bridge over Old Granbury Road is 

shown in blue shading.   Exit ramps to and entrance ramps from Old Granbury 

Road and existing US 377 (or Business 377) would be provided (shown in 

purple on this slide).  The red shading indicates the existing US 377 pavement 

to be removed.  The pink lines indicate the proposed right-of-way boundary to 

accommodate the relief route.  The access control is proposed to continue 

along existing US 377 from the exit ramp to Old Granbury Road. Existing US 

377 North of Old Granbury Road would not be affected other than re-striping 

and addition of signs. 

 

If we were travelling north from Granbury and desire to enter downtown 

Cresson or take State Highway 171, then we would continue in the right-hand 

lane and take the exit.  If we wish to travel to Benbrook, then we can go 

through downtown Cresson, or take the proposed relief route, shown in yellow. 
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SLIDE 34 – Project Description –  Project Layout 
 
Proceeding north of Old Granbury Road, the route follows vacant land and 

enters into the Cresson Crossroads planned development. 

 
SLIDE 35 – Project Description –  Project Layout 
Continuing north, the proposed relief route would begin to rise on earthen fill 

and then bridge over State Highway 171 and the Fort Worth and Western 

Railroad, as shown in blue.  You will notice that the proposed right-of-way 

lines, shown in pink, would narrow near the bridge and then widen out away 

from the bridge to accommodate the required earthen fill slopes.  Also, you 

will notice that we’ve added additional bridge spans northeast of the railroad 

to allow for property owner cross access.  Due to the fill slopes, Slocum 

Ranch Road would be impacted.  At the far right of the slide, you will see the 

beginning of ramps to the new access crossing being provided near the 

north-end of the project. 

 

SLIDE 36 – Project Description – Project Layout 

As we continue northward, you will see the new crossing over the proposed 

relief route.  This crossing would connect to existing US 377 and allow 

travelers to go to downtown Cresson or to SH 171.  Continuing northward, 

you will see the end of the proposed project where we tie to existing US 377.  

Access would be controlled along the existing highway near the ramp 

connections.  If you were traveling southbound along US 377 from Benbrook 

or Fort Worth and you wish to travel to Granbury, then you would continue 

on the proposed relief route which veers off to the west.  If you wish to go to 

downtown Cresson or to SH 171, then you would exit right to the proposed 

access road and bridge over the proposed relief route to existing US 377. 
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SLIDE 37 – Project Implementation 

Construction of the project is estimated to cost approximately 

38.8 million dollars.  Current available construction funding is 

approximately 10.75 million dollars.  TxDOT will continue to 

develop the project and work with the Counties to identify full 

funding.  Construction could potentially begin in 2016. The 

estimated construction duration is approximately 2 years. 

 
Now, I want to introduce Mr. Kelly Price, TxDOT North Right of Way 

Project Delivery Manager.  Kelly will provide you with an overview of the 

right of way information. 
 

Right of Way 
 

Kelly Price 
 
 
 
SLIDE 38 –  URA and RPA Act of 1970 

 

As has been previously discussed, ROW would be required to 

accommodate the proposed facility. Access would be controlled along the 

relief route and near connections along existing United States Highway 377.  

No residential or commercial displacements would be required. 

 

Property rights needed for the expansion of the Texas highway system are 

acquired under the guidelines of the “Uniform Relocation Assistance and 

Real Property Acquisition Act of 1970” and the various subsequent 

addenda. 
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SLIDE 39 – Equal Treatment Policy 
 

Further, it is the policy of TxDOT that individuals impacted by transportation 

systems expansion shall not be denied benefits, excluded from participation 

or otherwise be subjected to discrimination based on the grounds of race, 

color, sex, age, handicaps, or national origin. 
 

 

SLIDE 40 - Authority 
 

The State’s authority to acquire property for the transportation system is 

founded in the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

This authority can be used only when there is a demonstrated public need 

for the property and the property owners are compensated with “just 

compensation”.  “Just Compensation” is defined as the “fair market value” 

of the property needed plus an amount for damages that might accrue to 

the remaining property as a result of severing the required right of way from 

the whole property. 
 
 
SLIDE 41 –  ROW Acquisition Process 

 

This project is needed in order to provide a long-term solution to identified 

traffic issues at the US 377 and SH 171 intersection. This hearing tonight is 

part of the process of demonstrating the public need. 
 
As previously stated, each impacted property owner would be offered “just 

compensation” for the property needed for the project. To arrive at this 

value, TxDOT would hire independent appraisers to prepare detailed 

appraisals and establish value.  These independent appraisers are highly 

regarded professionals in our community, bound by professional and ethical 

standards to produce property values that reflect true market conditions.  
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In situations where no land would be acquired from an abutting property 

owner but denial of access is shown on the design schematic, a right of way 

parcel would be created.  Acquisition of the access control, however, would 

only occur with the following process: 

 

The Department would have the denial of access appraised using the new 

compensation standard of material impairment of direct access.  If the 

appraisal indicates the access denial reaches a level of a material 

impairment of direct access that affects the market value of the remaining 

property, the Department would proceed through the normal acquisition 

procedures to acquire a release and relinquishment of access rights.  The 

Department would base its offer on the appraised value.  If the appraisal 

indicates the access control line does not materially impair direct access 

and/or does not affect the market value of the tract, the Department would 

not proceed with acquisition of the access control.  The access control for 

these instances would remain under the Department’s police or permit 

power.     

 

SLIDE 42 –  ROW Acquisition 
 

When the appraisal is complete an offer may be presented to the property 

owner.  During this meeting, the state’s agent would discuss the highway 

project’s impact on your property and try to answer any questions you may 

have.  He would also discuss the alternatives that are available in the 

acquisition process under the laws of eminent domain. The owner would be 

given a minimum of 30 days to consider the offer. 
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SLIDE 43 –  ROW Acquisition 
 

 
During the recess, employees from the Right of Way Division will be 

available to answer questions concerning the acquisition of property or 

appraisal of access rights.  We have a brochure that explains the 

program in more detail. These brochures will also be available during the 

recess.   

{JAMYE WILL GET BACK UP TO PODIUM.} 
 

Jamye Sawey 
 

Thank you, Kelly 
 
SLIDE 44 – Public Inquiries 

 

All information developed concerning this project, including the 

environmental   documentation,   is   available   upon   request   for   public 

inspection at the City of Cresson offices located at 8901 US Highway 377, 

TxDOT Area Office located at 2281 East Washington in Stephenville, and at 

the TxDOT District Office located at lnterstate Highway 20 and McCart in 

Fort Worth.  We have also brought a copy of the environmental report with 

us tonight for your viewing during the recess and after the hearing. 
 
 
As a reminder, please sign the attendance roster. This is for our 

records in determining attendance at this hearing. Also, please register 

during the recess if you desire to make a statement.  When we reconvene, 

you will be given the opportunity to give your statement. 
 
 
Before we recess, I would like to introduce some personnel from TxDOT 

and the consultant staff that will be available at the display and in selected 

areas to assist with orientation on the drawings and to answer other 

questions in regard to this project. 
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DESIGN 
 
David Fowler – TxDOT Stephenville Area Engineer 

 

Buddie Lasater – TxDOT Project Manager 
 

Naser Abusaad – Consultant Project Manager 
 

Brad Hernandez – Consultant Design Engineer 
 
 
RIGHT OF WAY 
 
Kelly Price – TxDOT North Right of Way Project Delivery Manager 

 

  
ENVIRONMENTAL 
 
Jonathan Stewart – Consultant Environmental Scientist 

And Myself – I will also be available to answer questions regarding 

environmental aspects. 

 
SLIDE 45 –  Recess 

 

 

We will now recess for 20 minutes, and reconvene at approximately   P.M. 
 
 
 
BEGIN 20 MINUTE RECESS 
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Brian Barth 
 
 

SLIDE 46 –  Comments 
 

 
At this time we will reconvene our public hearing.  I will call upon the 

following individuals first who have previously indicated a desire to make a 

statement. Please come forward to the speaker’s stand, and give us your 

name and then your statement. This time will be strictly for statements only, 

with a response provided only in the written summary and analysis of the 

hearing.  Please limit your statement to a maximum of three minutes. 
 
 
(Read names from Request to Make Oral Statement forms) 

Does anyone else desire to make a statement? 

SLIDE 47 – Public Comments 
Each statement made at this hearing, and each written statement received 

on or before Friday, March 7, 2014 will be carefully analyzed in writing in the 

Summary and Analysis.  Where appropriate, changes would be incorporated 

in the project design, and the analysis will be attached to the environmental 

reports.  In addition, property owners near an area the proposed project 

may be altered would be contacted and coordinated with concerning any 

proposed changes. 
 
After review of the transcript of these proceedings and addressing of all 

concerns and concepts contained in the statements, environmental approval 

is anticipated.  Once approval is received, right-of-way mapping and 

acquisition and utility relocation may begin.  Construction could begin 

after design plans are completed, right-of-way acquired, and utilities 

relocated. 
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SLIDE 48 –  Closing 

 

On behalf of TxDOT, again, let me thank you for coming and participating 
 

in this public hearing. It is now about    p.m. and the public hearing for 
 

United States Highway 377 Cresson Relief Route is officially adjourned.  If 

you want to stay and look at the displays, we'll have people to answer 

questions, but this hearing is officially adjourned. Thank you. 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
US 377 CRESSON RELIEF ROUTE 

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will conduct a Public Hearing on Tuesday, 
February 25, 2014 at Bear Creek Community Church, 18600 Highway 377 S., Cresson, TX 
76035. The purpose of the Hearing is to present the proposed new location roadway of U.S. 
Highway (US) 377 in the City of Cresson. Displays will be available for viewing at 6:30 p.m. with 
the formal hearing commencing at 7:00 p.m.  

US 377 is a four-lane divided highway providing for regional travel from near Interstate Highway 
20 (I-20) in the City of Benbrook to just north of the City of Cresson. The highway transitions to a 
four-lane undivided highway as it passes through the City of Cresson and widens back to a four-
lane divided highway south of the city. Within the City of Cresson, US 377 intersects both State 
Highway (SH) 171 and the Fort Worth and Western Railroad (FWWR) at-grade. The SH 171 
intersection is signalized, and the FWWR crossing is regulated by warning lights and gates. The 
existing right-of-way (ROW) width ranges from 80 feet within the City of Cresson to 300 feet at 
the southern project limit and is typically 120 feet. 

TxDOT Fort Worth District proposes to construct a four-lane relief route west of US 377 and the 
City of Cresson in Hood and Johnson Counties, Texas. The proposed project is approximately 
3.02 miles in length and begins one mile south of the intersection of US 377 and SH 171 and 
ends approximately one mile north of the intersection. The proposed roadway would be a 
four-lane divided roadway with two 12-foot wide lanes in each direction, 10-foot wide outside 
shoulders, and a 48-foot wide median which includes four-foot wide inside shoulders. The 
proposed relief route would bridge over SH 171 and the FWWR. The proposed relief route would 
typically require a width of 240 feet of new ROW. Additional ROW width will be required at 
locations where cut and fill are required for slopes, and near intersections with US 377 at the 
beginning and end of the project. 

At the project termini, grade-separations with 14-foot wide ramps would provide connectivity to 
existing US 377. At the southern limit, the relief route would bridge over Old Granbury Road and 
ramps would allow access to the existing highway. At the northern project limit, the relief route 
would pass under a proposed access road and ramps would provide access. Travel on the 
proposed access road would be necessary for motorists who want to continue south on existing 
US 377 or those who have traveled north on the relief route and then want to travel south on 
existing US 377. Old Granbury Road and the proposed access road would include two 12-foot 
wide lanes in each direction and 10-foot wide shoulders.  

Approximately 115 acres of additional ROW and no easements would be required to 
accommodate the proposed facility. There would be no residential or commercial displacements 
required for the proposed project. Access would be controlled along the relief route and no 
driveways leading directly to the proposed roadway would be allowed.  

The proposed project would result in the placement of temporary and permanent dredge or fill 
material into nine jurisdictional waters of the U.S. locations, including wetlands. Permanent 
impacts to jurisdictional locations would total 0.61 acre (0.5 acre of streams and 0.11 acre of 
wetlands). The proposed project would cross the 100-year floodplain. 

The proposed project is needed because proximity of the at-grade railroad crossing on US 377 to 
the SH 171 intersection impedes traffic flow, accidents occur along US 377 near SH 171, and a 
high level of truck traffic leads to congestion along US 377. Short-term solutions currently in place 
will not provide extended relief for motorists using US 377 and SH 171. US 377 is on the Texas 
Highway Trunk System (the Trunk System). This project will update this section of US 377 to 



meet TxDOT design criteria for the Trunk System. The purpose of the proposed project is to 
provide a long-term solution to identified traffic issues at the US 377 and SH 171 intersection. 
  
Maps and other drawings depicting the proposed improvements will be displayed at the public 
hearing. In addition, the plan layouts and the Environmental Assessment with pertinent 
information about the proposed project are on file and available for inspection at the following 
locations: 
 

 TxDOT Stephenville Area Office - 2281 E. Washington, Stephenville, TX 76401; 
telephone - (254) 965-3511, Buddie Lasater, P.E., Project Manager 
 

 TxDOT Fort Worth District Office - 2501 SW Loop 820, Fort Worth, TX 76133;  
telephone - (817) 370-6549, Donna Fowler, Fort Worth District Open Records 
Coordinator 
 

 City of Cresson - 8901 US 377, Cresson, TX, 76035;  
telephone - (817) 396-4729, Charlotte Huffman, City Secretary  

 
All interested citizens are invited to attend this Public Hearing. Verbal and written comments 
from the public regarding this proposed project are requested. Written comments may be 
submitted either in person or by mail to the TxDOT Fort Worth District Office, Mr. Brian 
Barth,P.E., District Engineer, 2501 SW Loop 820, Fort Worth, Texas 76133. Comments may be 
presented for a period of 10 days after the hearing and must be received on or before Friday, 
March 7, 2014 in order to become part of the official hearing record. 
 
The Public Hearing will be conducted in English. Persons interested in attending the hearing who 
have special communication or accommodation needs, or need an interpreter are encouraged to 
contact the TxDOT Fort Worth District Office at (817) 370-6610. Requests should be made at 
least 72 hours prior to the public hearing. Every reasonable effort will be made to accommodate 
those needs. 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING US 377 CRESSON RELIEF ROUTE The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will

conduct a Public Hearing on Tuesday, February 25, 2014 at Bear Creek Community Church, 18600 Highway 377 S.,

Cresson, TX 76035. The purpose of the Hearing is to present the proposed new location roadway of U.S. Highway (US) 377

in the City of Cresson. Displays will be available for viewing at 6:30 p.m. with the formal hearing commencing at 7:00 p.m. US

377 is a four-lane divided highway providing for regional travel from near Interstate Highway 20 (I-20) in the City of Benbrook

to just north of the City of Cresson. The highway transitions to a four-lane undivided highway as it passes through the City of

Cresson and widens back to a four-lane divided highway south of the city. Within the City of Cresson, US 377 intersects both

State Highway (SH) 171 and the Fort Worth and Western Railroad (FWWR) at-grade. The SH 171 intersection is signalized,

and the FWWR crossing is regulated by warning lights and gates. The existing right-of-way (ROW) width ranges from 80 feet

within the City of Cresson to 300 feet at the southern project limit and is typically 120 feet. TxDOT Fort Worth District

proposes to construct a four-lane relief route west of US 377 and the City of Cresson in Hood and Johnson Counties, Texas.

The proposed project is approximately 3.02 miles in length and begins one mile south of the intersection of US 377 and SH

171 and ends approximately one mile north of the intersection. The proposed roadway would be a four lane divided roadway

with two 12 foot wide lanes in each direction, 10-foot wide outside shoulders, and a 48-foot wide median which includes four-

foot wide inside shoulders. The proposed relief route would bridge over SH 171 and the FWWR. The proposed relief route

would typically require a width of 240 feet of new ROW. Additional ROW width will be required at locations where cut and fill

are required for slopes, and near intersections with US 377 at the beginning and end of the project. At the project termini,

grade-separations with 14-foot wide ramps would provide connectivity to existing US 377. At the southern limit, the relief route

would bridge over Old Granbury Road and ramps would allow access to the existing highway. At the northern project limit, the

relief route would pass under a proposed access road and ramps would provide access. Travel on the proposed access road

would be necessary for motorists who want to continue south on existing US 377 or those who have traveled north on the

relief route and then want to travel south on existing US 377. Old Granbury Road and the proposed access road would

include two 12-foot wide lanes in each direction and 10-foot wide shoulders. Approximately 115 acres of additional ROW and

no easements would be required to accommodate the proposed facility. There would be no residential or commercial

displacements required for the proposed project. Access would be controlled along the relief route and no driveways leading

directly to the proposed roadway would be allowed. The proposed project would result in the placement of temporary and

permanent dredge or fill material into nine jurisdictional waters of the U.S. locations, including wetlands. Permanent impacts to

jurisdictional locations would total 0.61 acre (0.5 acre of streams and 0.11 acre of wetlands). The proposed project would

cross the 100-year floodplain. The proposed project is needed because proximity of the at-grade railroad crossing on US 377

to the SH 171 intersection impedes traffic flow, accidents occur along US 377 near SH 171, and a high level of truck traffic

leads to congestion along US 377. Short-term solutions currently in place will not provide extended relief for motorists using

US 377 and SH 171. US 377 is on the Texas Highway Trunk System (the Trunk System). This project will update this section

of US 377 to meet TxDOT design criteria for the Trunk System. The purpose of the proposed project is to provide a long-term

solution to identified traffic issues at the US 377 and SH 171 intersection. Maps and other drawings depicting the proposed

improvements will be displayed at the public hearing. In addition, the plan layouts and the Environmental Assessment with

pertinent information about the proposed project are on file and available for inspection at the following locations: TxDOT

Stephenville Area Office - 2281 E. Washington, Stephenville, TX 76401; telephone - (254) 965-3511, Buddie Lasater, P.E.,

Project Manager TxDOT Fort Worth District Office - 2501 SW Loop 820, Fort Worth, TX 76133; telephone - (817) 370-6549,

Donna Fowler, Fort Worth District Open Records Coordinator City of Cresson - 8901 US 377, Cresson, TX, 76035; telephone

- (817) 396-4729, Charlotte Huffman, City Secretary All interested citizens are invited to attend this Public Hearing. Verbal

and written comments from the public regarding this proposed project are requested. Written comments may be submitted

either in person or by mail to the TxDOT Fort Worth District Office, Mr. Brian Barth,P.E., District Engineer, 2501 SW Loop

820, Fort Worth, Texas 76133. Comments may be presented for a period of 10 days after the hearing and must be received

on or before Friday, March 7, 2014 in order to become part of the official hearing record. The Public Hearing will be

conducted in English. Persons interested in attending the hearing who have special communication or accommodation needs,

or need an interpreter are encouraged to contact the TxDOT Fort Worth District Office at (817) 370-6610. Requests should be

made at least 72 hours prior to the public hearing. Every reasonable effort will be made to accommodate those needs.
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Photograph 1: View of public hearing attendees. 
Preliminary design schematic is laid out on the 
tables. 

 
 
 
 

 
Photograph 3:  View of public hearing attendees. 

 
Photograph 2:  View of public hearing attendees. A 
preliminary design schematic is displayed on the 
wall. 

 
 
 
 

 
Photograph 2: View of public hearing attendees. 
Preliminary design schematic is laid out on the 
tables. 
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