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The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental Ilaws for this study are being, or have been, carried -out
by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated July 17, 2025, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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/National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Assignment \

to the Texas Department of Transportation

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable
Federal environmental Ilaws for this project are being, or have been, carried -out by
TXDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated July

17, 2025, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

La revision ambiental, consultas y otras acciones requeridas por las leyes
ambientales federales aplicables para este proyecto estan siendo o han sido, llevado
a cabo por TxDOT - en virtud de 23 USC 327 y un Memorando de Entendimiento

\\ fechado el 17 de julio del 2025, y ejecutado por la FHWA y el TxDOT. J
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Round 3 Open Houses 1

August
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online
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Figure 1: Project Study Area
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Opportunities for Public Participation

yUp to y v e@ounds of public meetings and 14 Central Texas Corridor Study Subareas

events anticipated. AN ”ty“‘“\ """""""
y'Working Groups for each of the subareas /R SE%TEA H
made up of local jurisdictions and area LJ M"“'“”““ %\)
representation. 7 NS 3
V' Stakeholder meetings and coordination, as “d\'(

needed. - ?K “urezor SUBAR
y'Regular updates will be shared through

webpage updates, email, and media.

Figure 3: 1 -14 Subareas Map

y Comments will be taken at any time.

Subareas were identified for
detailed evaluation of:

y Regional t r a fdgntand
y Environmental constraints
y Impacts to local communities

s 4 s o y Compatibility with existing
N e infrastructure
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Figure 1&2: Past Public Events
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Y The 1-14 Gulf Coast Strategic
Highway Coalition has been
ouilding grassroots support for
-14 over the past two
decades

y 2015: Fixing Amer | cSarbase
Transportation (FAST) Act
d ey n ¢hd Central Texas
Corridor

Generally following portions of
US 190, passing In the vicinity
of Temple, Bryan, College
Station and Huntsville

y 2021: The Infrastructure

Investment and Jobs Act (I1I1JA)
designated the [-14 System in
Texas

Authorized the Central Texas

Corridor to be upgraded as an
Interstate highway and
designated as |-14 upon
meeting Interstate standards

Added Loop 1-214 around
the Cities of Bryan and
College Station
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Figure 1. Proposed | -14 Route

The y r s26-mile
section of 1-14
from Copperas
Cove to |-35 at
Belton was added
to the Interstate
Highway System
in 2017.

Figure 2: Image of Supporting Members
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| -14 Need and Purpose

|-14 1s NEEDED because of

s

\_

~

| nef y ceast-nvest
t r a fmolality along
the US 190 corridor

/

( )

Improve traffic mobility
and connectivity
by providing a
continuous, direct east -
west transportation
corridor

(

. Y,

\

High crash rate along
the US 190 corridor

J/

Statement

(" )

Inadequacy of existing

roadway infrastructure to

meet current and future
t r a fvglumes

-

Enhance safety
by providing a
reliable roadway that
meets interstate
standards

The PURPOSE of 1-14 Is to

| -14 Central Texas Corridor Study
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4 )
Reduce traffic congestion
on regional roads by
providing an alternate route
with added capacity and
enhanced connectivity
\_ ,

\

System,

~N

Designation as an interstate
corridor, |-14 Interstate
by federal legislation -
Infrastructure  Investment
and Jobs Act, 2021 and the
FAST Act, 2015

/

Provide an |-14 interstate
corridor in accordance
with federal legislation -
Infrastructure
Investment and Jobs
Act, 2021 and the FAST
\_ Act, 2015 )




| -214 Need and Purpose Statement
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Loop 1-214 i1s NEEDED because of

4 )

| nef y clocal rand
regional t r afyc
mobility in and

around the Bryan -

College Station area

. J

—

4 )
High crash rates along
existing local and

regional roadways

\_ J

r

Improve traffic mobility

Bryan i College Station

by providing a loop corridor around

~

-

Enhance safety
by providing a reliable roadway

that meets interstate standards

.

\

y,

The PURPOSE of Loop 1-214 is to
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4 )
Inadequacy of existing
roadway infrastructure

to meet current and
future t r a fvglumes

. Y,

%

\.

Reduce traffic congestion
on local and regional roads
by providing a relief route
with added capacity to
enhance local and regional
connectivity

N

Designation as an
interstate corridor, |-
214 Loop as part of
the I-14 System, by
federal legislation -
Infrastructure
Investment and

Jobs Act, 2021
\_ J

4 )

Provide Loop 1-214 as
part of the |1-14 System
in accordance with
federal legislation -
Infrastructure
Investment and Jobs
Act, 2021

y,

- y




| -14 Opportunity  Areas and Adjacent Projects lsf
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Recent Activities and Next Steps

DeveLopr GoALs &
EvALUATION CRITERIA PuBLIc

SEeELecT CONCEPTUAL M
EETING
__o —_— ALTERNATIVE ROUTE

\ .g. Rounp #3

FINALIZE

Neep & PurPoOSE &

ScREEN & EVALUATE
STubpYy AREAS

CONTINUED EVALUATION
AND REFINEMENT

FEASIBLE
RouTE

DevELOP ROUTE

IDENTIFY & EVALUATE
COMPARISON MATRIX

PoTENTIAL ROUTES

VIABLE e
N ————
RoOUTES
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Route Selection Process

Interstate Connectivity Network of Possibilities

¢—------""'0

’ » !
’

o"‘ﬂﬁ

o

Figure 1: Example Interstate Connectivity Map Figure 2: Example Network Map

Interstate Connectivity from A to B

This si mp | ieyaeple illustrates the route selection process.
Communities, activity centers, freight generators, military facilities, and other key destinations are represented by

these points. A primary goal of an interstate system is to improve connectivity between these important locations.
The process begins by identifying destinations that could b e n e from stronger regional connections.

Possible Route Determination

Once key destinations are i d e nt icpneaptual route options are developed.
The route concepts are intentionally wide with an inherent flexibility to avoid or minimize impacts and support continued

r ey n e melhet goal at this stage is to identify reasonable routing concepts for further evaluation.

Multpile Routes Options and Combinations
As more destinations and opportunitires are considered, multiple route combinations become apparent.

Some alternatives may share common segments while differing in other areas, creating a range of potential connections.

Network of Possibilities from A to B
The route development process results in a network of potential interstate routes.
While all alternatives connect the study endpoints, there are multiple ways to achieve that objective.

Texas
Department
of Transportation

Through screening and evaluation, route combinations are compared to identify those that best improve connectivity, meet study goals,

and minimize impact.

| -14 Central Texas Corridor Study




Criteria

Screening

Level 1

Ability to meet Need &
Purpose:

AMobility and connectivity
AEnhance safety

AReduce congestion
AAccordance with federal

legislation, and state and
regional planning

| -14 Central Texas Corridor Study

Yes

X0

Neutral

Measures of effectiveness:
ANeed & Purpose

AHigh -level engineering &
construction

AMinimize impact
AStakeholder input

1.Improve mobility and connectivity

2.Reduce congestion

3.Consider right -of-way
opportunities and conflicts to
minimize Impacts to the natural
and built environment

4.Project cost

5.Generate stakeholder input




EXisting

Roadway EXxpansion
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Widening an existing
Impacts.

roadway uses existing

Existing Route

residents and

Existing roadways may contain numerous businesses,

environmental constraints.

Scenarlo 2. Wlde n to the North

Ce PROPOSED FRONTAGE ROAD

. _ . _ ROPOSED MAINLANE __ __ __

_PROPOSED MAINI.ANE £

< A»,;.- <
o ls
%3478

— B ‘

PROPOSED FRONTAGE ROAD ON EXISTING ROAD

pog ®o

This scenario shows how widening to the north may result in more property
loss and residential displacements along one side versus the other. In this
case the existing roadway was reused as a future frontage road.

| -14 Central Texas Corridor Study

right of way and infrastructure
A comparison of widening scenarios Is provided below. Using the existing alignment

where appropriate. However, it can create various potential

Is not always the least impactful.

Scenario 1: Widen to both sides

PROPOSED FRONTAGE ROAD

PROP ROW VARIES 300’ - 500°

This scenario shows the potential impact to both sides of the road.

Scenario 3: Widen to the South

H&

PROP ROW VARIES 300" - 500"

PROPOSED FRONTAGE ROAD ON EXISTING ROAD

PROPOSED MAINLANE

{@ |

This scenario shows how widening to the south may result in more property
loss and residential displacements along one side versus the other. In this
case the existing roadway was reused as a future frontage road.
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| -14 Conceptual Alternative Routes
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