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1. Introduction 
The Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), proposes to widen and realign State Route (SR) 66, from the intersection with 
SR-34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) in Bulls Gap to near the intersection with Speedwell Road/Old 
Highway 66, in Hawkins County.  

Because the proposed project involves the use of federal funds, the project is subject to the 
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).1 TDOT and FHWA are preparing an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) in accordance with the NEPA to identify and evaluate the environmental 
effects of the proposed project and to identify measures to minimize harm. 

2. Alternatives Under Consideration 
A No-Build Alternative and one Build Alternative are being evaluated in the EA. Each alternative is 
described in the subsequent text below. 

2.1. No-Build Alternative 
The No-Build Alternative has been retained for detailed study and serves as a benchmark for comparison 
against the Build Alternative. The No-Build Alternative would retain the existing state route and roadway 
configuration throughout the SR-66 project area except for those modifications to the roadway network 
that have been programmed and approved for implementation, as identified in TDOT’s 25-Year Long 
Range Transportation Policy Plan,2 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP),3 and the TDOT 
10-Year Project Plan4 and would allow for routine maintenance and safety upgrades.  

 

1 https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/COMPS-10352/pdf/COMPS-10352.pdf  

2 https://www.tn.gov/tdot/long-range-planning-home/25-year-transportation-policy-plan.html  
3 https://www.tn.gov/tdot/program-development-and-administration-home/program-development-and-administration-state-
programs.html  

4 https://www.tn.gov/tdot/build-with-us.html  

https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/COMPS-10352/pdf/COMPS-10352.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/tdot/long-range-planning-home/25-year-transportation-policy-plan.html
https://www.tn.gov/tdot/long-range-planning-home/25-year-transportation-policy-plan.html
https://www.tn.gov/tdot/program-development-and-administration-home/program-development-and-administration-state-programs.html
https://www.tn.gov/tdot/build-with-us.html
https://www.tn.gov/tdot/build-with-us.html
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/COMPS-10352/pdf/COMPS-10352.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/tdot/long-range-planning-home/25-year-transportation-policy-plan.html
https://www.tn.gov/tdot/program-development-and-administration-home/program-development-and-administration-state-programs.html
https://www.tn.gov/tdot/program-development-and-administration-home/program-development-and-administration-state-programs.html
https://www.tn.gov/tdot/build-with-us.html
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2.2. Build Alternative 
According to the Right-of-Way Plans (dated August 9, 2024),5 which serve as the basis of the EA, the 
Build Alternative would generally follow the existing SR-66 roadway alignment, except in locations 
where minor alignment shifts are needed to correct roadway geometric deficiencies. The Build 
Alternative would also widen the existing two-lane roadway configuration (which currently consists of 
one 10-foot-wide lane in each direction) to include the following (see Figure 1): 

• Two 12-foot travel lanes (one travel lane in each direction) and paved shoulders four- to ten-
feet in width.  

• An intermittent 12-foot-wide two-way left-turn lane from SR-34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson 
Highway) to north of Goan Drive and from north of Berry Road to near Speedwell Road/Old 
Highway 66. 

• Five-foot wide sidewalks from SR-34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) to north of Goan Drive. 
• Intermittent curb and gutter.  
• Guardrail, as required. 

Once completed, the Build Alternative would provide a consistent typical section along SR-66 from SR-
34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) to the county seat of Rogersville, as well as provide a link from 
Rogersville to Interstate 81 (I-81). The total proposed project length is approximately 5.70 miles. 

 

 

 
5 Please see Appendix C of the EA for a copy of the Right-of-Way Plans (dated August 9, 2024). 
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Figure 1: Project Location Map 
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3. Focus of this Public Engagement Summary 
This Public Engagement Summary has been prepared by TDOT to document the public engagement 
efforts completed for the proposed SR-66 project through December 9, 2024. The intention of this 
memorandum is to provide a summary of any public meetings held prior to the initiation of the EA as 
well as those public engagement efforts completed following the initiation of the EA in September 2024.  

4. Public Meetings Held Prior to the Initiation 
of the Environmental Assessment 

TDOT held two design public meetings for the proposed SR-66 project prior to the initiation of the EA in 
September 2024. These meetings were intended to inform the general public of the proposed project, 
provide the public with the opportunity to review and provide input on the alternatives under 
consideration, and answer questions. 

4.1. November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting 
The November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting was held from 5:00 p.m. EST to 7:00 p.m. EST at the Bulls 
Gap School, 315 Allen Drive, Bulls Gap, Tennessee. Approximately 90 people were in attendance. The 
design public meeting was held to provide an opportunity for the public to speak to TDOT 
representatives and ask questions as well as review design plans associated with the Build Alternative 
and an avoidance option (Option B)6,7 of the Build Alternative which was developed by TDOT to avoid 
two National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligible farms.  

4.1.1. Notification of the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting 
In order to publicize the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting, a public notice was posted to 
TDOT’s online calendar of events8 on October 28, 2016. A copy of the public notice is included in 
Appendix A. 

 
6 In 2013, TDOT developed a Historic/Architectural Assessment and Documentation of Effects which examined the Build 
Alternative under consideration in the present EA as well as an avoidance option (Option B) which would avoid impacts to both 
the Shadowland Farm and the Berry Farm. The avoidance option (Option B) would share the same alignment as the Build 
Alternative from SR-34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) to north of Goan Drive. The avoidance option (Option B) would then 
shift onto new location north of existing SR-66 to avoid impacts to the NRHP eligible properties, Shadowland Farm and Berry 
Farm. The avoidance option (Option B) would then transition back to the same alignment as the Build Alternative south of Rong 
Road.  

7 Please see the SR-66 Cultural and Section 4(f)/Section 6(f) Resources Technical Memorandum in Appendix G of the EA for 
additional details regarding the development of a historic avoidance option of the Build Alternative as well as Chapter 2 of the 
EA for additional details.   
8 Please note that due to the passage of time since this meeting was held, the web address where this notification was published 
is no longer active. 
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4.1.2. Description of the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting 
The meeting included a sign-in table, a PowerPoint presentation, design displays of the Build Alternative 
and avoidance option (Option B), and a court reporter was also available to take comments from the 
public.  

Please note that a transcript of this meeting and sign-in sheets are not included in this Public 
Engagement Summary. 

PROJECT WEBSITE 
Digital copies of the design meeting materials (PowerPoint presentation, design displays, and meeting 
handout) were posted to the project website and were available for download at: 

https://www.tn.gov/tdot/projects/projects-region-1/state-route-66.html  

Copies of the design meeting materials, as available, are included in Appendix A. 

SIGN-IN AND INFORMATIONAL HANDOUT  
As each member of the public arrived, they were asked to sign-in and were provided an informational 
handout. The informational handout provided a high-level project description, an overview of the TDOT 
project development process, the project’s intended purpose as outlined in the 2006 Transportation 
Planning Report (TPR),9 a project location map, and information on how to submit a comment. The 
comment deadline following the design meeting was December 8, 2016. A copy of the informational 
handout is included in Appendix A. Please note that copies of the sign-in sheets are not available. 

POWERPOINT PRESENTATION 
The PowerPoint presentation outlined the meeting’s purpose, the intended purpose of the project as 
outlined in the 2006 TPR, an overview of the proposed design of the Build Alternative as well as 
avoidance option (Option B), an overview of the TDOT project development process, and methods for 
providing comment. A copy of the PowerPoint presentation is included in Appendix A.  

DESIGN DISPLAYS 
Design displays of the Build Alternative and avoidance option (Option B)10 were posted in the meeting 
space. The design displays highlighted the proposed alignment of the Build Alternative and avoidance 
option (Option B). Members of the TDOT project team were present to assist the public and answer 
questions.  

A copy of the design displays is included in Appendix A and is also available for download via the project 
website. 

  

 
9 https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-
HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf 
10 Please see the SR-66 Cultural and Section 4(f)/Section 6(f) Resources Technical Memorandum in Appendix G of the EA for 
additional details regarding the development of a historic avoidance option of the Build Alternative as well as Chapter 2 of the 
EA for additional details.   

https://www.tn.gov/tdot/projects/projects-region-1/state-route-66.html
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
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4.1.3. Comments Received from the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting 
TDOT asked that all completed comment cards, emails, and letters related to the November 17, 2016 
Design Public Meeting be submitted to TDOT by December 8, 2016. According to a TDOT March 8, 2017 
Comment Summary Disposition, two verbal comments, 16 comment cards, and no letters were received 
following the design meeting. However, within this Public Engagement Summary only the thirteen 
comments summarized in the March 8, 2017 Comment Summary Disposition are included as records of 
both the comment cards and verbal comments could not be located. The thirteen comments and TDOT’s 
responses are summarized in Table 1 and a copy of the March 8, 2017 Comment Summary Disposition is 
included in Appendix A. 

Additionally, one public comment was received following the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting 
that was not documented in the TDOT March 8, 2017 Comment Summary Disposition. This comment 
was received via email and is summarized in Table 2. A copy of the email is also included in Appendix A. 
Please note that a TDOT response to this emailed comment was either not provided at the time the 
comment was made or cannot be located. However, TDOT is now providing a response to this comment 
in December 2024 based on most up-to-date available information.
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Table 1: Comments and Responses Documented in the March 8, 2017 Comment Summary Disposition from the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting 

General Comments Noted by the TDOT Project Team During the Design Meeting 

General Comment: Some attendees brought up an alternate design option, Option B, from the 2006 TPR, which would have bypassed Bulls Gap to the west and tie back into existing SR-66 north of Bulls Gap.  

TDOT Response: TDOT studied this design option but determined it would be best to follow the existing alignment of SR-66 in Bulls Gap due to a reduction in expected environmental impacts.11 

General Comment: Currently, existing SR-66 bisects the Shadowland Farm (NRHP eligible property).  

TDOT Response: The impact that the proposed project would have on Shadowland Farm was minimized by reducing proposed shoulder widths from ten to six feet on each side of the highway. The TDOT Historic Preservation Office has been engaged in the 
proposed project’s design efforts and has provided input regarding the proposed design of the Build Alternative. Further, nearby homes (relocations) would be reviewed by the TDOT project team to reduce impacts where possible. 

General Comment: Several public comments were received at the meeting and on comment cards to avoid impacting the homes under the avoidance option (Option B). 

TDOT Response: The designers would review the proposed design to minimize or eliminate any relocations where possible.12 

Individual Comments 

Comment  Response 

Drew Robinson (Tract 11) noted there were three options explored in the 2006 TPR. He questioned why Option A was selected going 
through Bulls Gap? 

The 2006 TPR does not specifically identify Option A as the preferred design option over Options B and C. However, 
TDOT selected Option A after deliberation and consideration of all the design options including environmentally 

sensitive areas within the 5.6-mile13 length of the proposed project. 

Robert and Sandra Wallace (Tract 44) commented they will lose their home if the design is not changed. They have requested that the 
alignment of Melrose Avenue be shifted to avoid taking their home. 

After review of the situation, it appears that the home on adjacent Tract 39 has been demolished. Given this, it makes 
sense to attempt impact reduction on Tract 44 and the designers would evaluate this with the goal of eliminating the 

relocation.14 

Jerry Dale and Sharon A. Long (Tract 85) are concerned about two things. Mr. Long first expressed concern about the impact to their yard. 
The second concern is more global in that the design appears to impact residences when, if shifted to one side or the other, the impact to 

people’s homes could be reduced or eliminated and the impacts could be shifted onto vacant land. 

Regarding the first concern, the TDOT project team would review the impact on the Long’s front yard to determine if it 
can be mitigated. Shifting the roadway away from the Long’s property would adversely impact the Cureton tract across 

the highway which is already impacted more severely than the Long’s tract. Included in the TDOT’s project team’s 
design review would be a possible profile grade adjustment that may reduce impacts on the Long’s property without 

adversely affecting the Cureton tract. Regarding the second more global comment that the road should be shifted 
where possible to avoid/eliminate impacts to residences and increase impacts to vacant land; the TDOT project team 

would investigate this and make adjustments where possible.13 

Sam Shepherd (Tract 92) is concerned that SR-66 construction will be too close to the existing building on his tract for it to be economically 
viable. He is requesting that the State buy the structure and remove it from his tract. Mr. Shepherd would like additional access points onto 

the tract. He owns several adjoining tracts in the area. 

Once the plans have progressed to the Right-of-Way phase, TDOT professional appraisers would evaluate the situation 
using commonly employed appraisal methods. The resulting appraisal would be independently reviewed, and an offer 
would be made for the land necessary to reconstruct the roadway. Mr. Shepherd would have the opportunity to speak 

with the appraiser and express his concerns and wishes, including additional access points, as part of the appraisal 
process. The current design includes replacement of the existing driveway in width and location.15 

 
11 Please see Chapter 2 of the EA for additional details regarding design options considered in the 2006 TPR.  

12 Please note that following the November 17, 2016, Design Public Meeting, TDOT removed the avoidance option (Option B) from consideration due to public feedback and the Build Alternative as presented in Chapter 2 of the EA was carried forward for study.   

13 Please note that the current length of the Build Alternative as described in Chapter 2 of the EA is 5.70 miles. 
14 Please note that given the length of time that has been passed since the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting, it is possible that the design and the tract numbering at this location has changed. Please review Project Background information available in Appendix C of the EA to see the 
most recent project mapping as well as the Right-of-Way Plans (Dated August 9, 2024) which are the basis of the Build Alternative under consideration.  

15 For the most current information regarding relocations associated with the Build Alternative, please see the SR-66 Community Impact Assessment, Relocations, and Economic Resources Technical Memorandum in Appendix E the EA.  

https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
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Comment  Response 

George Thomas Smith (Tract 125) objects to the provision of sidewalks throughout the city limits and would prefer they end at Oak Grove 
Church which is located between Allen Drive and Glenwood Street in Bulls Gap. 

The project design includes sidewalks within the city limits of Bulls Gap where pedestrians are more likely than out in 
the County. Sidewalks allow pedestrians a safe place to walk and are useful for building a sense of community by 

allowing people to walk around, see neighbors and otherwise enjoy the environment. It is very likely that provision of 
the sidewalks would result in a bigger footprint for the roadway project, but once construction is completed the 

community would be better served.16 

Travis Arnott (Tracts 155, 155A, 163, 165, 168 & 171) commented that he sees no reason that SR-66 can’t be widened along the existing 
alignment. He feels that the new road will cost more to maintain. Mr. Arnott is also concerned about the impacts to his family’s land (a 

century farm) as well as his grandfather’s home at 1219 Hwy 66. Finally, he is concerned about all the land that will be acquired to build the 
new reconstructed roadway. 

The proposed location of the avoidance option (Option B) was to avoid impacts to the NRHP eligible resource known as 
the Berry Farm. Designing the avoidance option (Option B) to be on new location completely avoids the historic site 

and provides maximum separation of the roadway from the Berry Farm properties. In doing so, other properties, 
including Mr. Arnott’s family century farm, are affected by this move. Due to State and Federal regulations, impacts to 
the Berry Farm must be mitigated and minimized as much as is possible and practical. This project is being funded with 

Federal and State matching funds which are not provided unconditionally. Therefore, to meet safety and alignment 
standards and guidelines tied to the funding of the project, SR-66 is proposed to be relocated or shifted in certain 

locations under the avoidance option (Option B). The TDOT project team would evaluate a shift in proposed alignment 
to avoid the Arnott homes and/or properties as well as not impact neighboring properties adversely. Impacts would be 

spread out as equitably as possible with the proposed alignment shift.17 

Louise B. Howard (Tract 184) would like the road shifted away from her tract to eliminate impacts. 
The TDOT project team would evaluate this possibility. However, by moving the roadway, the project impacts may just 

be shifted to another property owner. The designers would also evaluate the possibility of using retaining walls to 
lessen the impact to Ms. Howard’s property. The nearby cemetery could also be avoided.18 

Ross and Joyce Hughes (Tract 187) question why so many houses are being taken and wondered why the road can’t be shifted onto vacant 
land. They also don’t think a four-lane road is necessary. 

The TDOT project team would evaluate the possibility of shifting the roadway, however, by shifting the roadway, 
project impacts may just be shifted to a different property owner. Design guidelines and standards must be followed in 

order for the reconstructed roadway to be safe once construction is complete. These guidelines and standards make 
shifting the roadway back and forth quickly and in short distances impractical. One of our objectives identified in the 
2006 TPR is to provide a safer facility once the project is complete.19 A four-lane roadway is not under consideration. 

Instead, it would consist of three lanes and shoulders with curb, gutter, and sidewalks within the city limits of Bulls Gap 
and only two lanes with full shoulders north of Bulls Gap.20 

Jewell Long (Tract 202) is concerned if enough money and/or time will be given to relocate safely. 

TDOT uses federally mandated appraisal guidelines that allow for compensation to property owners from whom land 
must be acquired to construct the roadway and other improvements. These guidelines call for a fair marketplace-based 
appraisal that is independently reviewed. Funds are also made available to help residents who need to be relocated. All 

of this information would be more clearly explained and articulated at a Right-of-Way meeting for affected property 
owners to be held as the project moves forward. 

 

 
 

 
16 Please note the sidewalks are still included in the current design of the Build Alternative from SR-34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) to Goan Drive. Please see Chapter 2 of the EA for additional details.  
17 Please note that following the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting, TDOT removed the avoidance option (Option B) from consideration due to public feedback and the Build Alternative as presented in Chapter 2 of the EA was carried forward for study.   

18 Please note that given the length of time that has been passed since the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting, it is possible that the design and the tract numbering at this location has changed. Please review Project Background information available in Appendix C of the EA to see the 
most recent project mapping as well as the Right-of-Way Plans (Dated August 9, 2024) which are the basis of the Build Alternative under consideration. 

19 Following the development of the 2006 TPR, TDOT has developed a revised purpose and need statement for this SR-66 which is described in further detail in Chapter 1 of the EA. 
20 As shown on the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting project displays (see Appendix A), under the Build Alternative, a two-lane road was under consideration with an intermittent 12-foot-wide two-way left-turn lane from the intersection with SR-34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) to 
north of Goan Drive. For an updated description of the Build Alternative currently under consideration which includes the development of an improved two-lane roadway, see Chapter 2 of the EA. 

https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
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Comment  Response 

Linda Jennings (No acquisition, property not within project limits) is concerned that the project will destroy the quiet country living she 
currently enjoys. She is also concerned about the number of homes being acquired by the project. 

The objective of this project is to reconstruct SR-66 and provide added safety and eliminate deficient roadway 
alignment by providing another 5.6 miles21 of improved roadway from I-81 to Rogersville, TN.22 The project would not 

be building a freeway. Instead, Bulls Gap would have a three-lane road with shoulders and curb and gutter with 
sidewalks; north of Bulls Gap would be a two-lane road with full shoulders.23 The TDOT project team would be looking 

at a variety of options to reduce the overall impact of the project, including shifts in the road alignment, possible use of 
retaining walls and other methods to reduce the footprint/impact of the project. 

Michael Solomon (Mayor of Bulls Gap, no acquisition, property not within project limits) would like to see a bicycle lane added to the project 
and the addition of turn lanes at SR-34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) and at Barrette Living Manufacturing. 

The current design has sufficient pavement width within Bulls Gap to allow for a 4-foot bicycle lane on each side of the 
road. Outside of Bulls Gap, the roadway would typically have a 10-foot shoulder on both sides. These features should 
be sufficient to provide safe refuge for bicyclists. The TDOT project team would investigate adding turn lanes at the 

intersection of SR-34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) and SR-66 as well as improving the existing traffic signal. Turn 
lanes into the Barrette facility are already proposed.24 

Cynthia Arnott Trentham (No acquisition, property not within project limits) is concerned that the avoidance option (Option B) will result in 
a decrease in her personal safety. This is due to the fact that the avoidance option (Option B) will be closer to her home on Rong Road. 

Instead, she would like the new road to be built more or less following the existing alignment (Build Alternative). Ms. Trentham also 
provided some insight into potential project impact to unmarked civil war era grave sites near her property. 

The proposed location of the avoidance option (Option B) was to avoid impacts to the NRHP eligible resource known as 
the Berry Farm. Designing the avoidance option (Option B) to be on new location completely avoids the historic site 

and provides maximum separation of the roadway from the Berry Farm properties. Due to Federal and State 
regulations, impacts to the historic site must be minimized as much as practical. The chosen alignment is a compromise 
between various competing demands. It meets the required design standards and spreads the impacts as equitably as 

possible.25 

Diana Hughes (No acquisition, property not within project limits) commented that the current proposed alignment of SR-66 impacts too 
many homes and thinks the highway should be shifted to the east of existing SR-66 to reduce the number of impacts. 

The 2006 TPR does not specifically identify Option A as the preferred design option over Options B and C. However, 
TDOT selected Option A after deliberation and consideration of all the design options including environmentally 

sensitive areas within the 5.6-mile26 length of the proposed project. 

 

 
21 Please note that the current length of the Build Alternative as described in Chapter 2 of the EA is 5.70 miles. 

22 Following the development of the 2006 TPR, TDOT has developed a revised purpose and need statement for this SR-66 which is described in further detail in Chapter 1 of the EA. 
23 As shown on the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting project displays (see Appendix B), under the Build Alternative, a two-lane road was under consideration with an intermittent 12-foot-wide two-way left-turn lane from the intersection with SR-34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) to 
north of Goan Drive. For an updated description of the Build Alternative currently under consideration which includes the development of an improved two-lane roadway, see Chapter 2 of the EA. 

24 Please note that under the current design of the Build Alternative as described in Chapter 2 of the EA, the Build Alternative would include five-foot sidewalks in the Town of Bulls Gap where the existing land uses are commercial and residential. Additionally, while designated bike lanes are not 
proposed as part of the Build Alternative, the Build Alternative would include paved shoulders four- to ten-feet in width, which would provide accommodations for bicyclists on SR-66. 
25 Please note that following the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting, TDOT removed the avoidance option (Option B) from consideration due to public feedback and the Build Alternative as presented in Chapter 2 of the EA was carried forward for study.   

26 Please note that the current length of the Build Alternative as described in Chapter 2 of the EA is 5.70 miles. 

https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
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Table 2: Comment Provided Via Email- Following the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting 

Emailed Comment TDOT Response 

Ca Trentham: [email address omitted] 

Subject:  Hwy 66 Bulls Gap Tn. Pleasant Hill to Wolfe Branch Section. 

I am in desperate need of an answer to this question. According to TDOT.  In 2012 TDOT Historians surveyed the proposed project area for historic resources. 
They surveyed six properties and charted over forty-five properties. It is the OPINION of TDOT that three properties within the Area of Potential Effects (APE) are 
ELIGIBLE for listing in the National Register of Historic Places:  

Simply put TDOT is building a road around a declining building, on the verge of falling own, only held together by vines, see attached picture, to impact 
agriculture farm land {Century Farm} and destroy the peace and tranquility of over 16 family’s, Some of these family’s actually will be losing their home and just 
as bad if not worse the highway will be located only feet away with significant traffic noise and nuisance, trapping families between two highways.  If not for the 
historic concern for the Berry Farm only 1 mobile home and maybe 1 other house would be affected all else is unoccupied vacant land following the highway.  I 
and all the families affected can only voice our concern and pray that someone takes action to correct this problem. 

Title 36 → Chapter I → Part 63 

c) If the Keeper of the National Register determines that a property has lost the characteristics that made it eligible for the National Register, he will inform the 
State Historic Preservation Officer and the Federal agency and remove the property from the list of eligible properties. 

Families adversely impacted:   

• Howard Louise Berry- 1525 HWY 66 S, Bulls Gap, TN 37711 
• Laster Robert- 1485 HWY 66 S     
• Overbay Ronald Tyler & Jennifer- 1473 HWY 66 S 
• Long Elizabeth Ann- 1461 HWY 66 S 
• Pruitt John Oscar & Margrie- 1443 HWY 66 S 
• Arnott Evelyn- 187 Rong Road 
• Vaughn Norman - 124 Old HWY Road 
• Kenneth & Patricia Farmer- 138 Old HWY Road 
• Ward Della Arnott- Old HWY Road 146 
• Arnott John- 1219 HWY 66 A 
• Arnott Travis E- 421 Wolfe Branche Road 
• Tommy & Linda Arnott- Old HWY Road 
• Watts Richard E & Brenda Joyce - 173 Old HWY Road 
• Phillips Dennis & Joy-1305 HWY 66 S 
• Lawson Larry Leon Jr- P.O. Box 328 
• Mike & Cynthia Trentham- 159 Rong Road      

 
Attached picture of building TDOT is avoiding.  

 

 

Following the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting, TDOT removed the avoidance option 
(Option B) from consideration due to public feedback and the Build Alternative as presented in 

Chapter 2 of the EA was carried forward for study. For a description of the Build Alternative under 
consideration in this EA, please see Section 2.2. 

For additional details related to historic resources and how they were documented and 
considered for this EA, please see the SR-66 Cultural and Section 4(f)/Section 6(f) Resources 

Technical Memorandum in Appendix G of the EA. 
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4.2. November 13, 2018 Design Public Meeting 
The November 13, 2018 Design Public Meeting was held from 5:00 p.m. EST to 7:00 p.m. EST at the Bulls 
Gap School, 315 Allen Drive, Bulls Gap, Tennessee. The purpose of the meeting was to share revised 
preliminary design plans for the proposed improvements to SR-66 following public feedback received 
from the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting (see Section 4.1). 

Please note that the following the November 17, 2016 Design Public Meeting, TDOT reviewed the 
feedback provided from the public and decided to retain the Build Alternative’s alignment (as presented 
in Section 2.2 as well as Chapter 2 of the EA) with minimization measures applied through the proposed 
National Register Boundary of the Berry Farm. Minimization efforts included a reduction of right-of-way 
and the utilization of curb and gutter as well as guardrail in the vicinity of Berry Farm.27 The avoidance 
option (Option B) is no longer under consideration.   

4.2.1. Description of the November 13, 2018 Design Public Meeting 
The meeting included design displays of the Build Alternative and TDOT representatives were present to 
discuss the proposed project and answer any questions.  

At the time of writing this Public Engagement Summary in December 2024, copies of any notices 
published, informational handouts distributed to the public, sign-sheets, public comments received, or a 
transcript of the November 13, 2018 Design Public Meeting are not available and are not summarized in 
this document.  

PROJECT WEBSITE 
Digital copies of the design displays were posted to the project website and were available for download 
at: 

https://www.tn.gov/tdot/projects/projects-region-1/state-route-66.html 

Copies of the design displays are included in Appendix B. 

DESIGN DISPLAYS 
Design displays were posted in the meeting space. These displays presented the Build Alternative’s 
alignment location, proposed typical sections, and proposed right-of-way limits for the Build Alternative.  

Members of the TDOT project team were present to assist the public and answer questions. Copies of 
the design displays are included in Appendix B. 

4.2.2. Comments Received from the November 13, 2018 Design Public Meeting 
Comments from the public during and following the November 13, 2018 Design Public Meeting and 
responses from TDOT for any comments received are not available at this time. However, TDOT did note 
several design details during the meeting for the TDOT project design team to review. A record of these 
notes is available in Appendix B.  

 
27 For additional details related to historic resources and how they were documented and considered for this EA, please see the 
SR-66 Cultural and Section 4(f)/Section 6(f) Resources Technical Memorandum in Appendix G of the EA. 

 

https://www.tn.gov/tdot/projects/projects-region-1/state-route-66.html
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5. Public Engagement Efforts Following the 
Initiation of the Environmental Assessment 

This section of this technical memorandum focuses on the public engagement efforts for the proposed 
SR-66 project following the initiation of the EA in September 2024. Included below is a summary of the 
November 12, 2024 public meeting activities as well as a summary of the comments received during the 
official comment period which ended on December 9, 2024, including dispositions to the public 
comments received.  

5.1. Public Engagement Methodology 
Prior to initiating any public engagement efforts for the SR-66 EA, TDOT utilized U.S. Census data and 
reviewed several other online databases to better understand the needs and context of the impacted 
community to ensure the outreach efforts were as successful in reaching as much of the impacted 
community within the SR-66 project area as possible.  
TDOT’s analysis showed that Hawkins County has a lower percentage of households with limited English 
proficiency than the statewide percentage and Hawkins County has a lower percentage of households 
with access to broadband internet when compared to the State of Tennessee. Therefore, the use of 
virtual meetings or email correspondence was thought to be an ineffective method of communication 
and should only be used as a secondary means to distribute information about the proposed project. 
Additionally, due to most individuals speaking English as their primary language, public meeting 
materials were not translated to alternate languages.   

See the SR-66 Community Impact Assessment, Relocations, and Economic Resources Technical 
Memorandum located in Appendix E of the EA for additional details.  

5.2. November 12, 2024 Public Meeting 
On November 12, 2024, TDOT hosted a public meeting at Bulls Gap School located at 315 Allen Drive, 
Bulls Gap, Tennessee. The purpose of the November 12, 2024 Public Meeting was to provide a project 
status update, introduce the project’s preliminary purpose and need statement as well as the range of 
alternatives under consideration in the EA, provide a project history (including the determination by 
FHWA and TDOT to move forward with the NEPA effort for the proposed project as an EA based on the 
anticipated number of relocations), and provide an update on the project schedule.  

5.2.1. Notification of the November 12, 2024 Public Meeting 
In order to notify the public of the November 12, 2024 Public Meeting, TDOT completed the following 
activities: 

PROJECT WEBSITE 
TDOT re-established the project website for the proposed SR-66 project, which can be found at the 
following locations:  

• URL: https://www.tn.gov/tdot/projects/projects-region-1/state-route-66.html or 
• Tiny URL: https://tinyurl.com/SR-66Hawkins 

https://www.tn.gov/tdot/projects/projects-region-1/state-route-66.html
https://tinyurl.com/SR-66Hawkins
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The project website was updated in October 2024 to include the following information:  

• Advertising and the request of attendance for the pending November 12, 2024 Public Meeting 
• Project Overview 
• Project History and Background 
• Preliminary Purpose and Need 
• Alternatives Under Study 
• Preliminary Environmental Impacts 
• Public Involvement and Engagement – Please note that the design displays of the Build 

Alternative from the November 13, 2018 Design Public Meeting were also available for 
download. 

• Right-of-Way and Relocation Process 
• Timeline 
• Project Contacts 

NEWSPAPER 
In order to publicize the November 12, 2024 Public Meeting, a public notice was published in The 
Rogersville Review28 on October 30, 2024 and November 6, 2024. Additionally, the public meeting was 
advertised on the TDOT project website beginning in October 2024. A copy of the public notice is 
included in the Appendix C. 

PROJECT STAKEHOLDER DATABASE 
A project stakeholder database was developed for use in distributing information to stakeholders and 
other interested parties related to the November 12, 2024 Public Meeting. The initial project 
stakeholder database was developed utilizing Geographic Information Systems (GIS) parcel information 
from the Tennessee Property Assessors Website29 for Hawkins County and includes all parcels owners 
within 250 feet of the Build Alternative.  

POSTCARD 
A postcard public meeting invite was mailed to all individuals within the project stakeholder database. 
The postcard included a shortened version of the project web address (TinyURL) https://tinyurl.com/SR-
66Hawkins and a QR code, both linked to the project website’s public involvement and engagement 
page. A copy of the postcard is included in Appendix C. 

  

 

28 https://www.therogersvillereview.com/  

29 https://assessment.cot.tn.gov/tpad/ 

https://www.therogersvillereview.com/
https://www.therogersvillereview.com/
https://assessment.cot.tn.gov/tpad/
https://tinyurl.com/SR-66Hawkins
https://tinyurl.com/SR-66Hawkins
https://www.therogersvillereview.com/
https://assessment.cot.tn.gov/tpad/
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Figure 2: State Route 66 November 12, 2024 Public Meeting Notification Postcard, Front and Back  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5.2.2. Description of the November 12, 2024 Public Meeting 
During the November 12, 2024 Public Meeting, project information was delivered through a PowerPoint 
presentation followed by a formal question-and-answer session where members of the public in a group 
session could ask questions of the TDOT project team, and an open house where members of the TDOT 
project team were available to discuss the project and review displays with members of the public 
individually. 

A total of 97 members of the public and 18 TDOT representatives/consultants attended the design 
meeting. A videographer was also present to record the PowerPoint presentation as well as to record 
comments from the public either in the question-and-answer session or independently during the open 
house portion of the meeting. Following the public meeting, the video recording of the meeting was 
transcribed by a court reporter into a formal transcript of the meeting. 

The following sections describe the stations at the November 12, 2024 Public Meeting. 
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Figure 3: November 12, 2024 Public Meeting 

 

SIGN-IN  
As each member of the public arrived, they were asked to sign in and were provided a project 
informational handout and a pre-addressed postage paid comment card. The handout contained 
information regarding the meeting’s purpose, the project’s purpose, the project development process, 
and information on how to submit a comment. Copies of the sign-in sheets are included in Appendix C. 

Members of the public that chose to sign-in also had the option of selecting to be a part of the project 
stakeholder database for future updates about the project. These individuals would receive future 
mailings related to the proposed SR-66 project along with individuals already included in the project 
stakeholder database.  

INFORMATIONAL HANDOUT AND COMMENT CARD 
A multi-page informational handout was developed by TDOT for the November 12, 2024 Public Meeting. 
This project informational handout included a project overview, purpose of the meeting, project history, 
preliminary purpose and need for the proposed SR-66 project, alternatives currently being evaluated in 
the EA, project location map, project schedule, right-of-way and relocation information, procedures for 
submitting public comments, next steps, and project contacts.  

A pre-addressed comment card with postage pre-paid by TDOT through the U.S. Postal Service (USPS) 
was included with the project informational handout. Copies of the project informational handout and 
comment card are shown in Figure 4 and included in Appendix C. 

Following the public meeting, the project informational handout and comment card were available for 
download and printing via the project website. Additionally, public comments could also be submitted 
electronically via: https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/D2YCMGT. 

 

 

 

  

https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/D2YCMGT
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Figure 4: State Route 66 Project Informational Handout and Comment Card 

 
 

POWERPOINT PRESENTATION, QUESTION-AND-ANSWER SESSION, AND OPEN 
HOUSE 
A formal PowerPoint presentation was presented by the TDOT project team beginning at 5:30 p.m. The 
PowerPoint presentation discussed the meeting’s purpose, the purpose for the project, gave an 
overview of the TDOT project development process, project history, project location, preliminary 
purpose and need statement, alternatives being evaluated in the EA, environmental technical studies to 
be completed, next steps, the right-of-way relocation process, project schedule, methods for submitting 
a public comment, and project contacts. A copy of the PowerPoint presentation is included in Appendix 
C and was also posted to the project website for download following the public meeting.  

Following the PowerPoint presentation, TDOT invited members of the public to ask question of the 
TDOT project team in a group setting and provided responses to those questions and/or comments. A 
summary of the question-and-answer session is included in Table 3.30   

 
30 Please note that a court reporter was not present at the November 2024 Public Meeting; therefore, Table 3 is summary of the 
November 2024 Public Meeting derived from a video recording of the November 24, 2024 Public Meeting, rather than a true 
transcript.  Gaps or minor inaccuracies are present within this summary due to the acoustics of the room, the audio limitations 
of the recording equipment used, and some individuals not speaking clearly or loudly enough to be fully captured on the 
recording. 
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A videographer was also present to record the PowerPoint presentation as well as to record comments 
from the public either in the question-and-answer session or take comments independently during the 
open house portion of the meeting. Following the public meeting, the video recording of the meeting 
was transcribed by a court reporter into a formal transcript of the meeting. The meeting transcript is 
available in Appendix C.  

Table 3: November 12, 2024 Public Meeting - Question-and-Answer Session Summary 

Question Response 

The timeline for right-of-way acquisition keeps 
changing. How can we trust this timeline? Commenter 

had documents from TDOT showing the project was 
going to go to right-of-way in 2020, 2022, and 2024 – 

the timeline has changed many times. The pre-
engineering and environmental studies were done in 

the 2006 TPR which showed safety needs. Commenter 
notes that the documents released in 2006 noted this 
was a dangerous road, and traffic has only increased. 
There are now 18-wheelers are traveling from Barette 

to I-81. 

TDOT would have gone to right-of-way this year, but 
since additional environmental studies are now 

needed as part of the EA, the schedule was pushed 
out. As part of the 10-Year Plan, a list of 1,000 projects 

were narrowed down to 93 projects with allocated 
funding. This project was identified in the TDOT 10-

Year Plan with funding. 

How far down the list (of the 10-Year Plan) is this 
project? 

The list is based on the timeline of projects and is not 
ranked by priority. Some factors of this project have 

led to delays. The environmental document was 
changed from a Categorical Exclusion to an EA, which 

has different requirements. Right-of-way for this 
project would likely take 3.5 years due to the number 
of tracts, and the NEPA document added another year 
delay. The clock starts once TDOT starts buying right-

of-way. 

Are the two maps on the tables the same? Yes. 

Are the maps on the tables the same as the map in the 
flyer? 

The map in the flyer is a zoomed-out version of the 
Build Alternative, but it is showing the same Build 

Alternative as the design displays shown at the public 
meeting. TDOT is only evaluating one Build Alternative 

and the No-Build Alternative. The 2006 TPR did 
evaluate several options, but only the Build 

Alternative shown in the maps was selected to move 
forward. 

How much money is there to fund this project? TDOT is estimating $52 million for right-of-way and 
$60-65 million for final design and construction. 

Are there any officials here to speak to the odds of the 
No-Build Alternative? There are 500 employees at 

Barrette Outdoor Living and they are moving to 
Morristown. Without proper infrastructure, is there 
any chance this would affect their investment in the 

community? 

As part of the NEPA document, we would be looking at 
local developments to evaluate the No-Build and Build 
Alternatives. Please see the SR-66 Land Use, Farmland, 

and Transportation Infrastructure Technical 
Memorandum in Appendix D of the EA for additional 

details.  

https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/build-with-us/Updated%2010-Year%20Project%20Plan_21.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/build-with-us/Updated%2010-Year%20Project%20Plan_21.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/build-with-us/Updated%2010-Year%20Project%20Plan_21.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsGaptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf
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Question Response 

Will this project interfere with the widening of SR-34 
(US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) to the Interstate? 

 

The SR-34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) project 
was not selected as one of the 93 projects for the 10-
Year Plan. Funding and a Build Alternative have not 
been identified for that project. The two projects do 

cross one another just south of where we are at. 
Currently, that project shows an interchange and a 

bridge that go across SR-66 and across the railroad to 
get to the other side. 

Which end of the road will the project start 
construction on? 

We do not have that kind of information at this time. 
During right-of-way, purchasing and appraisal of 

property would take place around the same time. 
When the project is let to construction, TDOT would 
take bids in which the contractor would develop a 

method for how to construct the project. 

Is this project in the 3-Year Plan31? Yes, for right-of-way. 

Is this a going to be determined by the percentage of 
people that put “no-build”? 

The No-Build and Build Alternatives are both under 
consideration. Your feedback is very important. After 
we go through our environmental technical studies, 
TDOT typically puts a package together that includes 

the results of the environmental technical studies with 
your (public) input which is provided to the TDOT 

Commissioner. The package also outlines that the No-
Build and Build Alternatives are both under 

consideration. Your comments are important.32 

Question about fair market value of property 
acquired. 

When the right-of-way process begins, TDOT would 
contract with appraisers, who would visit the 

properties, look at comparable sales in the area, and 
recent market data. The assessed value would depend 

on the property and any land fee value, easements, 
improvements involved in the land (signs, sheds). They 
would also look at the value of the remaining land – is 

the shape/use changed? Any damages would be 
presented in the report documenting the appraised 

value. 

If an easement damages shrubbery on the property 
will there be compensation? 

Bushes, trees, shed, fence, pavement, all of it is 
considered an improvement and would be valued as 

part of the assessment. 

 

31 TDOT Proposed Fiscal Years 2025-2027 Comprehensive Multimodal Program 
32 As part of the decisions made during the environmental review process, TDOT and FHWA consider the purpose and need for 
the project, resource impacts, alternative under consideration (including a No-Build Alternative), and public feedback. Decisions 
made during the environmental review process will continue to be carried out in accordance with the requirements of NEPA and 
other federal environmental laws. 

https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/build-with-us/Updated%2010-Year%20Project%20Plan_21.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/build-with-us/Updated%2010-Year%20Project%20Plan_21.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/three-year-program/FY-25%20Comprehensive%20Multimodal%20Program_4-4-24%20Final.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/three-year-program/FY-25%20Comprehensive%20Multimodal%20Program_4-4-24%20Final.pdf


Public Engagement Summary 

 19 

Question Response 

What’s the current number of vehicles on the road? 

A traffic analysis is part of the process for preparing 
the EA. The traffic report is not complete yet. It is 

being completed as part of the EA document, and it 
would be made available when the document is 

complete.33 

What will the speed limit be? Cars and trucks fly 
through right now, will they go faster if the road is 

widened? 

For the sidewalk section, the design speed is 35 miles 
per hour (mph). The rest of the project has a design 
speed of 65 mph. It is important to note that design 
speed is different from speed limit, and the speed 

limit is typically 10 mph lower than the design speed. 

Comment from U.S. Postal worker – This is a necessary 
project at the south end; people drive way too fast. 
I’m going to get T-boned leaving my driveway [on 

Main Street]. 

Speeding is an enforcement issue to be handled by 
local authorities. The project would have better road 

geometry and improved sight distance, as well as 
added shoulders, which would help these issues. 

Cars are going too fast everywhere. Concern that 
linking to I-81 and putting more cars on the roadway 

would lead to more speeding. 

Speeding is an enforcement issue to be handled by 
local authorities. Additionally, it is the intent of this 

project, to provide better sight distances and roadway 
geometrics which should correspond with less severe 

accidents. 

Will there be any further alignment shifts? 
The Build Alternative alignment would likely stay as is 
unless we receive feedback/insight to change to make 

changes.  

There is a need for more patrolling. The average speed 
in front of their house is 50 mph. 

Please note this concern on the comment form. 
Speeding is an enforcement issue to be handled by 

local authorities.    

If we live on a side street, how do we get in and out? 
Individuals that don’t have their homes taken will have 

trouble accessing the street from their driveways. 

Side streets would also be re-aligned to match the 
Build Alternative alignment. Some areas would have a 
two-way left-turn lane. Some driveways would be re-

done during the project, and shoulders would be 
added to help with getting into/out of driveways.34 

Since the environmental phase is looking at a No-Build 
or Build option, is it possible this project might not 

happen? 

During this phase of the project, we are conducting 
environmental technical studies and gathering public 

feedback as part of the environmental analysis. All 
data/findings would go into the NEPA document to 

help TDOT leadership guide the decision. The number 
of relocations made this project require an 

Environmental Assessment. 

 

33 The SR-66 Traffic Capacity and Safety Analysis Technical Memorandum is located in Appendix A of the EA. 

34 Please see Chapter 2 of the EA for additional details related to the design of the Build Alternative.  
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Question Response 

How many additional acquisitions were added from 
2016? 

The number of acquisitions didn’t change, the number 
of relocations changed. This was largely due to septic 

lines; it is difficult to relocate sewer lines and TDOT did 
additional survey. Some of these relocations may end 
up being just property acquisitions to relocate septic 

lines. 

Could the administration take this project off the 10-
Year Plan list? 

Yes, but the right-of-way acquisition for this project 
would likely happen before the current administration 

changes. We do not anticipate broad changes to the 
10-Year Plan when the administration changes. 

Bulls Gap recently put in new sewer lines. How is this 
project going to affect that installation? 

If this project impacts the sewer lines, they may be 
identified as relocations or they may instead rebuild 

the sewer connection as part of construction. 

DESIGN DISPLAYS 
Design displays were posted in the meeting space. These displays presented the Build Alternative’s 
alignment location, proposed typical sections, and proposed right-of-way limits for the Build Alternative.  

Members of the TDOT project team were present to assist the public and answer questions. Copies of 
the design displays are included in Appendix C. 

Following the public meeting, the design displays presented at the November 12, 2024 Public Meeting 
were available to download via the project website. 

METHODS FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
Following the public meeting on November 12, 2024, the public could provide comments or questions to 
TDOT in the following formats. Please note that TDOT requested that all comments be postmarked by 
December 9, 2024. In total, the comment period length was 27 days.35  

Project Specific Toll-Free Number 
TDOT provided a toll-free phone number (1-800-546-0949) for the public to ask questions and make 
comments about the proposed project during the official comment period. Official responses by an 
appropriate TDOT representative were to be provided within seven business days. 

Project Email Address 
To provide the public with a convenient single point of contact, TDOT prompted members of the public 
to send an email to TDOT.comments@tn.gov, using the subject line “State Route 66 Project”. This email 
address was made available for general inquiries and was also an option for submittal of official 
comments during the comment period.  

 
35 Per the Tennessee Department of Transportation’s Public Involvement Plan, 21 days is the standard comment response period 
following a public meeting. However, given that the comment period extended over the Thanksgiving holiday, TDOT added and 
additional six days to the comment period.  

https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/build-with-us/Updated%2010-Year%20Project%20Plan_21.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/build-with-us/Updated%2010-Year%20Project%20Plan_21.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/build-with-us/Updated%2010-Year%20Project%20Plan_21.pdf
mailto:TDOT.comments@tn.gov
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/community-relations/public-involvement-plan.pdf
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Comment Card 
As previously mentioned, comment cards were also distributed at the 
public meeting which were postage paid and pre-addressed. Members 
of the public had the option to leave their comment card with the 
TDOT project team at the public meeting or take the comment card 
home with them to mail at a later date. Additionally, the comment 
card, PowerPoint presentation, project displays, and project 
informational handout were available for download via the project 
website for interested individuals to print and mail at a later time.   

Following the public meeting, public comments could also be 
submitted electronically via: 
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/D2YCMGT  

The option to submit your comment electronically was advertised on the TDOT project website as well 
as via the QR code (see Figure 5) which was printed on the public meeting notification postcard, 
embedded within the PowerPoint Presentation, and included in the project informational handout. 

Letters 
Members of the public were offered the option to submit a letter with either their comment or question 
to the following address:  

• State Route 66
C/O Kimley-Horn and Associates
10 Lea Avenue, Ste 400
Nashville, TN 37210

Court Reporter 
A court reporter was not present at the meeting. A videographer was in attendance to record the 
PowerPoint presentation as well as to record comments from the public either in the question-and-
answer session or take comments independently during the open house portion of the meeting.  
Following the public meeting, the video recording of the meeting was transcribed by a court reporter 
into a formal transcript of the meeting. The transcript of the meeting is available in Appendix C.  

5.2.3. Summary of Formal Public Comments 
During the official comment period associated with the November 12, 2024 Public Meeting, the public 
provided input through the following means: 

• Written comments – Comment cards, online comment card, letters, and emails.
• Verbal comments – Comments provided to videographer for transcription following the public

meeting by a court reporter or calls to the project specific 1-800 phone line.

TDOT asked that all comments be postmarked by December 9, 2024. All comments postmarked by 
December 9, 2024 are considered part of the official transcript of the November 12, 2024 Public 
Meeting.  

In total, TDOT received 40 comments during the official comment period associated with the SR-66 
Project EA initial public engagement efforts. Some commenters provided more than one comment; 
therefore, the 40 comments represent comments from 36 people. 

Figure 5: State Route 66 
Project QR Code 

https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/D2YCMGT
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Table 4 summarizes the number of comments received, broken down by the method in which the 
comment was received. 

Table 4: November 12, 2024 Public Meeting - Total Comments Received by Comment Method 

Comment 
Method 

Comment 
Cards 

Email 
Comments 

Online Forms Letters Telephone 
Calls 

 
35 2 3 0 0 

Total 40 

COMMENTS RECEIVED BY COMMENT CARD 
TDOT received 34 comment cards during the official comment period that ended December 9, 2024. 
Pre-addressed, postage pre-paid comment cards were distributed at the November 12, 2024 Public 
Meeting. Respondents were asked if they would like to receive future mailings about the proposed 
project and were asked to comment on what they liked and/or disliked about the proposed project. 
Most comment cards submitted included a written comment, and most respondents indicated they 
would like to receive future mailings about the project. Table 5 below summarizes the 34 comment 
cards that included a written comment. Copies of the comment cards, emails and online forms received 
during the comment period are included in Appendix D. 

COMMENTS RECEIVED BY EMAIL 
TDOT received two emails during the official comment period that ended December 9, 2024.  

Table 6 contains a summary of the comments received by email and TDOT’s responses. Copies of the 
email comments received and TDOT’s responses are included in Appendix D. 

COMMENTS RECEIVED BY LETTER 
TDOT did not receive comments via letter during the official comment period that ended December 9, 
2024.   

COMMENTS RECEIVED BY TELEPHONE 
TDOT did not receive calls to the project specific 1-800 (toll-free) phone number during the official 
comment period that ended December 9, 2024. 

COMMENTS RECEIVED BY ONLINE COMMENT FORM 
An online comment form was included on the project website as an option for the public to provide 
feedback on the proposed project 

TDOT received three comments via the online comment form during the official comment period that 
ended December 9, 2024. All three respondents indicated they would like to receive future mailings 
about the project. Table 7 summarizes the comments received via online comment form and the TDOT 
responses. Copies of the online comment forms received by TDOT during the comment period are 
included in Appendix D. 
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Figure 6: View of Online Comment Form 
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Table 5: November 12, 2024 Public Meeting - Comments Received by Comment Card36 

Which best describes your primary interest in the project? (Check all that apply) 

Comment Card Response Option Total 

Concerned Citizen 9 

Affected Resident 23 

Affected Landowner 25 

Affected Business 

6 
Affected Businesses (Please note that some individuals did not provide a write-in response): 

• Oak Grove Primitive Baptist Church 
• Rental property (not specified) 

• Business not specified 

What do you like and/or dislike about the Build Alternative?  

Comment Card Comment TDOT Response 

Diannia Kesterson 
Damage to our property/loss of property/work zone for years. 

Comment noted. 

Robert Wager 
Dislike. 

Comment noted. 

Sheridan Barker (heir of Hubert Barker) 
In favor of this build alternative. 

Comment noted. 

Jerrell Moore 
Do not see need for sidewalks beyond school area toward Rogersville. Adding shoulders, in my opinion, would be 
more beneficial.  

Comment noted. 

Dawn Wager  
I dislike this option completely. Please do not take houses and acreage. A hardship for too many.  

Comment noted. 

James H Trent 
I do not like anything about this. 

Comment noted. 

James H Trent 
I don't like anything about the build alternative.  

Comment noted. 

Beth Solomon  
I like it, all the road is dangerous where the trucks are in the other lane in the curves. No shoulders.  

Comment noted. 

Mary Davis 
I like the fact that the lanes will be wider. 
 
 

Comment noted. 

 
36 Please note that in some cases individuals selected multiple responses on the comment cards.  
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Adam C Lamb 
I like the increased sight lines/distance. This would make leaving church and pulling onto Hwy 66 safer for our church.  

Comment noted. 

Travis Arnott 
I think improvements could be made without making such a wide road/shoulders. Also I think the side roads should 
be less impacted than what maps show. 

Comment noted. 

Zachary Hale  
Improvement to hwy for travel + safety. Lose of house. 

Comment noted. 

Linda Jennings  
It should make it safer-but the gas processing plant, Barrette, et al, should be aware. Large trucks are not necessary-
railroad is right there. 

Comment noted. 

Hugh and Barbera Schwartz 
My wife and I are more than ready for the improvements. The roadway from the intersection of 11E/SR66 to 
Speedwell Road is extremely dangerous. This improvement needs to start ASAP! 

Comment noted. 

Ted Davis 
No issues except for movement of road to school and lot 51- family homeplace-just a few feet would save the 
homeplace.  

Comment noted. 

Anthony Livesay 
Road needs widening and improvements. 

Comment noted. 

Amy Jeffers 
Taking away so many homes and residents of Bulls Gap. 

Comment noted. 

William FiFrick  
These improvements will ease traffic flow and make travel safer. 

Comment noted. 

Daniel Hack 
TWLTL will cause a passing zone for trucks which disregard the speed limit.  

Comment noted. 

Jayson Kesterson 
Value of property would decrease due to road being in front of door 

Comment noted. 

Chris Woods (Deacon) 
Would like to know how much of our property will be impacted.  

Refer to the Project Area Mapping and the Right-of-Way Plans (dated August 9, 2024), located in Appendix C of the 
EA, for information on the amount and location of property acquisitions anticipated as a result of the proposed SR-66 

project.  Additionally, refer to the SR-66 Community Impact Assessment, Relocations, and Economic Resource 
Technical Memorandum, located in Appendix E of the EA, for a copy of the Conceptual Stage Relocation Plan and 

additional details regarding any proposed relocations resulting from the Build alternative. Please also note that as the 
design of the Build Alternative is refined, impacts to residential and businesses properties within SR-66 project area 

may be reduced. 

Charles Heck 
Only alternative to really consider. 

Comment noted. 

Jonathan Paul Newton 
Build. 
 

Comment noted. 
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Mike Trentham 
Yes this would be helpful and much safer. Will save lives it is a much needed project & will help the community. 

 
Comment noted. 

What do you like and/or dislike about the No-Build Alternative? 

Comment Card Comment TDOT Response 

James Trent 
After looking at drawings of rd plans again, we do not want rd changed but if it does come on, we would like a 
retaining wall at our front yard, concrete price shouldn’t matter since you are pouring concrete (cont at bottom) 
sidewalk from Bull Gap (11E) all the way to Barrette, if we can’t we would like a steep bank again like we have now so 
that we can save our yard. The first diagram that was shown takes a lot less of our yard and also be able to put our 
fence back, please consider our request, our yard is one of the best part of our property.  

As the design of the Build Alternative is refined, impacts to residential and businesses properties within SR-66 project 
area may be reduced. The designers would be looking at a variety of options to reduce the overall impact of the 
project, including shifts in the road alignment, possible use of retaining walls, and other methods to reduce the 

footprint/impact of the project. 

Travis Arnott 
As long as the road follows the old road I am good with build. 

Comment noted. 

James Trent Jr 
Hoping for the no-build without adding more traffic. I can see no benefit of the build alt. Take this money and help 
rebuild the flooded counties.  

Comment noted. 

Zachary Hale 
Needs improvement for safety reasons- not an option 

Comment noted. 

Robert Wager 
I agree with this option. 

Comment noted. 

Gary Joe Short 
This will cause more harm to the residents & the community. 

Comment noted. 

James H Trent 
I like this alternative (no build) because I cannot see the benefits of the build alternative. I drive this road every day. 
And the disruption this construction will cause isn't worth all the money in the world.  

Comment noted. 

James H Trent 
I would like to see this option to save all we can of our farm and not add any more traffic by making a link to I-81. 

Comment noted. 

Jayson Kesterson 
my property value would remain the same or increase  

Comment noted. 

Ted Davis 
No issues.  

Comment noted. 

Diannia Kesterson 
property remains the same 

Comment noted. 

Adam C Lamb 
Selfishly, by not improving the road pulling out of our church parking lot stays extremely dangerous.  

Comment noted. 

William FiFrick 
This area is growing and the roadway needs to be able to handle more traffic as time goes on.  

 
Comment noted. 

 



Public Engagement Summary 

 27 

Dawn Wager 
Yes to no build. Keep our houses and community as is. Routine maintenance is fine.  

 
Comment noted. 

Do you have a preference between the Build Alternative and the No-Build Alternative? (Mark your preference) 

Comment Card Response Option Total 

No-Build Alternative 13 

Build Alternative 16 

No Preference 6 

What do you see as the transportation needs of the area? (Check all that apply) 

Comment Card Response Option Total 

Geometric Roadway Deficiencies (curvature, limited shoulder, sight distance, etc.) 22 

System Linkage (connecting Bulls Gap to the county seat in Rogersville) 10 

Route redundancy (an alternate to Interstate 81) 6 

Other 

7 
Other needs (Please note that some individuals did not provide a write-in response): 

• Safer travel 
• Make minor improvements to 66 
• Amount of truck traffic for plant 
• Lower speed limits in populated areas. 
• Keeping all the roads repaired 
• Enforcement of speed laws for trucks 
• The traffic on 66 has greatly increased. We really need this 

What issues and concerns do you have about the project? (Check all that apply) 

Comment Card Response Option Total 

Impacts to the Environment (streams, wetlands, soils, threatened and endangered species) 10 

Impacts to Existing Development (homes, businesses) 22 

Impacts to Communities 12 

Impacts to Historic and/or Archaeological Resources 5 

Other (please specify) 

10 
Other issues and concerns (Please note that some individuals did not provide a write-in response): 

• Farmland - they don't make any more of it and it has been in families for years. 
• More traffic noise 
• People losing their homes, acreage, and community. 
• Displacement of homeowners 
• We would like the road to miss Lance + Amy Jeffers yard & can go over on the field 

across from them which we own. They have 3 children. 
• Trees 
• We have no issues or concerns 
• None  
• Safety is main concern 
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Additional Comments 

Comment Card Comment TDOT Response 

Curtis Griffin 
#227-1902 Hwy 66 Concerns about new right of way making front of storage building inaccessible. I need dimensions 
and details on new property line in relation to building and existing property concerns. Concerns on modifications to 
existing culvert under road and water run-off on property.  
#236-2003 Hwy 66 S: concerns on driveway modifications such as slope and usability.  

Refer to the Project Area Mapping and the Right-of-Way Plans (dated August 9, 2024), located in Appendix C of the 
EA, for information on the amount and location of property acquisitions anticipated as a result of the proposed SR-66 

project. Please also note that as the design of the Build Alternative is refined, impacts to residential and businesses 
properties within SR-66 project area may be reduced. 

James Trent 
[image attached to comment card] Sidewalk from Bull 
Gap (11E) all the way to Barrette, if we can't we would 
like a steep bank again like we have now so that we can 
save our yard, the first diagram that was shown takes a 
lot less of our yard and also be able to put our fence 
back. Please consider our request, our yard is one of the 
best parts of our property.  
 

As the design of the Build Alternative is refined, impacts to residential and businesses properties within SR-66 project 
area may be reduced. The designers would be looking at a variety of options to reduce the overall impact of the 
project, including shifts in the road alignment, possible use of retaining walls, and other methods to reduce the 

footprint/impact of the project. 

Charles Heck 
Increase in 18 wheelers creates unnecessary safety and dangerous situations to the driving public. 

Comment noted. 

Gary Joe Short 
1724 Hwy. 66 & 1727 Hwy. 66. My family owns houses on both sides of 66 & the plan is to destroy both of them. We 
feel very strongly that it should be discussed to only take 1 side (if any has to be taken). I am 75 y.o. & have lived here 
all my life. I should be able to live in one house or the other! 

Comment noted. 
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Comment Card Comment noted. 

Chris Woods (Deacon) 
How will this impact our church, 413 N Main St Bulls Gap TN 37711. Phone No. 423-748-5272 and will we be 
reimbursed for the expansion? Oak Grove Primitive Baptist Church 

Refer to the Project Area Mapping and the Right-of-Way Plans (dated August 9, 2024), located in Appendix C of the 
EA, for information on the amount and location of property acquisitions anticipated as a result of the proposed SR-66 

project.  Additionally, refer to the SR-66 Community Impact Assessment, Relocations, and Economic Resource 
Technical Memorandum, located in Appendix E of the EA, for a copy of the Conceptual Stage Relocation Plan and 

additional details regarding any proposed relocations resulting from the Build alternative as well as TDOT’s right-of-
way acquisition and relocation process. Please also note that as the design of the Build Alternative is refined, impacts 

to residential and businesses properties within SR-66 project area may be reduced. 
The TDOT Regional Relocation Staff would administer the acquisition and relocation program under the rules, policies, 

and procedures set forth in the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 
1970,37 as amended, the Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1972, implementing federal regulations, Tennessee 

Code Annotated (TCA) 13-11-101 through 119,38 The State of Tennessee Relocation Assistance Brochure,39 and 
Chapter IX of the State of Tennessee Department of Transportation Right-of-Way Manual.40 TDOT’s acquisition and 

relocation program is practical and would allow for the efficient acquisition of property and/or relocation of all eligible 
displaced persons in accordance with State and Federal Guidelines. 

Travis Arnott 
I wish the side roads coming onto 66 would be less impacted. I just feel like land Is going to be wasted and land is not 
replaceable. But as long as the new road follows route that is there now then I am ok with it. Also if you do take land 
please do the right thing and pay fair market value.  

Comment noted. 

James H Trent 
I would like to see the money for this project go to the counties like Unicoi, Green and Cocke for all the roads and 
bridges that have been washed away, these counties are in need now and we don't need the project right now.  

Comment noted. 

James H Trent 
If this does go thru we would like a retaining wall in front of our house to save our front yard as much as possible. 
Also, no sidewalks or turn lane that far out of town. 
[Word document attached to comment card] 
Traffic and safety – this will speed up traffic and add more traffic to this rural rd and to me takes away from the safety 
of the rd.  
Farmland – the proposed rd. will take away from my farmland and the way the driveway is laid out now will take even 
more pasture/hay ground from being used so this takes away how many animals I can raise and sell, which takes away 
some of the profit that I might be able to make. Also the way they are moving my drive way leaves me with a rock 
driveway, that I was told would not be fixed with dirt, only the part that will be next to rd. which doesn’t seem right.  
Air/noise – these supposed improvements will add more traffic which = more noise and less air quality  

 
(continued below) 

As the design of the Build Alternative is refined, impacts to residential and businesses properties, as well as farmland, 
within SR-66 project area may be reduced. The designers would be looking at a variety of options to reduce the overall 

impact of the project, including shifts in the road alignment, possible use of retaining walls, and other methods to 
reduce the footprint/impact of the project. 

Additionally, various studies were developed in support of the EA for the proposed SR-66 project, including: 
• A Traffic Capacity and Safety Analysis Technical Memorandum, located in Appendix A of the EA. 
• An Air Quality and Noise Technical Memorandum, located in Appendix F of the EA. 

Refer to these memorandums for additional information on the subject matters they cover relevant to the proposed 
SR-66 project. 

The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) has issued an interim final rule rescinding its National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) regulations implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), 

effective April 11, 2025.41 With this rescission and given the nature of the direct impacts discussed in Chapter 3 of the 
EA, an analysis of other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future impacts was not included in the assessment 

of impacts within the EA.   

 
37 https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?path=/prelim@title42/chapter61&edition=prelim  

38 https://law.justia.com/codes/tennessee/title-13/chapter-11/ 

39 https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/right-of-way-division/brochures/New Residential_09-26-18.pdf  
40 https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/right-of-way-division/ROW_Procedures_Manual.pdf  

41 https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2025/02/25/2025-03014/removal-of-national-environmental-policy-act-implementing-regulations  

https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?path=/prelim@title42/chapter61&edition=prelim
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?path=/prelim@title42/chapter61&edition=prelim
https://law.justia.com/codes/tennessee/title-13/chapter-11/
https://law.justia.com/codes/tennessee/title-13/chapter-11/
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/right-of-way-division/brochures/New%20Residential_09-26-18.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/right-of-way-division/ROW_Procedures_Manual.pdf
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?path=/prelim@title42/chapter61&edition=prelim
https://law.justia.com/codes/tennessee/title-13/chapter-11/
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/right-of-way-division/brochures/New%20Residential_09-26-18.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/right-of-way-division/ROW_Procedures_Manual.pdf
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2025/02/25/2025-03014/removal-of-national-environmental-policy-act-implementing-regulations
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Comment Card Comment noted. 

(continued from above) 
 

Visual impact - one of the best visual parts of our farm is the front yard and what I can see on the new design it will be 
taking apprx. Half of our yard and this will impact the selling of this home if it’s ever put up for sale. And most of all 
the visual impact to our home.  
 
Indirect/cumulative effects – the taking of our land affects the value of our property long term by taking acreage from 
the farm. 

 

Sheridan Barker (heir of Hubert Barker) 
We own plot 110 2 houses #27. The house at 215 N Main in Bulls Gap has a driveway that fronts Rt. 66. It is extremely 
dangerous to back out of this driveway b/c of heavy traffic, as well as the fact that it is “banked” in a way the makes it 
hard to see. Several wrecks have occurred in this spot. The state can take both our houses & property attached. 

Comment noted. 

Linda Jennings  
If you must take down trees, try to replace them nearby with good native trees to improve the looks of the road, and 
air quality.  

Comment noted. 

Daniel Hack 
Move the TWLTL about 12 ft east. This will cause less residential acquisitions and take property from those who will 
benefit from the lane, eg Barrett Outdoor. 

Comment noted. 

Amy Jeffers 
My concerns are my house would be even closer to a busier highway. I have three children and my youngest is 2 years 
old. The highway and road would be more congested and traffic would be more of a concern.  

Refer to the Traffic Capacity and Safety Analysis Technical Memorandum completed in support of the EA, located in 
Appendix A of the EA, for additional information on traffic and safety analyses completed for the proposed project. 

Penny Sullivan  
The house/land of Hwy 66 (1269 Hwy 66) belongs to my son and daughter-in-law Lance and Amy Jeffers. You have it 
listed as my deceased parents, Imogene and JC Patterson. The two fields across from them belong to myself, Penny 
Sullivan & siblings, James Patterson & Vicki Barwick. The field beside of Lance's house belongs to my daughter, Jarod 
and Kira Harrell. Imogene Patterson died almost 6 years ago in Dec. 

Comment noted. Project team would review and update property ownership references within relevant project 
materials. 

Hugh and Barbera Schwartz 
The posted speed limit of 30 MPH seems to be a suggestion. The average speed is 50+ MPH (I'm certified in Doppler 
radar). 

Comment noted. 

Dawn Wager 
There need to be a "no build" option on this project. It is irresponsible to use a set of plans from 20 years ago. Land 
values are at a premium these days. The community has grown and families have built and invested in maintaining 
their homes. Now this section of Route 66 is very populated. This old set of plans are not asking for a few feet to 
widen but complete acreage or homes.  
 
 
 
 

(continued below) 

Comment noted. 

For a description of the Build Alternative under consideration in this EA, please see Section 2 and/or Chapter 2 of the 
EA. A separate project along SR-34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway), which proposed an interchange and a bridge 

across SR-66 and across the railroad, was not selected as one of the 93 projects for the 10-Year Plan. 

https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/build-with-us/Updated%2010-Year%20Project%20Plan_21.pdf
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Comment Card Comment noted. 

(continued from above) 
[Word document attached to comment card] 
For my land it would be 2.6 acres of prime, high solid land. My land is Summit Hill Road. It is a small quite back road 
with very little traffic. I do not want to be part of the realignment of the intersection of Summit Hill Road and Ridge 
Road. I say No-Build Option. Why from the Bulls Gap exit off 81 onto 11E has not been widened? That would seem 
more beneficial than to spend all this money realigning Summit Hill Rd and Ridge Road. Please do not ruin our small 
town community on Route 66 in Bulls Gap. Find a better alternative option and let our families keep our land and 
houses.  
Respectively,  
Dawn Wager – Land owner of Summit Hill Road 
135 Freeman Road  
Bulls Gap, TN 37711 
duskdawnn@aol.com 
phone #845-863-6695 
 
Robert Wager Sr 
Do not take these properties, do not displace families. 

Comment noted. 

Mike Trentham 
This is really needed + as long as the plan stays as is + not a previous plan that split Century Farms + all farms on Old 
Hwy Rd to avoid eligible historic structure. You have our full support.  

Comment noted. 

Elton and Rita Evans  
We have no issues or concerns  

Comment noted. 

James Trent Jr 
With a steep bank or preferably a retaining wall, we will be able to keep most of our yard and this will keep some of 
the traffic noise down and we will be able to put our fence back up. With the slope all traffic noise will be allowed to 
travel straight to house, so will cars if they go off rd. We don't want that with grandkid.  

As the design of the Build Alternative is refined, impacts to residential and businesses properties within SR-66 project 
area may be reduced. The designers would be looking at a variety of options to reduce the overall impact of the 
project, including shifts in the road alignment, possible use of retaining walls, and other methods to reduce the 

footprint/impact of the project. 

Daniel Jackson 
The citizens of Bulls Gap would potentially be losing their homes!  Make a way to save the homes.  

As the design of the Build Alternative is refined, impacts to residential and businesses properties within SR-66 project 
area may be reduced. The designers would be looking at a variety of options to reduce the overall impact of the 
project, including shifts in the road alignment, possible use of retaining walls, and other methods to reduce the 

footprint/impact of the project. 

 

mailto:duskdawnn@aol.com
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Table 6: November 12, 2024, Public Meeting - Comments Received by Email 

Email Comments TDOT Response 

Angela Hayes 
Wednesday, November 13, 2024, 3:14 PM 
Hello I need a comment card for this project in Bulls Gap or direction on how to submit without the form 

Erick Hunt-Hawkins with TDOT replied to this comment on Friday, November 15, 2024, 10:03 AM.  

Good morning, 

Thank you for reaching out about providing a comment for the SR-66 Project in Hawkins County! You can provide a 
comment in any of the following ways: 

• Comment Card Form – Print out the attached comment card form. The postage is included/covered so all you have 
to do is fill it out and mail it in. 

• Send a letter – Send a written letter to the following address:  
• State Route 66  
       C/O Kimley-Horn and Associates  

10 Lea Avenue, Ste 400  
Nashville, TN 37210 

• Email – Send an email to TDOT.Comments@tn.gov using the subject line “State Route 66 Project” 
• Voicemail – Record a verbal comment by calling (800) 546-0949 (toll-free) and leaving a voicemail message with 

your name, phone number, and comment. 

I have also attached a copy of the project handout to this email that has all of this information as well as other project-
related info. I hope this helps and if you need anything else, please don’t hesitate to reach out. 

Thanks again and have a great weekend! 

Erick 

Angela Hayes  

Saturday, November 16, 2024, 5:49 AM 

I prefer the no build or a version to widen the road somewhat but not requiring taking any homes. Bulls Gap is a 
small town and has rich history that should not be destroyed. My own home is 100 years old with a long history 
and amazing craftsmanship made of many materials not available today making it irreplaceable and more 
valuable than standard housing prices not to mention the deep family ties. My son’s beloved dog is buried in our 
front yard. Some homeowners slated for relocation are older and have lived their entire lives or most of it in 
their current home and I feel it is cruel to force them out of their homes when other solutions are available to 
make road safer without destroying homes and the town. I feel the route as planned is too radical and 
unnecessary and wasted taxpayer money. I feel this will be less safe by attracting much more traffic. We already 
have a speed enforcement issues and lowering the speed limit is not a solution, I wanted to note that was tried 
recently but only adhered to by law abiding citizens that follow the speed limit. Without enforcement the speed 
limit is null. More enforcement alone would make the road safer not adding more lanes to the road to attract 
even more traffic. I live at 222 North Main, Bulls Gap TN 37711 plot 35 on the map 

Comment noted. 

As the design of the Build Alternative is refined, impacts to residential and businesses properties within SR-66 project area 
may be reduced. The designers would be looking at a variety of options to reduce the overall impact of the project, 

including shifts in the road alignment, possible use of retaining walls, and other methods to reduce the footprint/impact of 
the project. Additionally, refer to the Traffic Capacity and Safety Analysis Technical Memorandum completed in support of 

the EA, located in Appendix A of the EA, for additional information on traffic and safety analyses completed for the 
proposed project. 

 

 

mailto:TDOT.Comments@tn.gov
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Table 7: November 12, 2024 Public Meeting - Comments Received by Online Comment Form42 

Question #2 - Which best describes your primary interest in the project? (Check all that apply) 

Online Comment Form Response Option Total 

Concerned Citizen 3  

Affected Resident 1  

Affected Landowner 0 

Affected Business 0 

Question #3 - What do you like and/or dislike about the Build Alternative?  

Online Comment Form Response Option TDOT Response 

Hannah Jackson 
Main dislike is the fact that citizens of Bulls Gap 
will have their homes taken from them for this 
“improvement” 

Comment noted. 

Michael Solomon 
Increased Safety, on a very narrow roadway. 
Sidewalks can only help Bulls Gap's citizens. 

Comment noted. 

Lucas A Moss 
I like that sidewalks are planned to be added in 
Bulls Gap along with four-foot paved shoulders 
there for bikers and ten-foot paved shoulders in 
rural areas to act as an emergency breakdown 
lane. Based on what I can see on Google Maps, I 
agree that the road needs to be rebuilt to be 
truly safe as a modern arterial route. 

Comment noted. 

Question #4 - What do you like and/or dislike about the No-Build Alternative? 

Online Comment Form Response Option TDOT Response 

Michael Solomon 
No-Build is not an option. 

Comment noted. 

Lucas A Moss 
I dislike the lack of pedestrian safety and lack of 
paved shoulders along a key arterial route. 

Comment noted. 

 
 
 
 

 

 

42 Please note that Question #1 on the Online Comment Form was related to contact information and is not documented in this 
Public Engagement Summary besides the individual’s name. Additionally, Question #9 was related to asking the participant to 
indicate their preference in receiving future project related mailings. Responses to this question are not included in the table.  
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Question #5 - Do you have a preference between the Build Alternative and the No-Build 
Alternative? (Mark your preference) 

Online Comment Form Response Option Total 

No-Build Alternative 1  

Build Alternative 2  

No Preference 0 

Question #6 - What do you see as the transportation needs of the area? (Check all that apply) 

Online Comment Form Response Option Total 

Geometric Roadway Deficiencies (curvature, 
limited shoulder, sight distance, etc.) 

2  

System Linkage (connecting Bulls Gap to the 
county seat in Rogersville) 

2  

Route redundancy (an alternate to Interstate 81) 2  

Other  

2  
Other needs: 

• Michael Soloman- Increased Capacity for 
future and sustained growth for the area 

• Lucas A Moss - Paved shoulders could be 
handy to help bikers stay safe given the 
high-speed limit. Sidewalks could be 
handy for pedestrians given the location 
in a town. 

Question #7 - What issues and concerns do you have about the project? (Check all that apply) 

Online Comment Form Response Option Total 

Impacts to the Environment (streams, wetlands, 
soils, threatened and endangered species) 

2  

Impacts to Existing Development (homes, 
businesses) 

3  

Impacts to Communities  2  

Impacts to Historic and/or Archaeological 
Resources 

1 

Other (please specify) 0 
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Question #8 - Additional Comments 

Online Comment Form Response Option TDOT Response 

Hannah Jackson 
The citizens of Bulls Gap would be tragically 
affected by this new road. 

Comment noted. 

Michael Solomon 
This project has been stalled and pushed back for 
way too long, and way too many years, with ever 
increasing traffic. Get this project going. 

Comment noted. 

Lucas A Moss 
If the road is going to have a design speed higher 
than fifty-five miles per hour, I would strongly 
advise setting the speed limit to sixty or sixty-five 
miles per hour to reflect that. That way, people 
can't be prosecuted for driving a safe speed limit. 
There are already a few undivided four-lane 
roadways in Tennessee with such high-speed 
limits and is nothing in state law explicitly 
forbidding it on any undivided road, two- or four-
lane. People tend to drive sixty-five on Super Two 
roads where I live anyways. If there's concern 
about head-on collisions, I strongly suggest 
adding center rumble strips to reduce the risk 
instead of setting the speed limit too low. Last 
but not least, I would suggest going ahead and 
purchasing enough right-of-way to make room 
for a potential further future upgrade to a four-
lane undivided highway when/if traffic volumes 
warrant it if preemptive right-of-way acquisition 
is even remotely viable, as has already been done 
in several other cases. 

Comment noted. 
Refer to the Traffic Capacity and Safety Analysis 

Technical Memorandum completed in support of 
the EA, located in Appendix A of the EA, for 
additional information on traffic and safety 

analyses completed for the proposed project. 

For a description of the Build Alternative under 
consideration in this EA, please see Section 2 

and/or Chapter 2 of the EA. 
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6. Future Public Engagement 
6.1. Notice of Availability 
Once FHWA approves the EA document, a Notice of Availability (NOA) of the EA document will be 
posted to the project website and published in the local newspaper, The Rogersville Review. The notice 
will identify where the EA will be available for public review, how the public can provide input, and who 
to contact with comments or for additional information. Additionally, the EA will be distributed to 
federal, state, and local agencies and elected officials who were identified as part of the early 
coordination process (refer to the SR-66 Agency Coordination Technical Memorandum in Appendix K of 
the EA for additional details).  

Copies of the EA will be available for public inspection at the following locations: 

• Hawkins County Courthouse 
150 East Washington Street 
Rogersville, TN 37857 

• H.B. Stamps Memorial Library 
407 East Main Street, Suite 1 
Rogersville, TN 37857 

• Bulls Gap Town Hall 
139 South Main Street 
Bulls Gap, TN 37711 

• TDOT District 17 Morristown Office 
1825 State Street 
Morristown, TN 37814 

The EA and associated technical appendices will also be made available electronically via the SR-66 
project website:  

• URL: https://www.tn.gov/tdot/projects/projects-region-1/state-route-66.html or 
• Tiny URL: https://tinyurl.com/SR-66Hawkins 

6.2. Public Hearing 
Once FHWA approves the EA document and the EA is made available for public and agency review, TDOT 
will hold a public hearing to receive comments on the findings presented in the EA and on the proposed 
project. Input from the public hearing and comment period will be considered by TDOT in the decision-
making process for selection of the Preferred Alternative and potential mitigation measures. This 
information will be documented in the final environmental document. 

The public hearing will be held in the SR-66 project area and will be advertised in the local newspaper, 
The Rogersville Review. 

https://www.therogersvillereview.com/
https://www.tn.gov/tdot/projects/projects-region-1/state-route-66.html
https://tinyurl.com/SR-66Hawkins
https://www.therogersvillereview.com/
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 Calendar

Months with Events

Hawkins County Public Meeting on SR-66
November 17, 2016, from 5:00 pm to TBD EST

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING

The Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT) will conduct a Design Public Meeting on 
November 17, 2016 to gather public input on the proposed improvement of SR-66 in Hawkins County 
as shown on the general location map. The meeting will be held from 5:00 to 7:00 p.m. at the following 
location:  

Bulls Gap School
315 Allen Drive
Bulls Gap, TN 37711

The proposed project will improve a section of SR-66 from SR-34 in Bulls Gap to south of Speedwell Road/Old Hwy 66, approximately 5.6 miles. The highway improvement will be 
generally along its existing corridor, shifting from side to side in some areas, and possibly aligning on new location for short segments to minimize impacts to homes, businesses 
and/or environmental resources.  Two 12 foot lanes and 10 foot shoulders with curbs, gutter and sidewalks are proposed in Bulls Gap.  Outside of Bulls Gap, there will two 12 foot 
lanes and 10 foot shoulders and ditches.  This project will upgrade the existing deficient alignment and provide a route that meets current highway design and safety standards.

The meeting is being held to provide the public an opportunity to provide comments regarding this proposed project.  Representatives of TDOT will be available to provide 
information on various aspects of this proposed project.  Anyone with questions regarding the meeting should contact:

Daniel Oliver, P.E., RLS, Director                             or                          Pete Falkenberg, P.E.
TDOT Region 1 Project Development                                                 TDOT Roadway Design Division
7345 Region Lane, Building A                                                               Suite 1200, James K. Polk Building
Knoxville, TN 37914                                                                                 Nashville, TN 37243

November 2016 (2) 

Event
November 17, 2016

5:00 pm to TBD EST

Page 1 of 2Hawkins County Public Meeting on SR-66 - TN.Gov

10/28/2016http://www.tn.gov/tdot/event/hawkins-county-public-meeting-on-sr-66




Highway


Public Transportation


Bike & Pedestrian


Aeronautics


Waterway


Rail


Freight

865-594-2400                                                                                            615-741-0835
Daniel.Oliver@tn.gov                                                                              Pete.Falkenberg@tn.gov

Persons with a disability, who require aids or services to participate at the meeting, may contact Ms. Margaret Mahler no less than ten (10) days prior to the date of the meeting:

Ms. Margaret Mahler                                         or by e-mail:    Margaret.Z.Mahler
ADA Compliance                                                                            615-741-4984 (phone)
Tennessee Department of Transportation                             615-532-5995 (fax)
Suite 400, James K. Polk Building                                               615-253-8311 TTY Relay
505 Deaderick Street, Nashville, TN 37243

A court reporter will be available to receive oral statements to be included in the project transcript. In addition, comment sheets will be available for those who prefer to make written 
statements. Written statements and other exhibits to be included in the project transcript may be submitted within twenty-one (21) days after the meeting date (December 8, 2016) to 
the following address:

Project Comments
Tennessee Department of Transportation
Suite 700, James K. Polk Building
505 Deaderick Street, Nashville, TN 37243-0332
TDOT.Comments@tn.gov

TDOT is an Equal Opportunity Employer and does not discriminate on the basis of race, age, sex, religion, color, disability or national origin.

Page 2 of 2Hawkins County Public Meeting on SR-66 - TN.Gov

10/28/2016http://www.tn.gov/tdot/event/hawkins-county-public-meeting-on-sr-66



Thank you for attending the State Route 66 Design Public Meeting.

The proposed project includes improving roadway deficiencies from 
US 11E (SR 34) in Bulls Gap to South of Speedwell Road/Old Hwy 
66. The proposed improvements generally follow the existing
roadway. At certain locations the roadway will be on new alignment 
to minimize impacts to homes, businesses and/or environmental 
resources. 

In total, the proposed improvements will include roughly 5.6 
miles of roadway construction work.

The purpose and need for the project is as follows:

• Improve Geometric Deficiencies – Improve non-standard 
features, including roadway alignments, curvature, roadway widths 
and sight distances.

• Improve Safety – By providing current highway design and
safety standards.

• Improve Operational Deficiencies – Increase lane and shoulder
widths to improve traffic operation on the highway.

We want your feedback!
Participate in the question and answer period, speak with the court 
reporter, and/or fill out a Comment Card to ensure your comments 
are part of the official record.

PROJECT DEVELOPMENTPROJECT DEVELOPMENT    
PROCESSPROCESS

• Inform the general public of the
proposed improvements to State
Route 66
Review the project displays•
Receive input from the public•
Answer questions and address
concerns

PURPOSE OF TODAY’S PURPOSE OF TODAY’S 
MEETING:MEETING:

We Are Here

Design Public Meeting
State Route 66 Hawkins County

 November 17, 2016
5:00 - 7:00 0 P.M.

•



NOTES: 

FOR MORE INFORMATION, PLEASE CONTACT:FOR MORE INFORMATION, PLEASE CONTACT:
Daniel Oliver, Director
TDOT Region 1 Project Development 
(865) 594-2400
Daniel.Oliver@tn.gov

State Route 66 Hawkins County, TN

Pete Falkenberg, CE Manager 1 
TDOT Roadway Design Division 
(615) 741-0835
Pete.Falkenberg@tn.gov



STATE ROUTE (SR) 66                 
HAWKINS COUNTY

DESIGN PUBLIC MEETING

November 17, 2016



Project Team Introduction

TDOT HQ Roadway Design

TDOT Environmental

TDOT Region 1 Project Development

CHA Companies – Design Engineers



Tonight’s Schedule

• Formal Presentation
• Question and Answer
• Open House

– Staff located at displays to answer questions

• Gather feedback
– Complete comment cards and/or provide verbal comments to 

court reporter

• Adjourn



Purpose of Meeting

• Discuss proposed improvements to SR 66 – From US11E 
(SR 34) in Bulls Gap to South of Speedwell Road/Old 
Highway 66

• Provide preliminary plans for public review
• Receive input from the public

– Comment  cards
– Court reporter

• Answer questions and address concerns



Project Location



Proposed Improvements

SR 66 From US11E (SR 34) in Bulls Gap to North 
of Entrance to Barrett Outdoor Living, Inc.



Proposed Improvements

North of Entrance to Barrett Outdoor Living, Inc. 
to 

Guthrie Gap Road



Proposed Improvements

Guthrie Gap Road to South of Speedwell 
Road/Old 

Highway 66



Project Display



Project Display



Project Display



Project Status

Planning

Environmental

Design

Right-of-Way

Construction

Preliminary 
Engineering
Phase

Right-of-way 
Phase

Construction 
Phase

Project Currently in 
the Design Phase



Next Steps

• Address Public Comments
• Finalize Design for Right of Way
• Right of Way Appraisal and Acquisition
• Schedule Phasing for Construction



Your Comments are Important to Us

• Submit written comments on the provided comment 
cards
– Drop comment cards off tonight
– Mail-in comment cards within 21 days, due December 8, 2016

• Provide verbal comments to the court reporter



Thank you

For your attendance and participation in the SR 66 
Design Public Meeting

Contacts
Daniel Oliver, PE, RLS | Director
TDOT Region 1, Project Development
PH: 865-594-2400
Daniel.Oliver@tn.gov

Pete Falkenberg, PE | CE Manager
TDOT Roadway Design Division
PH: 615-741-0835
Pete.Falkenberg@tn.gov





















From: Jim Ozment
To: Erick Hunt-Hawkins
Cc: Klint Rommel
Subject: FW: hwy 66 route bulls gap Pleasant Hill to Wolfe Branch section
Date: Tuesday, March 07, 2017 3:28:25 PM
Attachments: image.png

Erick
Need to put this in the file under public comments.  I will respond.
Thanks
Jim
 

From: Ca Trentham [mailto:catrenth@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 06, 2017 11:33 AM
To: Jim Ozment
Subject: Fw: hwy 66 route bulls gap Pleasant Hill to Wolfe Branch section

*** This is an EXTERNAL email. Please exercise caution. DO NOT open attachments or click
links from unknown senders or unexpected email - STS-Security. ***

Show original message
On Sunday, March 5, 2017 12:20 PM, Ca Trentham <catrenth@yahoo.com> wrote:

On Sunday, March 5, 2017 12:19 PM, Ca Trentham <catrenth@yahoo.com> wrote:

On Sunday, March 5, 2017 12:16 PM, Ca Trentham <catrenth@yahoo.com> wrote:

On Sunday, March 5, 2017 12:03 PM, Ca Trentham <catrenth@yahoo.com> wrote:

Subject: Hwy 66 Bulls Gap Tn. Pleasant Hill to Wolfe Branch Section.

I am in desperate need of an answer to this question.

According to TDOT. In 2012 TDOT Historians surveyed the proposed project area for
historic resources. They surveyed six properties and charted over forty-five
properties. It is the OPINION of TDOT that three properties within the Area of
Potential Effects (APE) are ELIGIBLE for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places: 

Simply put TDOT is building a road around a declining building, on the verge of falling



down, only held together by vines, see attached picture, to impact agriculture farm
land {Century Farm} and destroy the peace and tranquility of over   16    family’s,
Some of these family’s actually will be losing their home and just as bad if not worse
the highway will be located  only feet away with significant traffic noise and nuisance,
trapping families between two highways.  If not for the historic concern for the Berry
Farm only 1 mobile home and maybe 1 other house would be affected all else is
unoccupied vacant land following the highway.  I and all the families affected can only
voice our concern and pray that someone takes action to correct this problem.
. Title 36 → Chapter I → Part 63
c) If the Keeper of the National Register determines that a property has lost the characteristics that made it
eligible for the National Register, he will inform the State Historic Preservation Officer and the Federal agency
and remove the property from the list of eligible properties.
 
 
Families adversely impacted:  HOWARD LOUISE Berry 1525 HWY 66 S BULLS GAP, TN 37711

LASTER ROBERT R 1485 HWY 66 S       OVERBAY RONALD TYLER &JENNIFER 1473 HWY 66 S
 
LONG ELIZABETH ANN 1461 HWY 66 S       PRUITT JOHN OSCAR &MARGIE 1443 HWY 66 S
 
ARNOTT EVELYN 187 RONG RD           VAUGHN NORMAN A  124 OLD HWY RD
 
FARMER KENNETH & PATRICIA 138 OLD HWY RD    WARD DELLA ARNOTT OLD HWY RD 146
 
ARNOTT JOHN  1219 HWY 66 S                ARNOTT TRAVIS E 421 WOLFE BRANCH RD
 
Tommy &  Linda Arnott  old hwy rd           WATTS RICHARD E & BRENDA JOYCE 173 OLD HWY RD
 

PHILLIPS DENNIS & JOY  1305 HWY 66 S      LAWSON LARRY LEON JR P O BOX 328
 
Mike & Cynthia Trentham 159 rong rd     

attached picture of building TDOT is avoiding

http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?gp=&SID=8a06907c6de74d0b233a47f575614ab0&mc=true&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title36/36tab_02.tpl
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?gp=&SID=8a06907c6de74d0b233a47f575614ab0&mc=true&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title36/36chapterI.tpl
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SR 66 from SR 34 in Bulls Gap to South of Speedwell Road 
Public Meeting Notes 
November 13, 2018 

• Tract 29 – Mallon Simerly should be Craig & Ava Thompson  

County: Hawkins 
Owner: THOMAS CRAIG & EVA 
Owner 2:  

Address: HILL AVE 108 
Parcel Number: 161J C 002.00 
Deeded Acreage: 0 
Calculated Acreage: 0 
Subdivision: W S QUILLEN ADD 
Subdivision Lot: 6 
Date of Imagery: 2015 

 Updated and completed. 

• Track 30 – Check the property owner. There has been changes.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Updated and Completed. 
 

• Tract 44 or 45 – The trailer is taken by the project. Check if it can be avoided.  
Adjusted the proposed profile of the driveway for tract 44. By lowering the profile, we can tie 
down of the edge of drive faster and have a couple feet of buffer from mobile home/trailer. 
Perhaps we should build a proposed driveway from Melrose instead located where a wide 
gravel drive exists with the current alignment? And that way we can try to avoid the house as 
well as the shed off of Willow? – Thoughts, Umit? 
 

• Parcel 124 – was bought by Parcel 126 owner. Check.  
TN Property Viewer still has MOORE JARRELL P & JAN B as owner.  Need to be verified if the information is 
correct. Agreed. 

 
 
 
 

County: Hawkins 
Owner: ROARK GEORGIE IDA 
Owner 2:  

Address: HILL AVE 110 
Parcel Number: 161J C 003.00 
Deeded Acreage: 0 
Calculated Acreage: 0 
Subdivision: W S QUILLEN 
Subdivision Lot: 8 
Date of Imagery: 2015 



• Parcel 136 – check the property owner.  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Updated Survey Label and ROW table notation 
• Tract 150 – construction easement at the barn. 

Construction limits do not touch the barn. The construction easement is close to barn, but it is 
not impacting the barn.  

• Tract 186 – very old bridge off Wolfbranch Road 
The project is not impacting it.  

• Tract 194, 195 and 196 – fills line at the front yard which has septic and field lines are in front 
field. Check we can locate the filed lines and eliminate the impacts to the field lines.  
The current design impacting most of the front yard of the tract 195 and 196. Tract 194 is a total 
take. The profile will be reviewed to see if the impact into Tract 195 and 196 front yard can be 
minimized.  

• Tract 227 – Have new storage unit in the property. Check. She wants to get information about 
the project.  Kelsey & Patrick Luvene – Box and Locks Storage LLC.  Kelsey.luvene@kckla.net 
The new storage unit cannot be verified. There is a new unit on Tract 229.  

• Tract 245 – wrong property owner. Check.  
TN Property reviewer has different property owner name. It will be updated.  

• Tract 249 – Home and business will be taken by the project. Check if it can be avoided.   
Unfortunately, the house is very close to the roadway and due to the widening of the roadway 
typical section. House will be a take.  

• Tract 95 – Can we minimized the impact to the property so that there would be enough space to 
build a house.  
It will be investigated.  

• Tract 183 – the proposed r/w line along Stubblefield Rad touches the barn. Is it possible to pull 
the impact outside of the fence line round the barn?  
It will be investigated.  
Yes, the impacts can be reduced to avoid the fence by adjusting the profile on Stubblefield.  

• Tract 184 – the proposed design impact the house on he property. Is it possible to save the 
house?  
It will be investigated.  
Change to SR66 profile will make this issue worse. The cut line is being pushed out an additional 
12’ (~Sta. 314+00). This is would a take.  

County: Hawkins 
Owner: LEWIS RONALD E & MARY A 
  
Owner 2:  

Address: GOAN DR 101 
Parcel Number: 158 104.00 
Deeded Acreage: 0.24 
Calculated Acreage: 0 
Subdivision: FRED GRIGSBY EST 
Subdivision Lot: PO-9 
Date of Imagery: 2015 

mailto:Kelsey.luvene@kckla.net


• Tract 201 and 200 – Confirmed that they use the shared driveway located at STA 347+20 R2 and 
they are relatives. They are aware that mobile home at Tract 201 block the access to Tract 200 

• Tract 192 – Property owner asked the impact and distance of the fill from his house.  Check to 
see minimize the impact.  
It will be investigated.  
Ridge Road realignment investigated. Limits updated and changed. Need verification from TDOT 
regarding survey at Tract 192. Survey basemap and current aerial imagery show differences in 
layout of garage and driveway location. Must be verified.  

• Check if we can add turn lanes on Highway 11.  
It will change the scope of works. Check with TDOT PM to get NTP for this change.  
Out of scope. 

• Tract 126, 127, 136 & 137 – Property owner asked the impact and distance of the fill from his 
house.  Check to see minimize the impact.  
For Tracts 126 and 127 (Meadowview), adjust profile of Meadowview to stay closer to existing 
ground line, and adjust ditches appropriately. Finally, adjust end conditions to have a steeper 
backslope of the ditch to minimize impacts. For Tracts 136 and 137 (Goan), adjust sections on 
RT-side of Goan to tie into fill slope, no ditch needed on RT side, to minimize impacts.  
 
 
 
 
 
Additional Tasks 1/29/2019 

• Re-align SR66 vertical profile of SR66 from ~289+00 to ~350+00.  
o Ramifications:  

 Impacts increase from ~289+00 to ~300+00. 
 Additional cut into the historic Berry Farm (~6’ additional at the maximum). 
 Starting about Sta. 300+00, cut line comes toward road. 
 At 306+00, it flips. The impacts increase until about Sta. 324+50. 
 From there, the new profile generally reduces the amount of impact to adjacent 

parcels. 
• Plan set revisions US 
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f~bA~it iitmi1 

Specials Events 
and Days 

in Your Life 
are tor Sharing. 

Call us at 272-7422, or email 
news@therogersvillereview.com! 

PUBUCNOTICES 
No 2024•CH•2? 

To JAMES ._IGHT JR 
ROBERT LIGHT 

In 1n,s cause 1: apoeann,;i trom 
1necomp1a•n1 ir111yooere a 
non~oltNtStateo1Ten• 
nessaa Of :ha' your wnere• 
aoou1sa1aunknownto01a.n!ll!s 
sotna1or0inarypr00Ksolla--.· 
cellf'IOlbeservec yo,.,are 
llefeoyno1,fao11ia•Yoo-•rere 
QlJ•f901ottleW11n1rie Cnarcery 
Coun al Rogersville Tan· 
ness.ae yauroefensetoll'leoe­
tmon ,~eo ag.e1ns1 yOL 11'1 sa,o 
cause MMngauuecopyoltne 
same on J,m A Wiloams Attor 
ney wnose aoaress 11 324 
Cnerokee Si ~•ngsoon TN 

PUBU(NOTICES 
3?660 In caSE ot you, fauure 10 
ooso 1uagman1 0yoelaurw 
oe ranoereo aga,nsi yoo lor tne 
rehet oernarldeo ,n 111& COl'l 
Oi!llfl\ 

TnisnoticeSlllll't>epu:>11SfleO 
10, tou, eonsea.mve wee11S m 
1ne Rogersv,lle FlaV1aw "ou• 
,ns_ mus1 be hleo wstnin iruty 
(JO) Oly$8he1tNt l11SlOll1!0' 

:=:::=~::~~~ 
~PfSY90lorlfltNtcornocani 

This 281n oay ot Oc1ooe1 2024 
BreotPnce Cler11ancMas1e, 
Eanna Russell DC 
By Oepu1yC1er11 
1·62411'3241'2024 
112724 

Hawkins County 
Schools is selling 

surplus items on the 
online auction site 

Public I Surplus, 
To see a li st of current auctions 

please visit the 
Hawkins County Schools 

web site atwww.hckl2 .net 
and click on the Public Surplus logo. 

(423) 272-7629 
200 North Depot Street • Rogersville 

STATEWIDE CLASSIFIEDS 
Auctions 

Gll TH( WORD OUT .KIOUl )QjT 00" Mllllllr '.11,r hm, gm OM (Ill IC< 
Al'fw•~cv~••l"t/ll\r~ 4 97c1'll'•lhl'lf~lo-morr 
1111c. lOl'~lt'il! ~irJr.1''\tc Cl'Dt 11'1,I Ml:tyMo.lU il'·~--!916 
i,Su, 

Cable / Satellite TV / Wireless 

Gt-I""' lnflnll,! lmhmittc l1lli..ltl t i/\0 Oiti for Ju11 S7)/mc, !ht ~o· 
J)(,~wort1.0tltlowi'fl1tl(lllloa1,i11cW1lntliltlt11'honttmyYHrOr 
\)II n;.,~,.o,1;1 (lnX,n, 

lit'{ DISH httll11t TY~ lnttm~! frtt lro1Uill, f1tt >11).()'{lt \JpgriDI' IO 00(' 

~noli!cMtl.111~11~ ... ttt!U"ll'\Jf;lc~lr\"'11(1fd1 (llllOCl•I"' su 
21-..601,1•,nm 

OlllfCTY•All,o.,,..,:,.tlffll'1'..,.haltwwjor)'OlltfOO'\oqrluclot°""'1lnll 
gtt,ov•mlllrttl"lOl'lthr:J~.11,P••l"IOlll'll• !inowlwrw.'>Yfl./M,111-•ne 
C,nf'!QI: ~t.iotc C'1o111 Piluqt S,..99/rr,c ~ rn111t\Jor'l1 •cvr Ciill 
DIR((IV1. 6,1-..2Jl>-&l()J:111X1n 

Choai.. hrlhllnk f lli.. r lnltfnt'I tc, \llffll! up I~) C.1111. nolW!i(,P!, no 
1n,or:lm9Pr11t11t,w11n,;,1SS&9Sfl!IJ1.,s100g.":UfljWf'l!'l''fOIJmlV!~t 
lWIU' (,11'!))&!' l!&O(lnXill 

Health I Beauty 

P•11bl1 o.y,m (Mmitut• Miy Sr (Oft'<l'C 0,. Ml-d.Y•r RN:W,. 

I\OtOt!ICll"lll' IIIC "IODlllly w:t, tl'lf (C,-l)i(I Dl'SIIJlltrlO ionlrlllll"'1 CWl!ff) G' 

inogfrOrll'l1tttnl~tlOll~l( .. &U1'36706(inX,r, 

.ll11tnllonYIMiltA1nd{l.lllSUSERS1.lrl'lt•Pf'Till'.trr.lt""'I Cti,qt'01"9\!0ft 

l)fllt\ )0~\ol'<III Only),, l1Xkg,,i.ir1nt1'fd (AL HOW \.w,.m.,19• 
n~x.,, 

OENTAl INSURANCE !•om ~"111 Mu!Ui l~url~Cf {cim111n~ lowtrilgf fOI 
400plU\ p!(l(Ni~!f", RolOfftl.ilMU!lllll' • NC JU\!llklUlUn! !Mi [)u,ot W \ 

(,ti ,iow(if1 ,our fllFI )tni.,ltr,far"Wltlllll K,1 w,1r olll f~r o,U1111 \-&«11l 
am WWWOt!'tll¾lcil111 [01'1/tncm! 16iSi flnX,ni 

Home Improvement 

Ui1111111lt 911ttn dumn9 farnon' Lr.tl1lll'l lilt ~I j(N,~1N IM'!lnl· 
Dior 9"T!P•Pf«ffllm\r~olr•lltf!.r,11'"1trt1NnntOC.l)JC"ll,olt 
lntwtl'urcn.t1tPr111l(lli\Sl'llloi &Mll,t1•)D,1<ount1(,ll·ISl'1':l390' 
r~x,n 

Rtplllt ,1111r1ool wlh\l\i' tlt11loatlfl9illC~ 1.l111n9rn,1r11.t11!"1 lig-"I 

fM!ol.ttllRooll lftfftl!ylt1¥10rnul!,Pt1CIOl'!N1WDI, (i~•,lfl(tNl!GWI!• 
~trtl'l"f"lirm:Nhrll'Ol'ltt-PtO~afl1n11~1011 4 A\!lll!IOIW l~otfimrilt 
{to, IN u,y /It.tit~ worun' 1ll FNXNIOffl J (.ill IN" M!:t,1 Roo•1 1 ISS 11· 
ir,c1rxM1 

Services 
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Advertise Throughout Tennessee 
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East Tennessee Public Notices 

PUBLIC NOTICES 

CONCURRENT NOTICE 
NOTICE OF FINDING OF 
SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ANO NOTICE OF IITTENT TO 
REQUEST RELEASE OF 

FUNDS 

10/30'2024 

ig;~ ~;eTt;:;:M! 
Rogersville TN 37857 
(423)2 72-7497 

Theseno11ces sha; sa11sty two 
separate bu1 ,e1aIed Pfoce<Jul'lll 
requ,rements tor acnvn,es 10 oe 
undenaken Dy the Town ol 
Roge~Ue 

AEOUEST FOR RELEASE OF 
FUNDS 

Ono• &b0u1 12/1/2024 the 
Town ol AogefSville w,11 suomit 
a requesI to tne Tennessee De 
panmem ot Econorr,ic: and Com­
munny Development for tne 
reIea5e of Bloc:k Grant Funos 

~~~~~l~!ie~~~~~ 
197' asa1Tw11·ldea.1oundena1<.e 
a proiecr known as 2023 
Aooersvrlle Par1<. lm0<011emenrs 
CDOO for tne purpose or maklOQ 
much-neeoed ,mp1ovements 10 
lhe R<>Qersv,ue C,ty Park ll"ICluO· 
•~ tne construct,on o! 1,560 ~n­
ear teeI of asphall S>Clewalk witn 
a curt> Darner aoo repair and 
1esurlacetneIem,scoons The ~rooo:~:::ive 5630.000 00 

FINDING OF NO 
SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

Tne Town of Rogersville nas oe• 
termmed t tlat the proiec t wrll 
have l'IO s1gruf1can1 impact on 
the hu'nan environment There• 
lore an Environmental Impact 
S1aIemen1 under the Na11onaI 
Environmenial Policy Act of 
1969 (NEPA) ,s not requirec 
Ador!1ona p,o,ea ,ntoanatoon rs 
contam,eo ,n the Envnt)nn·,ema! 
Review Aecoro (EAR) on hie a: 

~f~Ji:~~!'f~:a1. 
1neo or cop11Jd weekoays 8 00 
AM I0 4 30PM 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

Any 1ndrv,0Ual, group 01 agency 
may suomI1 wnnen commems 
oo lhe EAR 10 !he Town of 
Aogersv,I!e City Hal AJ. com• 
ments rece,ved Dy 11 11 412024 
wrl: De consJC!ereo by tr.e Town 
o!Rogersv,lle pm)l I08UtrlOl'll· 
mg sut>m1ssioo ot a reouest re 
lease of 1unas Commems 
snou1espec,fywhtcnNolice1hey 

PUBLIC NOTICES 
are aoo,essrng 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
CERTIFICATION 

Tne Town of Rogers....tle cen,hes 
to me Tennessee D&panmenI 01 

;~1 a~~mrrw.i~fis~n 
ll1s.lhercaoac11yas Mayor con 
senIstoaccepttne1unSOK:booo! 
me Feoe1aI Couns ~ an act!Onis 
Dro.,gnl to enforce 1esDOnS10lh 
1Ies In relation to 11,e env,ron 
mental rev,ewprocess ano!NII 
1hese respons.tlihues have b8e!'I 
satisf1eo The Tenoessee De· 
panment o! Economc and Com 
munity's approval of tne 
cen,t1C11100 iahsl1es its ,espon 
sI1>1lmes under NEPA and re­
lalec laws ano autnorI11es aoo 
aHows lhe Town or Aogersv,lle 
IouseProgramFunas 

OBJECTIONS TO RELEASE 
OF FUNDS 

Tne Tennessee Depanment of 
Econom,c ano Communrty De 
veloprneoIw~lacx:eol0Djechons 
1011sreleaseoflundanothe 
Town of RogersV1Ke cen1fica11on 
tor a penod o! ',Ileen days lot• 
lowing the anhc,pa1eo i.uDm,s 
s10r1dateor1tsactual recerpt ot 
1/le requesl (wh,Chever Is later) 
only1ftr.ey are onone oftr1eto1-
lowlng oases (1) me cert1f1ca• 
lion was execv1eo oy tne 
Cenrtying Ofhce1 of tne Town ol 
Aoge~v1lle (b) tr.e Town of 

~tr:r:1
\
I
~ :te~~1:~~ 

f~~t'~C~ %~~ r~::; 
granI1ec,~enI or otner pan,c, 
pants In tne oevelopmen1 
process have commineo funds 
incurreocostsorunoena1<.enac· 
hvitesno1autl'K>n.zedC>y2<:CFR 
Pan 58betoreapprovaiola re• 
1eas.eottunOsoYlheTennessee 
DepanmenI of Economic and 
Cotrmunny Development or (d) 

~~:~tt~()'~~~:n ~~ 
nassuDmitledawrruenhf'ldlng 
tnaIthepr0f8Ct1sunsaI1slae1ory 
!rom tne s1anooomI of environ• 
men1aI quaMy Ooiec11ons must 
t>e prepared ar.o suomI1teo ,n 
accoroance wnn tne req1.11reo 
proceoures (2<: CFR Pan 58 
Sec 58 76i ar.o snail oe aa­
dresseo to Tennessee Depar1 
men1 of Economic ano 
Cormivn,r,, DevelOc>mern Com 

PUBLIC NOTICES 
mul"u1y all(l Aural OeveiOpn"leflt 
312 Rosa L Panl.SAvenue. 27tn 
Floor NashVllle Tennessee 
37243 1102 P01enua ooiectors 
snoulc cor11act Comm1.1l"l!tyall(l 
Aural Oevelopmentlovenfytne 
actual !asioayot tneOO(ection 

"'""' Jiff' Seils Mayol 
10.30.24 

NOTICE 

I·,s,r,eou1yofyourgrand/l,lrors 
!O~vt!SbgaIeanypul.>focof!~ 
wnicntheylu'lo<,,,-orhavereasori 
10 oe1,eve. Ms been commned 
andwhl<;n1stnat>1eor,oo,c1able 
In tnis coumy Any personhav­
ing~edgeorproof1ha1sucn 
an offense has t.>eencommmed 
may aoply totesI1fy 1>eio1e the 
grano1urysulljecI10111e p,ov1• 
s,ons ol T enness.ee Cooe Anno• 
Ia1ed. Sect,on 40-12.105 The 
'01eman In tn,s coonty Is 
presenuy Mike Reeves. 
Rogersv,Pe Terir.esseE 

Thegranr:11urywrllnex1mee100 
Monday December 2. 202<: at 
900 a m You 'Nly t>e prose• 
cutec !or perjury tor any oral or 
wrmen statement wn,cn Yo.J 
ma~e under oath lo the grall(l 
Iury wt.en you lmow 1ne sIaIe• 
mern 10 t>eta,se aoownenthe 
sIatemenI 1oucnes on a mauer 
matenalI01hepoontmQues1oon 

J001Evans OeoutyClerl< 
Cnm.nelCOl.ln 
1030.24 

Nol1ceisnerebygiventoltif!Cit• 
,zens ol me Town o1 Roge~Vl!le 
tnat the Rogersville City BoarCI 
ol Education will meet "' Regu-. 
Jar SesSlon. Tuesday Novem­
oer 12 2024 at500pm Intne 
Cafetena al 11'1€ C11y Schoo' 

=:o::~~f:a~:= 
~ ~1a!s~gs~6~c~;. 
01na1oraI272•7651 
10. 30.2~ 

Fin,J Notiee,nci Public 
Expl•n•llon ol • PrOf)Osed 

Activiryln Wetl•nds 

lo All mtereslec Agenc,es -
FeoeraI Staie anc Loca -
Groups andlndovidl.lals 

Tri.s ,s 10 give no1Ice mat tne 
Town of Rogersville under CFA 
2.: Pan 58 nas conch,>Cteo an 
evaIua1I00 as r90urreo Dy Exec• 
u1iveOn,er 11 988anG'or 11990 
,n accoroancew1tnHUDregula· 

•" Uhmal fn,i cunmcnt1I Policr Act f:\'f:PA l Puhlk Mcctint• for Sim Routt· 66 
Jrnm State Route ]4 /US-J!t' Andru,·Joboton ttw,·J in Rull> Gan 
IP 1"ortb ofSuud ,. ,!1 BoadlQld Hirhl"U 66 J:Jawkim County J!'. 

f.lli..l.ll.1S. 
Tund,y, ,n...,i,,, II. 2014 . 1, • .., s,1111,.., ,~ 7:911 pm •7 

ll•H• G,p S.~n<>I 
l1§Allnth,lluM,C.ap,T'l7711 
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oflh< follcwtn11 
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• ~ .••• r.,.,, .. ,~, -,<kv,sal" """°""?'"I"•' l,,.~•n,11n1 
• ln~m,11cn,,,..~•f'Nl1111M 

· ,- ... .,,.,, "'•~11,.cd 
0 M,,..,,t,,,..,,...,..an<!""'10C•lnlOd woy1h1nmcftlcnM>1<,pr,m.," l)k><•<"'11r n .. 1,Co6[!,nl"1lllo<1111mcc 

,u,.cntTIXJT~,~h..-.1<1<••1" •~II ,.rcry...,nll>r<b 
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J....,...,. !h1h""•)l!Ulh<<<N"'Y _,_, ot 11."l"''"'ll< •• ,..., •<l"cv,<I<, I,~! fcu.., 11..,.,.,w,llc"1l-lil Tho: Pubhc M<<l•t,~ 
.. :Ipn,•odclhcr,u!,ii.thcoppnn""""'"""•• .. ·•n.Jcommcn,...,lhc_..•na.,..cr"',llcprupo-c<i~R·Ml"o,c<1:1> 

cl'tt><ta, ... ,o,.:,.~,, ........... , • .,.,.,d.,.,..., • ...i""'"''"·"''"l•"""''""'''"r..,.._,,.....i.,.,1»<1>U .,.,_.,..1 
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TENNESSEE PRESS SERVICE 
YOII /mt 8 D,g,IIJI (amectlOO R.,,:l!letlllllg Tfme!Ste ,_ 

tnadvertising.biz 
412 Cedar Bluff Rd ., Su ite 403 

Knoxville, TN 37923 
Voice (865) 584-5761 Fax (865) 558-8687 

Attn : Amanda Tidwell 
TOOT Community Relations Division 
James K. Polk Building 
505 Deaderick Street, 7th Floor 
Nashville, TN 37243 

To Whom It May Concern : 

AFFIDAVIT 

The enclosed itemized statement is for publ ication of "NEPA Public Meeting for State Route 66, 
Hawkins County" in the list of newspaper(s) on invoice S24.6414 on the date(s) stated therein as 
authorized by your office. 

As requested , clipping of advertisement are submitted herewith as further proof of publ ication . Per 
Tennessee Code Annotated Chapters 1 & 8, in reference to public notice sections where laws were 
enacted in 2014 (TCA § 1-3-120) and 2024 (HB2114} , Tennessee Press Service reminded the listed 
newspaper(s) that this public notice should be placed in the print publication on the date(s) 
indicated , on the newspaper's website for the same date(s}, and on the statewide publ ic notice 
website (www.tnpubl icnotice.com). 

I, Alisa Subhaku/, Junior Media Buyer of Tennessee Press Service, Inc. , do hereby certify that the 
attached is true and correct. 

This Sixth day of November, 2024 

~~ 
Alisa Subhakul, Junior Media Buyer 

Sworn before me this 6th day of November, 2024 

Earl Goodman, Notary Public 
My commission expires July 1, 2028 



ANNOUNCEMENT OF
TDOT PUBLIC MEETING

The Public Meeting will provide the public the opportunity to review and comment on the purpose and need 
for the proposed SR-66 project as well as the range of alternatives under consideration and potential mitigation 
options for anticipated impacts to environmental justice population(s). 

Persons having a disability that requires aids or services to participate at 
the meeting may contact Ms.Shanna Waelty by telephone at (615) 741-0465, 
TTY Relay (877) 831-0298 or e-mail shanna.waelty@tn.gov no less than ten 
(10) days prior to the date of the meeting.

Anyone with questions regarding the Public Meeting, should contact Eric 
Wilson, the TDOT Region 1 Project Development Manager, at 865.594.0742 
or by email at eric.wilson@tn.gov. https://tinyurl.com/SR-66Hawkins

SCAN ME!

From State Route 34 in Bulls Gap to
North of Speedwell Road/Old Highway 66
Hawkins County
PIN 107579.00

Tuesday, November 12, 2024
5:00 to 7:00 PM (ET)

Bulls Gap School 
315 Allen Drive, Bulls Gap, Tennessee 37711



Tennessee Department of 
Transportation
James K. Polk Building
Suite 900
505 Deaderick Street
Nashville, TN 37243-0332

https://tinyurl.com/SR-66Hawkins
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From State Route 34 in Bulls Gap to the North of Speedwell 
�Road/Old Highway 66, Hawkins County, TN, PIN 107579.00

November 12, 2024 5:00-7:00 PM
Bulls Gap School
315 Allen Drive

Bulls Gap, Tennessee 37711

Public Meeting Handout

Project Overview
The Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), proposes to widen and realign State Route (SR) 66 in Hawkins County from the 
intersection with SR-34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) in Bulls Gap to north of the intersection with 
Speedwell Road/Old Highway 66. The proposed improvements would total approximately 5.70 miles in 
length.

Because the proposed project is being designed and constructed utilizing federal transportation dollars, 
the project is subject to the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  TDOT and 
FHWA are preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) in accordance with the NEPA to identify and 
evaluate the environmental effects of the proposed project and to identify measures to minimize harm.

Purpose Of Meeting
The purpose of this public meeting is to provide the public the opportunity to review and comment 
on the purpose and need for the proposed SR-66 project as well as the range of alternatives under 
consideration.

During the public meeting, project information will be delivered through a PowerPoint presentation 
followed by an open house where members of the TDOT project team will be available to discuss the 
project and review displays with members of the public. 



Project History
In 2006, TDOT completed a Transportation Planning Report (TPR)¹ which analyzed existing and projected 
traffic data and determined the feasibility of proposed improvements along SR-66 from SR-34 (US-11E) 
in Bulls Gap to the Otes Community in Hawkins County. The TPR evaluated improving approximately 5.3 
-miles of the existing two-lane road to an upgraded two-lane facility which would match the roadway
lane and shoulder width geometrics (two 12-foot lanes with 8-foot to 12-foot shoulders) of the section of
SR-66 from the Otes Community to Rogersville.

Based on the 2006 TPR, the TDOT 2007-2009 Multi-Modal Work Program identified this section of SR-
66 as a substandard rural highway and provided the initial funding for the proposed project’s planning, 
environmental, and preliminary engineering studies and processes.  Four options (including the No-Build 
Option) were considered in the 2006 TPR as proposed improvements along SR-66. Option B would shift 
the alignment west of the existing SR-66 for approximately three miles and Option C would shift the 
alignment east of the existing SR-66 for approximately three miles. Option A proposed all improvements 
be concentrated along the existing SR-66 corridor. Option A was selected as the Build Alternative to be 
carried forward for NEPA review.  

Subsequently, TDOT began development of a D-List Categorical Exclusion (CE) to document the potential 
impacts associated with the proposed improvements.  However, due to the anticipated number of 
relocations associated with the proposed project, in 2024 it was determined by FHWA and TDOT to move 
the project forward as an Environmental Assessment. 

State Route 66 From State Route 34 in Bulls Gap to the North of Speedwell Road/Old Highway 66, Hawkins County, TN, PIN 107579.00

¹https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/tdot/documents/government-how-do-i-documents/Studies/StatewidePlanning/studies-HawkinsSR66BullsG
aptoLM5.3NearOtes-TPR.pdf

Preliminary Need for the Project
The preliminary need for the proposed SR-66 project has been identified as the following:  

» Geometric roadway deficiencies along existing SR-66 (curvature, limited shoulder, sight distance, etc.)

» Insufficient system linkage (connection between Bulls Gap and the county seat in Rogersville)

» Need for route redundancy (an alternate to Interstate 81)

Preliminary Purpose of the Project
The preliminary purpose of the proposed SR-66 project has been identified as the following:

» Correct geometric deficiencies to meet current TDOT design standards

» Improve system linkage

» Provide route redundancy for Interstate 81

2

Please note that the preliminary purpose and need will be refined as the environmental technical studies are 
finalized and public feedback from the November 12, 2024 Public Meeting is analyzed.  The purpose and 
need will be formally presented in the Environmental Assessment expected to be released for public review 
in Quarter 1 of 2025.



Alternatives Being Evaluated in the Environmental Assessment
A No-Build Alternative and one Build Alternative are being evaluated in the Environmental Assessment. 
Each alternative is described in the subsequent text below.

No-Build Alternative:   In accordance with the implementing regulations for NEPA (40 C.F.R. § 
1502.14(d)),² the No-Build Alternative has been retained for detailed study and serves as a benchmark 
for comparison with the Build Alternative. The No-Build Alternative would retain the existing state route 
and roadway configuration throughout the project area except for those modifications to the roadway 
network that have been programmed and approved for implementation, as identified in TDOT’s 25-Year 
Long Range Transportation Policy Plan³, State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)⁴, and the TDOT 
10-Year Project Plan⁵ and would allow for routine maintenance and safety upgrades.

Build Alternative:   The Build Alternative includes the widening of the existing two-lane roadway 
(which currently consists of one 10-foot-wide lane in each direction) and would include construction of 
the following: 

» Two 12-foot travel lanes (one in each direction) and paved shoulders four- to ten-feet in width.

» An intermittent 12-foot-wide two-way left-turn lane (TWLTL).

» Five-foot wide sidewalks near the project beginning.

» Intermittent curb and gutter.

» Guardrail, as required.

» Minor horizontal and vertical alignment changes, primarily located in Bulls Gap, intended to meet
current highway design and safety standards.

Once completed, the proposed project would provide a consistent cross-section along SR-66 from SR-
34 (US-11E, Andrew Johnson Highway) to the county seat of Rogersville, as well as provide a link from 
Rogersville to I-81. The total project length is approximately 5.70 miles.

3

² https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-40/chapter-V/subchapter-A/part-1502/section-1502.14 

³ https://www.tn.gov/tdot/long-range-planning-home/25-year-transportation-policy-plan.html 

⁴ https://www.tn.gov/tdot/program-development-and-administration-home/program-development-and-administration-state-programs.html 

⁵ https://www.tn.gov/tdot/build-with-us.html 



Project Location M
ap

State Route 66 From State Route 34 in Bulls Gap to the North of Speedwell Road/Old Highway 66, Hawkins County, TN, PIN 107579.004



Project Schedule
Transportation projects are developed in four phases: Planning and Environmental Design, Design, Right-
of-Way, and Construction. The following is an estimated timeline for various aspects of the proposed 
project.

Initial Early Coordination Quarter 3 of 2024

Conduct Technical Studies Quarter 4 of 2024

Public Meeting November 12, 2024

Notice of Availability / Environmental Assessment Approval Quarter 1 of 2025

Hold NEPA Public Hearing Quarter 2 of 2025

Approval of Final Environmental Document / Selection of 
Preferred Alternative*** Quarter 3 of 2025

Right-of-Way Acquisition Phase To Be Determined

Construction Phase To Be Determined

5

*Quarter 1 – January through March. Quarter 2 – April through June. Quarter 3 – July through September. Quarter 4 –
October through December
**Forecasted dates are subject to change.
***Once the final environmental document is approved by the Federal Highway Administration, the Planning and 
Environmental Phase is complete.



Next Steps
» TDOT will complete environmental technical studies and draft the Environmental Assessment for FHWA

review and approval.

» To further engage the public, following FHWA approval of the Environmental Assessment, TDOT will:

+ Make the approved Environmental Assessment available for public review (including the results of
all environmental technical studies).

+ Hold a public hearing to present the findings of the environmental technical studies.

+ Invite feedback and comments from the public on the results of the Environmental Assessment.

State Route 66 From State Route 34 in Bulls Gap to the North of Speedwell Road/Old Highway 66, Hawkins County, TN, PIN 107579.006

Notes/Questions
Use this space to keep track of any notes or questions you may have. 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________



Right-Of-Way and Relocations
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TDOT will make relocation assistance available to all eligible persons impacted by this project, including 
residences, businesses, farm operations, non-profit organizations, and those requiring special services or 
assistance. The Regional Relocation Staff will administer the relocation program under the rules, policies, 
and procedures set forth in the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970 as amended, the Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1972, implementing federal 
regulations, TCA 13-11-101 through 119, the State of Tennessee Relocation Assistance Brochure and 
Chapter IX of the State of Tennessee Department of Transportation Right-of-Way Manual.

An information pamphlet, Relocation Assistance Program, outlines the services offered and any payments 
for which you may be eligible, such as moving expenses and replacement housing benefits for owners 
and tenants. The pamphlet also outlines the eligibility requirements for receiving these payments. The 
pamphlet is available for download from the TDOT Relocation Office website: https://www.tn.gov/tdot/
right-of-way-division/relocation-office.html⁶.

TDOT will provide advance notification of proposed right-of-way acquisition. The TDOT Right-of-Way 
Office has the responsibility, once a project is approved, of appraising, purchasing and, if required, 
assisting individuals, families or businesses in relocating. Before acquiring property, all properties are 
appraised on the basis of comparable sales and land use values in the surrounding areas.  

The value will be established by using independent real estate appraisers who will prepare, for TDOT’s 
use, written appraisals using actual sales data in the surrounding community.

When an appraisal is necessary, the appraiser will contact each property owner and offer the owner the 
opportunity to accompany him/her on an inspection of the property. After the appraisal is complete, the 
TDOT Right-of-Way Appraisal staff will review the findings for accuracy to ensure that everything relating 
to value has been considered in establishing the amount to be offered. Owners of property will be 
offered fair market value for their property rights, as it is TDOT’s desire to pay fair market value for the 
necessary property.

If you have a question regarding the TDOT Relocation process, please call 1-800-546-0949 (toll-free) 
and leave a voicemail message with your name, phone number and question. A TDOT representative will 
respond to questions within 7 business days.

⁶ https://www.tn.gov/tdot/right-of-way-division/relocation-office.html



Procedure for Submitting Public Comments
You are encouraged to provide comments and input on the project.  Your input will become part of the 
official public record for this project.

Questions:

Please call 1-800-546-0949 (toll-free) by December 2, 2024 and leave a voicemail message with 
your name, phone number, and question. This will allow TDOT to provide you a response by the 
December 9, 2024 comment deadline. A TDOT representative will respond to question within  
7 business days.

Comments: 

Public Comments received or postmarked by December 9, 2024 will be included in the official summary 
of the public meeting.

Verbal Comments: Record a verbal comment with the court reporter tonight or call (800) 546-0949 (toll-
free) and leave a voicemail message with your name, phone number, and comment. 

Written Comments: 

» Send a Comment Card or Letter by mail to:

State Route 66 
C/O Kimley-Horn and Associates 
10 Lea Avenue, Ste 400 
Nashville, TN 37210

» Send an email to TDOT.comments@tn.gov using the subject line State Route 66 Project.

» Complete an online comment form available on the SR-66 project website at
https://tinyurl.com/SR-66Hawkins or by scanning the QR code.

Additional Information 
For additional information, please contact the following TDOT 
representative:

Mr. Eric Wilson, PE 
TDOT Region 1 Project Development Manager 
Email: Eric.Wilson@tn.gov 
Phone: 865.594.0742

Project Website - https://tinyurl.com/SR-66Hawkins

SCAN ME!
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Fold here second

Fold here first

        Date:  __________________________________________________Your Name:  ______________________________________________ 

Mailing Address:  ________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________

County of Residence: ___________________________________ 

Phone Number (optional): _____________________________

E-mail Address (optional): _____________________________ (Check here if you would like to receive e-mail notices ____) 

Would you like to receive future mailings about the project?   YES_____       NO_____

* Please make sure to include your name and/or address on your submitted comment form in order to be
included in the official record.

SR-66 COMMENTS 
KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES 
10 LEA AVE STE 400 
NASHVILLE TN 37210-9910

NO POSTAGE
NECESSARY

IF MAILED
IN THE

UNITED STATES

BUSINESS REPLY MAIL
FIRST-CLASS MAIL NASHVILLE TNPERMIT NO.958

POSTAGE WILL BE PAID BY ADDRESSEE

Artwork for  Envelope, Business, #9, 3 7/8 x 8 7/8 in (3.875" x 8.875")
Layout: sample BRM Env with IMB.lyt
October 3, 2024

Produced by DAZzle, Version 12.2.02
(c) 1993-2012, DYMO Endicia, www.Endicia.com
Authorized User, Serial #

IMPORTANT:  DO NOT ENLARGE, REDUCE OR MOVE the FIM and barcodes. They are only valid as printed!
 Special care must be taken to ensure FIM and barcode are actual size AND placed properly on the mail piece
 to meet both USPS regulations and automation compatibility standards.

You may submit additional pages if the space provided is not adequate for your comments.

For additional project information, contact:

Eric Wilson, PE
Tennessee Department of Transportation

TDOT Region 1 Project Development Manager 
865-594-0742

Eric.Wilson@tn.gov 

 TDOT is EEO/Affirmative Action Employer and does not discriminate on the basis of 
race, age, sex, religion, color, disability or national origin

YOU MUST TAPE CLOSED BEFORE MAILING



The Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT) , in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), proposes 
to widen and realign State Route (SR) 66 in Hawkins County. TDOT would like your input on the proposed project. Additional 
options for providing comments as well as additional information on the proposed project are available on the project website 
(https://tinyurl.com/SR-66Hawkins). Please note that the comment period ends December 9th, 2024.

Which best describes your primary interest in the project? 

Concerned Citizen  Affected Resident Affected Landowner Affected Business     

Name of Business______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

What do you like and/or dislike about:

Build Alternative – Improvements consist of widening the existing two-lane roadway along SR-66, from SR-34 to North 
of Speedwell Road/Old Highway 66, from ten-foot travel lanes (existing) to 12-foot travel lanes (proposed), adding paved 
shoulders four- to ten-feet in width, adding an intermittent 12-foot-wide two-way left-turn lane and two-foot curb and gutter, 
as well as adding 5-foot sidewalks near the beginning of the proposed project. 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
No-Build Alternative – No improvements made to existing SR-66 other than routine maintenance and safety upgrades as 
programmed.
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Do you have a preference between the No-Build Alternative and the Build Alternative? (MARK YOUR PREFERENCE)

No-Build Alternative     Build Alternative              No Preference  

What do you see as the transportation needs of the area?  

Geometric Roadway Deficiencies (curvature, limited shoulder, sight distance, etc.)

System Linkage (connecting Bulls Gap to the county seat in Rogersville)

Other_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

What issues and concerns do you have about the project? 

Impacts to the Environment (streams, wetlands,          
soils, threatened and endangered species)

Impacts to Existing Development (homes, businesses)

Impacts to Communities

Impacts to Historic and/or Archaeological Resources

Other______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Additional Comments

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

Route redundancy (an alternate to Interstate 81)



































Mr. Eric Wilson, PE
TDOT Region 1 Project Development Manager

Email: Eric.Wilson@tn.gov
Phone: 865.594.0742

PROJECT CONTACT:







1     NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (NEPA) PUBLIC

2   MEETING FOR STATE ROUTE 66, FROM STATE ROUTE 34 (US-

3  11E ANDREW JOHNSON HIGHWAY), IN BULLS GAP TO NORTH OF

4      SPEEDWELL ROAD/OLD HIGHWAY 66, HAWKINS COUNTY,

5                  TENNESSEE, PIN 107579.00

6

7

8                       MEETING HELD ON

9                 TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 12, 2024

10              FROM 5:00 P.M. TO 7:00 P.M. ET

11

12

13                       MEETING HELD AT

14                      BULLS GAP SCHOOL

15        315 ALLEN DR., BULLS GAP, TENNESSEE 37711

16
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4                        DEXTER JUSTIS

5                         ERIC WILSON

6                        JOHN BARRETT

7                       BRUE SKINNYHON

8                        CORY SHARROCK

9                        TROY ELLIOTT

10                         AMY COOPER

11                       TAMMY CRESWELL

12                       BETHANY BETHEL

13                     ERICK HUNT-HAWKINS

14                         RACHEL HEAD

15                        MEREDITH FRED

16                       HOLLY CANTRELL

17                         KATIE EVANS

18                        EVA HEDOLOVA

19                         KATIE EVANS

20                        EVA HEDOLOVA

21                          MAY ETHAN

22                         TOM HARRIS

23                         RYAN CLARK

24

25
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1                     R E C O R D I N G

2           MR. NAGI:  Okay.  If everybody could try to

3 find a seat, we're going to get started here in just a

4 minute.  Are we good?  All right.  Well, good evening

5 everyone.  My name is Mark Nagi, I'm the Regional

6 Communications Officer for TDOT in Region 1, our 24

7 County East Tennessee region.  We know that everyone

8 is busy and has so many things to do.  We really

9 appreciate taking your time to come and meet us on a

10 Tuesday night.

11           We're here at Bulls Gap School to gather

12 public input on Hawkins County State Route 66 project.

13 The proposed project would include the widening and

14 realignment of State Route 66 from the intersection

15 with State Route 34, US-11E, AJ Highway to Bulls Gap -

16 - in Bull Gap, the north intersection of Sea Road Old

17 Highway 66.  The proposed improvements would total

18 approximately 5.7 miles in lane.  This public meeting

19 will provide the public the opportunity to review and

20 comment on the purpose and need of the proposed

21 project, as well as the range of alternatives under

22 consideration.

23           Joining us tonight from the Tennessee

24 Department of Transportation are Director of Project

25 Management for Region 1, Dexter Justis, also from
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1 TDOT, Eric Wilson, John Barrett, Bruce Skinnyhon (ph),

2 Cory Sharrock.  Troy Elliott, Amy Cooper, Tammy

3 Creswell, Bethany Bethel (ph), Erick Hunt-Hawkins and

4 Rachel Head.  From (inaudible) home, we have Meredith

5 Fred, Holly Cantrell, Katie Evans, Eva Hedolova (ph)

6 and May Ethan.  And from CAJ we have Tom Harris and

7 Ryan Clark.

8           So we're about to start our presentation to

9 be a short presentation.  Following that, we'll have

10 TDOT folks all around the room to answer any questions

11 that you might have about this project.  Again, this

12 is a inter public meeting, which means you have a few

13 ways to get your comment on the record, and that's why

14 we're here.  We want to hear from you tonight.  We

15 have the court reporter present.  He's in the back of

16 the room, he's going to be videotaping everything

17 tonight.  Following the presentation, he's also

18 available to take your comments on a one-on-one basis

19 if you would like to have them on the record that way.

20           Also, as you walked in, you were handed

21 comment cards.  You can write down your comments and

22 hand those to us tonight or you can take them home,

23 mail them back to us.  You have 21 days from today to

24 ensure that your comments that way will be on the

25 record.  Also, following our presentation, we will
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1 have a question-and-answer session where you'll have

2 15 to 20 minutes.  If you have any general questions

3 about the project, we're happy to answer them.  If you

4 have individual questions, you can also ask our TDOT

5 folks again, who will be around the room until the

6 meeting ends at seven o'clock.

7           Before we go any further, I ask, are there

8 any members of the media intendance tonight?  Okay.

9 Are there any elected officials in the room tonight?

10 If you -- if you're elected official, please raise

11 your hand and state your name and your title.

12           UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKERS:  (No audible

13 response.)

14           MR. NAGI:  Okay.  Thank you guys for being

15 here.  We appreciate it.  So with all that said,

16 trying to begin tonight's presentation.  So I'll turn

17 things over to Mayor Fred and Holly (inaudible).

18           MS. FRED:  Good evening, I'm (inaudible).

19 Good evening.  Thanks again for coming to our meeting

20 tonight on Tuesday night.  I know everybody is busy.

21 I appreciate you being here.  I'm going to talk a

22 little bit about the agenda, just very high level.  I

23 know Mark just covered it, but we're going to probably

24 control myself.  We're going to give a quick 5-to-10-

25 minute presentation, question-and-answer and then
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1 there are some displays on the tables -- there's two

2 displays in the room.  We really would love for you to

3 walk around, take a look at that folks.  There are

4 numbers on each track and we have a key that basically

5 we can help you find your personal and answer some

6 individual questions there.

7           (Inaudible).  All right.  So the purpose of

8 tonight's meeting, we want to give you a status update

9 on the project as well as some information on the

10 schedule.  But most importantly, we want to hear your

11 feedback on the preliminary purpose and need as well

12 as the range of alternate that we have under

13 consideration.  Your comments are important, so we

14 want to make sure that we're hearing those.  Mark

15 talked a little bit about the different methods, and

16 I'll go into a little bit more detail.

17           You should have gotten this comment form when

18 you came in the room, if you wanted to get it home

19 with you tonight, it is postage paid.  All you need to

20 do is fold it up and put it in the mail and come back

21 to us.  You can also take some for your neighbors or

22 friends, we'd love to have as many comments as

23 possible.  Again, those comments are due back to us by

24 December 9th.  You can also call 1800 number, if you

25 get home when you have a question.  The number is in
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1 the slide deck as well as in the handout that goes

2 strictly to our -- straight to our State Route 66

3 project hotline.  And we'll get you an answer to your

4 question or get you comment transcribed, so it's

5 included in the official record of the meeting.

6           Slide please.  So there are five phases

7 typically to the project development process for TDOT.

8 And typically, some of those run independently and

9 then they can run concurrently.  For this project

10 tonight, we're here to talk about the environmental

11 phase of project development.  Next slide, please.  In

12 2006, TDOT did a transportation planning report, which

13 looked at some of the deficiencies along 15 State

14 Route 66 as well as improvements that could be made.

15           And then in 2020, TDOT developed a National

16 Environmental Policy Act document because federal

17 funds are being applied to this project.  So it's

18 subject to that National Environmental Policy Act,

19 NEPA, as we call it.  And a documented d-list, CE, was

20 prepared and approved by the Federal Highway

21 Administration.  In 2024, we took a look at the

22 revised right of way plan, and based on the number of

23 anticipated relocation, it was determined that a

24 category exclusion was no longer valid for this

25 project and an environmental assessment needed to be
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1 prepared and that's why we're here tonight.

2           So we're here tonight to gather your feedback

3 on that preliminary purpose in need, which is the

4 justification for the project, as well as the range of

5 alternatives under consideration.  And it -- with that

6 we have a no build as well as a built.  Next slide,

7 please.  Mark covered this, but just for everybody's

8 awareness, it begins -- the project begins at say 34

9 in Bulls Gaps and then runs to Old Highway 66 or

10 Speedwell Road for approximately 5.7 miles.

11           In your handout, you should have a copy of

12 this map.  If you want to turn to that, it's actually

13 page 4.  Holly's going to give you a little more

14 details about this, but this is the build alternative

15 that is under consideration and includes some

16 improvements to local roads to just see the little

17 notches off to the (inaudible).  And then you'll see

18 in some locations that it does rear off the existing

19 alignment and that's to -- that is to help with some

20 of the site distance issues on the project.  So with

21 that, I'm going to turn it over to Holly to talk a

22 little bit more about the purpose and need and the

23 range of alternative or consideration.

24           MS. CANTRELL:  Thanks, Meredith.  So related

25 to the alignment that may -- or that Meredith had just
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1 shown here -- we can go to the next slide, we looked

2 at the alignment and came up with several

3 transportation needs that have been identified along

4 the project corridor.  (Inaudible) and I'll go over

5 them briefly.  But it's geometric roadway

6 deficiencies, which could be the curvatures that

7 you've noticed along the roadway, the limited site

8 distance and the limited shoulders along the roadway.

9 We're also seeing sufficient system linkage.  So for

10 that we're talking about, like, maybe not quite the

11 type of roadway that we want to see for the connection

12 to the county seat in Rogersville.

13           And then we're also looking for potentially a

14 redundant roadway to ID 1.  So if something happened

15 on ID 1, would there be a roadway that could help

16 accommodate traffic that would need to go in that

17 direction.  So while we have this preliminary

18 identified transportation needs, we're looking for

19 input from you guys on what you're seeing out there.

20 What are the needs along the roadway that you think

21 need to be addressed?  So your comments in that regard

22 would be great to let us know on the comment card or

23 to let us know which of the identified needs that

24 we've shown on the comment card, that you think are

25 really are out there.
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1           Next slide.  So as Meredith mentioned, there

2 are two alternatives under review in the environmental

3 assessment.  There's a no-build alternative and the

4 build alternative.  The no-build alternative is pretty

5 much what it sounds like.  It means none of the

6 improvements that we're talking about today would

7 happen along the roadway.  There would still be the

8 normal safety measures that happen along the roadway

9 and maintenance and anything that TDOT already has

10 planned in their long short-term planning.  But

11 otherwise, the improvement that we're talking about

12 wouldn't happen.

13           So the no-build alternative is legitimately

14 an option for decision underneath a document, but it's

15 also used as a baseline for us to compare the no-build

16 on our alternative to -- for all of our studies.  So

17 for the build alternative, you've heard a little bit

18 about this already and I think some of you who have

19 walked around and heard some of it as you looked at

20 the map and everything.  But out super high level,

21 it's proposing to widening the existing State Route

22 66, which currently has 10 foot travel lanes and make

23 those 12 foot travel lanes.

24           And some places it's going to add a two-way,

25 left turn lane, some sidewalks, guard rails, curb and
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1 gutter, and there's going to be some minor in --

2 alignment in areas to adjust to that curb -- which

3 curbs.  If you want to see more details about the

4 build alternative, you find a TDOT representative and

5 find some of those details in the plans and the little

6 plot that are rolled along the tables.

7           So for the environmental document that we're

8 working on right now, we're completing various

9 environmental studies.  We've got those listed through

10 here.  Those studies are focused on seeing how this

11 project is going to affect the human and natural

12 environment.  Those studies are still underway, so we

13 don't have the results just yet, but we're expecting

14 them to be completed by the end of the year.

15           So the next steps would be completing those

16 studies.  Once we get those completed, we're going to

17 compile those into the environmental assessment

18 document.  And that's going to be completed and then

19 reviewed by TDOT and Federal Highway.  And once that's

20 approved, the next step would be the future public

21 engagements.  So you guys are going to get to see the

22 results of those environmental studies that are

23 underway when we come back out to you in the second

24 quarter of 2025.

25           So at that point, we're going to set up
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1 another public hearing that's -- in advance of that,

2 we're going to make the environmental assessment and

3 all the results available to you and then there'll be

4 a comment period if you guys are to provide your input

5 and feedback on that.  And then the other thing that's

6 probably important to everybody, so for the

7 acquisition of any property or any relocations of

8 people or businesses, TDOT follows a federal process

9 that insures (inaudible) in Uniform Act.  I'm not

10 going to go into detail about that act, but I do want

11 to ask, would our TDOT right of way agents and

12 representatives raise their hands?

13           So they're stationed throughout (inaudible),

14 we've got five of them here.  Those are -- if you have

15 questions about property acquisitions, they're going

16 to be great resources for you and we've got them

17 available for you here today.  And then there's

18 additional information in your handout about the right

19 of way process.  There's a link for the right of way

20 page on the internet and there's a phone number for

21 you to call if you have any questions.

22           And for now, I'm going to turn it back over

23 to Meredith for additional information about

24 (inaudible).

25           MS. FRED:  All right.  A little bit about the
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1 schedule.  So we initiated our early coordination,

2 which is the coordination we do with our federal,

3 state, and local agencies in October.  And the comment

4 period for their responses actually ended yesterday.

5 So as Holly mentioned, we're doing those environmental

6 technical studies now and we will have those results

7 at the end of this year and then present those to you

8 actually in the spring.

9           So the third bullet is where we are tonight,

10 we're at this public meeting.  Notice of availability

11 of those environmental technical studies as well.  The

12 environmental assessment will be published in the

13 newspaper, the writers will review.  A lot of you all

14 also receive postcards tonight about that meeting and

15 so we can tend to do that again to let you know that

16 that is available.  We also then anticipate holding

17 that public hearing in quarter 2 of 2025 and then a

18 final environmental document in quarter 3 of 2025.

19           In terms of right of way and construction,

20 those are still to be determined.  We do not have an

21 official date at this moment for both of those

22 activities.  I want to wrap it up -- sorry.  My next

23 slide.  I want to go a little bit more detail about

24 comment cards and ways you can give comments.  So

25 again, you have comment cards in your hands tonight.
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1 You can leave us with those at the comment box up

2 front.  If you take them home, mail them, postage

3 paid.  You can also, as of tomorrow, we'll have all of

4 these materials including the display on TDOT website

5 and so you can download those.

6           You can also fill out this comment form

7 remote or electronically via SurveyMonkey.  You can

8 also send a letter to the address on the screen or you

9 can submit an email at TDOT.Comments.tn@Tennessee.gov.

10 All that information is in this handout.  And then

11 finally, verbal comments.  Again, court reporters in

12 the back.  You are able to give him testimony tonight

13 if you would like or you can call that 8100 line.  If

14 you do have a question, we ask that you ask that

15 question by the 2nd of December, so that we can get

16 you an appropriate answer by the end of the comment

17 period, which is December 9th.

18           If you have additional information, please

19 reach out -- or additional questions, please reach out

20 to Mr. Eric Wilson.  Eric, you want to raise your

21 hand?  Please TDOT project manager in the back.  His

22 contact information is also in your handout and he can

23 pass along any questions to members of the team to get

24 you an appropriate response.  With that, Mark, turn it

25 back to you.
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1           MR. JUSTIS:  (Inaudible) Okay.  My name's

2 Dexter Justis, I'm the Director of Project Management

3 here at Region 1at TDOT.  I just want to add a little

4 bit more about the 2B determined part at the bottom

5 and make it crystal clear for everybody.  We don't

6 know the dates, but the project is -- has funding

7 identified through the governor's tenure plan that

8 came out last December.  So this project has the go

9 light, assuming that the community still wants it.

10 That's what this means, is a lot about is to give

11 input on their -- on the purpose it need and

12 everybody's thoughts on the project.

13           Assuming that it saves a project, we get good

14 feedback, everybody's from project potentially, and we

15 don't need to have to select the no-build option,

16 which is an option on the table here.  The project has

17 the green light to go forward.  Funding (inaudible),

18 just make that clear.

19           This process, they had outlined, could be

20 done in quarter of 3 2025, so we're looking at roughly

21 a year from now assuming all that goes smoothly.

22 Funding is there to start, right?  Which will be the

23 next phase.  So you can assume that to be determined

24 would be late 2025, early '26, at the latest.  I think

25 they highlighted well how many tracks this is.  It's
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1 hundreds of tracks, which is a very large right of way

2 for departments.  We don't typically have projects of

3 that size and relocations are numerous.

4           We would anticipate a good three and a half

5 years of time property that need to do this project.

6 So you can kind of do the math.  If we're getting in

7 late '25, early '26 or start right away, three and a

8 half years later, (inaudible).

9           MR. NAGI:  Okay.  So with that, it's a little

10 bit after 5:30.  So what we'll do is we'll open the

11 floor for any public questions that anyone might have.

12 Any general questions about the project.  If you have

13 a question specifically about your property, we ask

14 that you wait and talk to one of our folks on a one-

15 on-one basis.  We're happy to answer any questions

16 that you have.

17           So if anybody has any general questions, we

18 can open the floor for that.  We'll do that until

19 about six o'clock or so.  And then remember, we're

20 here until 7:00 p.m.  for the rest of the night to

21 answer any other questions that you might have.  So if

22 anyone has any general questions about the project,

23 please raise your hand and if you can say your name

24 and your address, so we can have that for the record.

25           MR. ROBINSON:  Hi, I'm Drew Robinson.  I live
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1 at 114 North Main Street on State Route 66 in Bulls

2 Gap.  I'm curious about the timeline and I know it was

3 just addressed.  Here's a TDOT document showing right

4 of way for 2020.  Here's one that shows right of way

5 in acquisition in 2022.  Here's a document from

6 December of this last year, less than a year ago, that

7 shows right of way acquisition for 2024.  I've got a

8 screenshot of the website that shows the same thing in

9 the spring.

10           You've changed it since then, I suppose you

11 will say that it is the new environmental studies that

12 are required.  There was already a lot of pre-

13 engineering and environmental studies done.  There has

14 been a lot of noted need for safety improvements in

15 your document from 2006, it shows that this road is

16 almost twice as dangerous as an average road.  Our

17 traffic's only increased since then.  We have 18

18 wheelers from Burette going down the road to the

19 interstate.  So someone that was born when this

20 planning document was created, is now old enough to

21 vote.  Is there any reason to think that we can trust

22 the timeline that you're giving us?

23           MR. JUSTIS:  Thank you for the history of the

24 project, you're spot on.  What I would tell you is the

25 document that came out in December '24, was true.  We
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1 would be going right of way this year had this

2 environmental document process not changed.  That has

3 given us the years away.  You are 100 percent correct

4 and the timeline you've had (inaudible).  What I would

5 tell you about the history of TDOT is, we have

6 identified needs across the state.  We have 1,000

7 projects, if you will, that were on the books that had

8 needs just like these projects, good projects for

9 communities that needed to be done.

10           When Governor Lee implemented the 10-year

11 plan December '23, that came out (inaudible), like,

12 year old, they went through the evaluation process and

13 said, "Okay.  The state can only afford to do X amount

14 of projects based on the money, right?  We're a pay-

15 as-you-go state.  We have no debt on our

16 infrastructure." When we did that analysis, this

17 project is one that was identified that said, "Okay.

18 We have funding, where are we going to use it?" This

19 is one (inaudible).

20           This environmental process changed, you

21 mentioned that well and we have to deal with that.

22 But what would -- in reiterate to is the funding to

23 the governor's office that had been identified.  This

24 project has been -- we have said through the 10-year

25 plan, "This is what we can afford to do with the $12
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1 billion that we have in the 10-year timeframe." So

2 what I'll tell you is 1,000 projects turned into 93

3 profits (inaudible).  This is one of the 93 absolutely

4 committed to (inaudible) project.

5           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 1:  How far down will this

6 -- is this 1 to 93?

7           MR. JUSTIS:  The list was outlined from a

8 timeframe, right?  So I described it just a few

9 minutes ago.  This project has a huge driveway lift.

10 Driveway takes what it takes to (inaudible).  You're

11 buying this much 270 tracks, 60 location roughly, that

12 takes considerable amount of time.  So we knew we had

13 a three and a half year roughly timeframe to get that

14 done.  It was identified for right of way FY '24,

15 which means by September we should have had right of

16 way.

17           This environmental process with change in

18 regulations, changed it from a casual exclusion, which

19 is a smaller level leak document, to a higher-level

20 document based on (inaudible) and new ways of looking

21 at the regulation.  So that has given us a year delay.

22 So again, it's not so much a ranking of the 93, it's

23 how in the funding fit, where was each of those 93

24 projects in development phase?  Some of them were,

25 this one (inaudible), some of them already had right
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1 of way bought, like, came on 34 was on that wish as

2 well, right of way was already under process of

3 construction.  So we just let it to about a month ago.

4 So the good news is, it made it to 93 and we have

5 dates.  So once we start buying right of way, you can

6 start that clock.

7           MR. NAGI:  Next question.  Does anyone else

8 have a question they'd like to ask?  Yes, ma'am.

9           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 2:  Are the two maps on

10 the tables the same exact maps?

11           MR. JUSTIS:  Yes.

12           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 2:  Okay.  Are the two

13 maps on the table the same maps as this one in the

14 packet?

15           MS. FRED:  Well, that is what you -- they're

16 the same alternative, yes.

17           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 2:  Okay.

18           MS. FRED:  It's just a different scale.

19           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 2:  Okay.  And I get that,

20 but I mean different scale.

21           MS. FRED:  Yes.

22           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 2:  But these two maps in

23 the one in the packet is not the same as the

24 alternative route.  We have no map here showing an

25 alternative.
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1           MS. FRED:  No, it does.  It is the same.  So

2 that orange line that you see on that map there --

3           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 2:  Yes.

4           MS. FRED:  -- it's -- the map is showing is

5 what is on those displays right now.

6           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 2:  Okay.

7           MS. FRED:  Yep.

8           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 2:  So this is the

9 alternative route?

10           MS. FRED:  Correct.  That is the build

11 alternative, you're correct.

12           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 2:  Okay.

13           MR. JUSTIS:  There's one alternative little

14 tier.  MR. JUSTIS:  There's two alternatives, no

15 builds (inaudible).

16           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 2:  Okay.  So these three

17 and the alternative --

18           MR. JUSTIS:  (Inaudible).

19           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 2:  -- is one or nothing.

20           MR JUSTIS:  Correct.

21           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 2:  Okay.  So there's no

22 other alternatives being discussed other than this

23 road?

24           MS. CANTRELL:  No.  TDOT did a process, the

25 (inaudible) reference from 2006 transportation
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1 planning report, which we do have (inaudible) on TDOT

2 website, if you would like to see that.  And there

3 were several options that were evaluated and this

4 option was found to be the one (inaudible) to be

5 recognized as (inaudible).

6           MR. NAGI:  Next question.

7           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 3:  What's the funding

8 amount for it?  It's been approved by the government

9 (inaudible).

10           MR. JUSTIS:  Yeah.  So we're in the $52

11 million range for right of way only --

12           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 3:  Okay.

13           MR. JUSTIS:  -- and we're in the -- Eric was

14 in the last district construction.

15           MR. WILSON:  We're working on the (crosstalk)

16 --

17           MR. JUSTIS:  (Crosstalk) 60 million --

18           MR. WILSON:  -- yeah.

19           MR. JUSTIS:  -- 60 to $65 million.

20           MR. NAGI:  Are there any other questions?

21 Yes, sir.

22           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 1:  Are there any officials

23 that can speak to the odds of the no-build that was

24 not an option under former TDOT's processes, you know,

25 with 500 employees at Barrett Industries and them
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1 having moved somewhere -- housing down to Morristown

2 without proper infrastructure, is there any chance

3 that would affect, their investment in our community?

4 Where, I think we're a little concerned about that.

5           MS. CANTRELL:  So we do have -- we do take

6 that into account.  We have several calls that we make

7 with local officials to understand what the impacts

8 would be, what the developments are.  We know that

9 there was an announcement made, I believe, in 2021, of

10 the -- an increase in employees at Barrett.  but we're

11 just starting that phase of, but we will be looking at

12 that as a piece of this for sure.

13           MR. NAGI:  Yes, sir.

14           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 2:  Is this at all connected

15 to the possibility of widening 11E all the way from

16 the interstate of (inaudible)?

17           MR. JUSTIS:  They are not connected projects,

18 they are independent.

19           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 2:  Would they interfere

20 with each other?

21           MR. JUSTIS:  We have several alternatives

22 potentially on the table for the 34th project that is

23 not one of the projects that was selected as the 93.

24 So right now that project's kind of just seating on

25 the side waiting for funding to be identified.  So we
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1 don't have any field alternative identified.  We have

2 several alternatives that we looked at, we have

3 narrowed down process that play out that project

4 independently on its own.  They do cross each other.

5 If we do the project that's on the table and that's

6 just -- where it would cross is just south of the

7 we're at.  And that, I think, it currently shows some

8 interchange there and bridge that you go across 66 and

9 across the railroad to get to the other side.

10           MR. NAGI:  Is there any other questions?

11 Yes, sir.

12           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 3:  Which end of the road

13 are you going to start on?

14           MR. NAGI:  I'm sorry, sir.  We couldn't hear

15 what you said.

16           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 3:  Which end of the road

17 are you going to start on?

18           MR. JUSTIS:  Sure.  So which end the road and

19 we're going to start on was the question.  We would --

20 when we go to right of way, we would start purchasing

21 all the property at one time.  It would be a -- hire

22 appraisers to come in and appraise and purchase all at

23 one time.  When we go to (inaudible) and we hire a

24 contractor, it's one project and we will take bids

25 from -- an award-based on a low bid scenario.  That
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1 contractor will have their own method of -- needs and

2 methods to a project to figure out what's the best,

3 most economic way to develop and build a project.

4 Within the guidelines set out the (inaudible) plans.

5           So the contractor will decide which end they

6 start on or how they may start and build.  They may do

7 it all at one time, who knows.  We just don't have an

8 answer to that.

9           MR. NAGI:  Yes, sir.

10           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 4:  Is this project on the

11 current three-year plan or any part of it --

12           MR. JUSTIS:  The right of way was, you know,

13 like you say, I --

14           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 4:  -- the one published in

15 April?

16           MR. JUSTIS:  Yes.  That -- (inaudible) said

17 it was in there and the next resurrection of added

18 laws that show FY '25, should make it current, the

19 right of way.

20           MR. NAGI:  Are there any other questions?

21           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 5:  With the --

22           MR. NAGI:  Yes, sir.

23           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 4:  The build and no-build

24 alternatives, I guess my question is, if the citizens

25 around 66 determine what percentage to look at
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1 (inaudible).

2           MS. CANTRELL:  Yeah.  So the no-build -- your

3 feedback is very important.  We -- after we get

4 through our environmental technical studies, we

5 typically make a -- put a package together and that's

6 taken to the results of those studies along with your

7 input is taken to the commissioner and the

8 commissioner at TDOT takes a look at that and

9 considers between the build and no-build along with

10 the feedback from the region.  So it is very

11 important, your comments.  Did that answer your

12 question?

13           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 4:  Well, what I'm saying

14 is, it says 6th of April says no-build.

15           MS. CANTRELL:  Right.  Is it a vote-- it's

16 not a vote.

17           MR. NAGI:  Okay.  Are there any other

18 questions?

19           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 4:  I have a question.

20           MR. NAGI:  Yes.

21           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 4:  So I know that

22 whenever the (inaudible) gets ready purchase

23 (inaudible) at value, (inaudible)?

24           MR. JUSTIS:  John, (inaudible).

25           MR. BERRETT:  It's a question about the right
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1 of way process, John Barrett.  Yeah.  So thanks for

2 your question.  John Barrett with TDOT, Project

3 Management.  So ultimately, as the timeframe they laid

4 out here, the first act would be if we work through

5 the environmental review process, sometime around the

6 end of next year and then the funding's there, we

7 begin the right of way process.  As already stated,

8 the first act would be to contract with independent

9 license fee appraisers.

10           We do have a fee appraiser panel.  You can

11 imagine with the project to this magnitude, it would

12 probably constitute quite a bit of that panel.  So

13 ultimately, they worked that process.  As your

14 question was more specifically to do with fair market

15 value.  Ultimately what an appraiser does, is when

16 they go out and they look at properties, for instance,

17 one of the things they do as part of their analysis is

18 they come out, they evaluate the property, but it's

19 part of their independent analysis that they do behind

20 the scenes, so to speak.

21           When they're writing their report, they look

22 at comparable sales.  Anything comparable within the

23 area -- the immediate area, recent market data would

24 also be a big part of that, right?  And so they take

25 different approaches depending on the type of
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1 property.  Sales market approach, different things

2 like that.  Ultimately as part of that process, they

3 would appraise any land that's necessary.  When we

4 talk about land, it could be fee value land.  There

5 also may be the need for easements, such as a slope

6 easement, could be a construction easement, different

7 types of acquisition that would be valued in that

8 report.

9           In addition to that, one of the things that

10 we look at as well, any improvements that are involved

11 in the land as well.  And I mean, improvements, what I

12 mean by that is, I know that's a strange term, but

13 hopefully is there a sign?  Is there something

14 attached to the property?  Is there a shed?  Different

15 things like that that fall within the acquisition area

16 would be valued as part of that as well.  This is all

17 part of the fair market value analysis.

18           And then in addition to that remaining land,

19 once the property's purchased, what's left is the

20 shape different, the use, we call that damages.  So

21 all those things would constitute part of that

22 appraisal process and be presented in that report.

23 That's part of the fair market value you talked about.

24 That answered your question?

25           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 4:  (Inaudible).
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1           MR. NAGI:  Yes, ma'am.

2           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 5:  If we have some

3 shrubbery and some new trees that we planted and stuff

4 on our land, if the easement and the -- if both of

5 those easements were to damage or take away those,

6 will we be compensated for that?

7           MR. BARRETT:  Short answer, yes.  Those would

8 be improvements that would be valued as well.

9 Generally, they're broken down into the report number;

10 shed, trees, landscaping, pavement, fence, things like

11 that that you would see broken down in sort of a

12 organized order in there that would be valued as part

13 of that.  Well, if they're in the acquisition

14 (inaudible).

15           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 5:  Okay.

16           MR. NAGI:  Yes, sir.

17           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 5:  What's the current

18 vehicle just per day count on the State Route 66 in

19 this area?

20           MS. CANTRELL:  We are just finishing and

21 working on that report right now.  But we will have a

22 traffic and safety analysis for you that will be

23 published with the environmental assessment.  And will

24 be a standalone traffic report that will be updated.

25 The current year as well as the base year and the
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1 design year.  So 20 years in the future.

2           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 5:  Do you know the last

3 count what it was?

4           MS. CANTRELL:  I don't off the top of my

5 head, sir, I'm sorry.  If you sent a comment, I can

6 get you that information if you'd like.

7           MR. NAGI:  Okay.  Anybody else?  We'll go

8 right here first.

9           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 6:  What will the

10 (inaudible) road, our mailbox is across the highway,

11 at times it's really hard to get to the other side and

12 check the mail, anyway.  And if you widen it

13 (inaudible) go down or is it going to go up because

14 it's going to be wider?

15           MR. JUSTIS:  What's the design and speed?

16           MR. WILSON:  It varies.

17           MR. JUSTIS:  Yeah.  So the speed will

18 (inaudible).

19           MR. WILSON:  The design of speed is not

20 necessarily speed limit is, it's different.

21           MR. JUSTIS:  Uh-huh.

22           MR. WILSON:  But in the urban section -- we

23 called it the urban section, we have a sidewalk

24 section.  The first time the Bulls Gap sees limits,

25 that's 35 miles per hour.  As you go out into the more
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1 rural area, it's 65 miles per hour.

2           MR. JUSTIS:  That's the design speed

3 (inaudible).

4           MR. WILSON:  Generally, the design speed is

5 set about 10 miles per over, what we call the

6 operating speed of the roadway, which is what

7 traffic's usually going.

8           MR. JUSTIS:  (Inaudible).

9           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 6:  Well, to piggyback off

10 of that, I'm a postal worker.  The expanding of the

11 highway is going to involve getting with them as well

12 on whether or not the mailbox can be moved or they can

13 be moved to if they can be accommodated.  But the

14 speed limit is a problem.  I live at 117 North Main

15 and I can't get out of my driveway without people

16 nearly T-boning me because they're flying through a 30

17 mile per hour post the zone leaving the factory.

18           And I get it, I needed to leave work too, but

19 I've caught them on my ring doorbell having to slam on

20 the brake.  So I've had a kid hit my telephone pole

21 because he's leaving work and texting.  He might have

22 been 19.

23           MR. JUSTIS:  Yeah.

24           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 6:  It's -- I mean it's a

25 necessary project on that area.
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1           MR. JUSTIS:  Fair point.  To your point,

2 speed could be an issue, that's an enforcement issue

3 one way or the other (crosstalk).

4           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 6:  Wheeler shaped house.

5           MR. JUSTIS:  The good news is better

6 geometry, so the site distance and all that be much

7 better.  So maybe these folks coming earlier, that's

8 part of this getting out in the rural area.  You have

9 more shelter that doesn't exist today.

10           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 6:  Yeah.

11           MR. JUSTIS:  So if you're a casual worker --

12           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 6:  Yeah.

13           MR. JUSTIS:  -- they give you a spot to get

14 out (crosstalk).

15           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 6:  They're going to need

16 a (inaudible).  I know they're getting T-boned and

17 (inaudible) lot out on the rural (inaudible).

18           MR. JUSTIS:  The -- a 2028 projected

19 (inaudible) is 4,330 cars a day (inaudible) projected

20 (inaudible).  We're doing an updated traffic count

21 that will give us better numbers to project.  It

22 depends on the -- how the economy grows and

23 (inaudible) that's a fair assessment making a better

24 (inaudible).  It's (inaudible).

25           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 5:  (Inaudible) the speed
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1 limit.

2           MR. JUSTIS:  Yeah.  The geometry did better,

3 so it makes people real see each other better, right?

4           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 5:  (Inaudible) accident

5 (inaudible) better (inaudible).

6           MR. JUSTIS:  My hope will be with, the better

7 (inaudible) we have less accidents, but I understand

8 the severity.  The severity can be different, but

9 again, people breaking the speed limit is a

10 enforcement issue.

11           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 5:  (Inaudible).

12           MR. JUSTIS:  (Inaudible).

13           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 7:  (Inaudible) have a

14 question.

15           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 6:  Is there going to be any

16 variance from what that -- I mean, that design plan is

17 right there, is it going to be -- I mean, can there be

18 any shifting to the left or right on property?  Is

19 that pretty much, state what it's going to be?

20           MR. JUSTIS:  Generally, it's what it's

21 without a significant need for a change.

22           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 7:  That -- sorry.  Thanks.

23 (Inaudible), with the environmental agreement.  So

24 that is one of the reasons that we're here tonight to

25 do this public meeting process.  As I was saying --
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1 Meredith and Holly were saying, is getting that

2 feedback.  If there are areas that -- you all live

3 here, you know it better than anybody else are here

4 tonight.  So if you all have insight into how it

5 actually works out here, we really do need and want

6 those -- that feedback.  Because that's what helps us,

7 if we do need to tweak things.  If we do need to take

8 a second look, that's how we learn that.  The traffic

9 counts give us a good thing to go on, but it's not

10 everything.  So that, again, please take us seriously

11 as much you can and willing to when we say give us

12 your feedback, good or bad, we'll work on it.

13           MR. JUSTIS:  You can measure a lot better

14 than mine, it's true.  But what I want to get across

15 is this isn't a get off media of my neighbor.  It's

16 about real engineering and real impacts to the

17 community.

18           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 7:  Right.  Right.

19           MR. SCHWARTZ:  It's Schwartz, 491 North Main.

20 I'm retired, FRA inspector.  I trained in radar

21 operator.  I wrote here about the speed.  Of course, I

22 know you don't do anything about it, but there should

23 be more patrolling.  Because in my estimation, the

24 average speed is 50 miles an hour in front of my

25 house.  So I just thought I'd cross that out.
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1           MR. JUSTIS:  Thank you.

2           MR. NAGI:  And that's something that make

3 sure -- when you give us your comment in whatever form

4 that is, make sure that you put that down in your

5 comments.  Any other questions?  Yes, ma'am.

6           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 8:  (Inaudible), those of

7 us that have homes that are not being took, you know,

8 how's that going to affect us getting out of our

9 little streets here?  We already have a hard time

10 accessing street when we come out, okay?  If this road

11 is going somewhat by a house, how is that going to

12 help us get out of our driveways and things like that?

13 You see what I mean?

14           MR. NAGI:  Yes, ma'am.

15           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 8:  We only have streets

16 from like this.

17           MR. NAGI:  Yeah.  So the -- any side street

18 that attaches to the road, we'll start there.  Are

19 going to be re-engineered and realigned in a way that

20 makes it the optimal opportunity for you to use it.

21 If it doesn't burn a red light, it's still a stop

22 sign.  It depends on where you're at along here.  If

23 you're in the city area, you're at (inaudible).  It's

24 a two way left turn lane.  So it gives you a spot.

25 You go across one lane of traffic while you're waiting
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1 on the other to clear.  If you're turning into it, it

2 gets you out of harm way, it gives you a six-spot

3 turn.

4           Same thing goes for driveway.  If you're in

5 that urban area, right?  You have that two way left

6 turn lane, you have to work to your advantage.  But

7 driveways, we would be redoing those as well, to do

8 attachments even in the more rural section.  The good

9 news is we're adding shoulder as well.  So it gets a

10 good spot for you to get up out of your driveway onto

11 the shoulder before you have to make that entry point

12 in.  So it's -- you should have better geometry to

13 better see, to get in and out.  Yes, ma'am.

14           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 9:  I have a question.  So

15 the phase on the environmental will determine whether

16 there'll be a no-build or build.  So this could not

17 even happen, right?

18           MS. CANTRELL:  Yes, ma'am.  So tonight we're

19 in the preliminary stages.  So we're doing those

20 environmental technical studies and we're collecting

21 your feedback.  And as I mentioned earlier, we put all

22 of that data including your input in a package and we

23 present that to TDOT leadership to ultimately help

24 guide that decision.  But very much so tonight, we're

25 in the preliminary phase of that and that's why we're

Page 36

www.veritext.com Veritext Legal Solutions 800-556-8974



1 here collecting your input on the alternative.

2           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 9:  So (inaudible)?

3           MS. CANTRELL:  Yes, ma'am.

4           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 9:  So now it pins down

5 (inaudible).

6           MS. CANTRELL:  Correct.  And that reason

7 being, as Dexter mentioned and I mentioned earlier, is

8 the number of relocations made it jump from a lower

9 level NEPA document to what we call an environmental

10 specimen.  It's when you don't know if you have

11 significant impacts or not.

12           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 9:  Thank you.

13           MS. CANTRELL:  Thank you.

14           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 8:  How many additional

15 acquisitions were added to the project between 2016

16 and now (inaudible)?

17           MR. JUSTIS:  I remember acquisition didn't

18 change, what did change was the number of relocations.

19 Something that made it different was that the last

20 time we did this assessment, we had not picked up

21 second lines, so then we had to further survey, figure

22 out where everybody's second lines were.  If we're

23 hitting those second lines, we have to assume a

24 relocation.  Now, in some of those cases, if say --

25 I'm going to give a broad example.
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1           Let's say you live on a five acre track and

2 your second line is in front of the house and we're

3 hitting that second line and we may be able to come

4 through the right of way phase and do a soil scientist

5 review of your backyard and build able to make a fair

6 market value offer to relocate your (inaudible) and

7 allow that person to stay so that relocation may not

8 be a relocation after all, that mean that will be a

9 property acquisition.  Does that make sense?

10           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 8:  Yes.

11           MR. JUSTIS:  So that's what changes we picked

12 (crosstalk).

13           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 8:  So largely septic issue.

14           MR. JUSTIS:  Septic, yes.  Largely a change

15 to the to the number of locations.

16           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 8:  And also, isn't it true

17 that, if Commissioner Eley or whoever would be the

18 commissioner requests that they can simply take it off

19 the list?

20           MR. JUSTIS:  Sure.  That's where we

21 absolutely work at the description of the governor.

22 Again, this right of way should be started in time

23 before this governor leaves.  He's committed to a 10-

24 year plan.  We don't anticipate wholesale changes when

25 governor comes in (inaudible)?
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1           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 8:  Sure.  I mean, this was

2 part of a 10-year plan under the (inaudible)

3 administration.

4           MR. JUSTICE:  We did have a 10-year plan

5 under (inaudible), we had three-year plans.

6           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 8:  Improve back that didn't

7 publish a 10-year plan?

8           MR. JUSTICE:  It did -- it listed a group of

9 projects that we were committed to deliver with that

10 money.  It claimed that we be started working on,

11 well, I mean what we working on is (inaudible).  We

12 have engineering work on all those products that were

13 on that list within a 12-year timeframe.  What it

14 didn't do would say we done construct in 12 years and

15 it didn't identify that they would last on the -- to

16 cover all those products.  It's nearly 1,000 products,

17 which (inaudible).

18           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 8:  (Crosstalk) 70.

19           MR. JUSTICE:  -- larger than 70, the same

20 number project and (inaudible) and we are working

21 through that process what we can with the funding we

22 got.  If you'll remember with the approved bank, we

23 asked for 12 cents with that list of project on the

24 (inaudible), we get six with the legislature, we also

25 asked for (inaudible) on that.  So we get gas price
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1 (inaudible).  We didn't get the -- get that, so we got

2 6 cents on the gallon and kept the same number of

3 projects.  So obviously, the same -- that amount of

4 money's not going to cover the 12 years, right?  Does

5 that make sense?

6           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 8:  Sure.  So the diesel tax

7 that went up in every county, but Hawkins County,

8 residents have paid tax money for (inaudible) that got

9 finished, say, in Hamilton County, their Highway 66

10 project four lane got done during this time period?

11           MR. JUSTIS:  That project was lit prior to

12 the approved act.  It was late in 2015 or '16 or

13 something, approved back in '17.

14           UNIDENTIFIED MAN 8:  Okay.

15           MR. NAGI:  We've talked one more question.

16 Yes, ma'am.

17           UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN 8:  We were talking about

18 the septic (inaudible), we have septic.  Both staff

19 recently in the last couple of years put in a complete

20 new sewer lines -- the city did.  So how is that going

21 to affect that installation?

22           MR. JUSTIS:  Yeah.  So if we're affecting the

23 project's sewer line, it's probably that is to

24 relocate the sewer line.  In some cases, if a septic -

25 - somebody's on septic, they've never been attached to
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1 sewer, we have the opportunity to pay for that to keep

2 them from being a relocation, take the attach to the

3 sewer.  And a couple cases I (inaudible) stations, if

4 you will, people who have pump station in their

5 facility get (inaudible), we also can rebuild those

6 lift of facilities (inaudible) study (inaudible).

7           MR. NAGI:  All right.  Thank you, Dexter.

8 That concludes the public question-and-answer session.

9 Remember, we're going to be here until seven o'clock

10 to answer any of the questions that you might have and

11 we have plans throughout the room.  Again, there's

12 ways to get your comments on the record.  You have a

13 comment card for you were handed when you walked in.

14 You have 21 days from today to get those back to us to

15 make sure that they're on record.  You can obviously

16 hand those back to us this evening as well.

17           We have a court reporter, he's in the back of

18 the room.  He's here to take your comments on a one-

19 on-one basis if you would like to do that.  And with

20 that, we really do appreciate your time.  Thank you so

21 much for joining us.  We know that everybody is busy.

22 We take -- we really appreciate you guys being out

23 here.  Thank you so much and have a great night.

24           (End of recording.)

25
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28:4

talked 6:15
28:23 40:15

talking 9:10
10:6,11 40:17

tammy 2:11 4:2
tax 40:6,8
tdot 3:6 4:1,10

5:4 7:7,12,15
10:9 11:4,19

12:8,11 14:4
14:21 15:3
17:3 18:5
21:24 22:1
26:8 27:2
36:23

tdot's 22:24
tdot.commen...

14:9
team 14:23
technical 13:6

13:11 26:4
36:20

telephone
31:20

tell 17:24 18:5
19:2

tend 13:15
tennessee 1:5

1:15 3:7,23
tennessee.gov.

14:9
tenure 15:7
term 10:10

28:12
terms 13:19
testimony

14:12
texting 31:21
thank 5:14

17:23 35:1
37:12,13 41:7
41:20,23
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thanks 5:19
8:24 27:1
33:22

thing 12:5 17:8
34:9 36:4

things 3:8 5:17
27:17 28:1,9
28:15,21 29:10
34:7 35:12

think 9:20,24
10:18 15:24
17:21 23:4
24:7

third 13:9
thought 34:25
thoughts 15:12
three 16:4,7

19:13 21:16
25:11 39:5

tier 21:14
time 3:9 16:5

19:12 24:21,23
25:7 30:24
35:9 37:20
38:22 40:10
41:20

timeframe 19:1
19:8,13 27:3
39:13

timeline 17:2
17:22 18:4

times 30:11
title 5:11

today 4:23 10:6
12:17 32:9
41:14

together 26:5
tom 2:22 4:6
tomorrow 14:3
tonight 3:23

4:14,17,22 5:8
5:9,20 6:19
7:10 8:1,2 13:9
13:14,25 14:12
33:24 34:4
36:18,24

tonight's 5:16
6:8

took 7:21 35:7
top 30:4
total 3:17
track 6:4 38:1
tracks 15:25

16:1 19:11
traffic 9:16

29:22,24 32:20
34:8 35:25

traffic's 17:17
31:7

trained 34:20
transcribed 7:4
transcriber

42:1
transcript 42:3

42:5
transportation

3:24 7:12 9:3

9:18 21:25
travel 10:22,23
trees 29:3,10
troy 2:9 4:2
true 17:25

34:14 38:16
42:5

trust 17:21
try 3:2
trying 5:16
tuesday 1:9

3:10 5:20
turn 5:16 8:12

8:21 10:25
12:22 14:24
35:24 36:3,6

turned 19:2
turning 36:1
tweak 34:7
twice 17:16
two 6:1 10:2,24

20:9,12,22
21:14 35:24
36:5

type 9:11 27:25
types 28:7
typically 7:7,8

16:2 26:5

u

uh 30:21
ultimately 27:3

27:13,15 28:2
36:23

under 3:21
6:12 8:5,15
10:2 20:2
22:24 39:2,5

underneath
10:14

understand
23:7 33:7

underway
11:12,23

unidentified
5:12 19:5 20:9
20:12,17,19,22
21:3,6,8,12,16
21:19,21 22:7
22:12,22 23:14
23:19 24:12,16
25:10,14,21,23
26:13,19,21
28:25 29:2,15
29:17 30:2,9
31:9,24 32:4
32:10,12,15,25
33:4,11,13,15
33:22 34:18
35:6,15 36:14
37:2,4,12,14
38:10,13,16
39:1,6,18 40:6
40:14,17

uniform 12:9
update 6:8
updated 29:24

32:20
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urban 30:22,23
36:5

use 18:18 28:20
35:20

used 10:15
usually 31:7

v

valid 7:24
value 26:23

27:15 28:4,17
28:23 38:6

valued 28:7,16
29:8,12

variance 33:16
varies 30:16
various 11:8
vehicle 29:18
verbal 14:11
videotaping

4:16
vote 17:21

26:15,16

w

wait 16:14
waiting 23:25

35:25
walk 6:3
walked 4:20

10:19 41:13
want 4:14 6:8

6:10,14 8:12
9:11 11:3
12:10 13:22,23

14:20 15:3
34:5,14

wanted 6:18
wants 15:9
way 4:19,24

7:22 10:24
12:11,19,19
13:19 16:1
17:4,4,7 18:1
19:14,16 20:1
20:2,5 22:11
23:15 24:20
25:3,12,19
27:1,7 32:3
35:19,24 36:2
36:5 38:4,22

ways 4:13
13:24 19:20
41:12

we've 9:24 11:9
12:14,16 40:15

website 14:4
17:8 22:2

went 18:12
40:7

wheeler 32:4
wheelers 17:18
wholesale

38:24
widen 30:12
widening 3:13

10:21 23:15
wider 30:14

willing 34:11
wilson 2:5 4:1

14:20 22:15,18
30:16,19,22
31:4

wish 20:1
woman 19:5

20:9,12,17,19
20:22 21:3,6,8
21:12,16,19,21
22:7,12 26:19
26:21 28:25
29:2,15 30:9
31:9,24 32:4
32:10,12,15,25
33:13 35:6,15
36:14 37:2,4
37:12 40:17

work 27:4
31:18,21 34:12
36:6 38:21
39:12

worked 27:13
worker 31:10

32:11
working 11:8

22:15 29:21
39:10,11,20

works 34:5
wrap 13:22
write 4:21
writers 13:13
writing 27:21

wrote 34:21

x

x 18:13

y

yeah 22:10,18
26:2 27:1
30:17 31:23
32:10,12 33:2
35:17 40:22

year 11:14 13:7
15:21 17:6,6
18:1,10,12,24
19:1,13,21
25:11 27:6
29:25,25 30:1
38:24 39:2,4,5
39:7,13

years 16:5,8
18:3 30:1
39:14 40:4,19

yep 21:7
yesterday 13:4

z

zone 31:17
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This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.
Please exercise caution. DO NOT open attachments or click links from unknown senders or unexpected
email - STS-Security

From: Angela hayes
To: TDOT Comments
Subject: [EXTERNAL] State Route 66 Project
Date: Saturday, November 16, 2024 5:48:52 AM

Sent from my iPhone

I prefer the no build or a version to widen the road somewhat but not requiring taking 
any homes. Bulls Gap is a small town and has rich history that should not be 
destroyed. My own home is 100 years old with a long history and amazing 
craftsmanship made of many materials not available today making it irreplaceable 
and more valuable than standard housing prices not to mention the deep family ties. 
My son’s beloved dog is buried in our front yard. Some home owners slated for 
relocation are older and have lived their entire lives or most of it in their current home 
and I feel it is cruel to force them out of their homes when other solutions are 
available to make road safer without destroying homes and the town. I feel the route 
as planned is too radical and unnecessary and wasted tax payer money. I feel this will 
be less safe by attracting much more traffic. We already have a speed enforcement 
issues and lowering the speed limit is not a solution, I wanted to note that was tried 
recently but only adhered to by law abiding citizens that follow the speed limit . 
Without enforcement the speed limit is null. More enforcement alone would make the 
road safer not adding more lanes to the road to attract even more traffic. I live at 222 
North Main, Bulls Gap TN 37711 plot 35 on the map

mailto:petalpower50@gmail.com
mailto:TDOT.Comments@tn.gov


From: Krebs, Meridith
To: Bitton, Olivia (Perez)
Cc: Cantrell, Holly; Hardalova, Eva
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] State Route 66
Date: Friday, November 15, 2024 9:08:29 AM
Attachments: image001.png

SR66_PIN107579.00.Public Meeting_Comment Card.pdf
SR66_PIN107579.00_Handout.pdf

Please save the email below down as a comment.  Thank you.

Meridith Krebs | Senior Project Manager
Kimley-Horn | 10 Lea Avenue, Suite 400, Nashville, TN 37210
Direct: 615.564.2874

From: Erick Hunt-Hawkins <Erick.Hunt-Hawkins@tn.gov> 
Sent: Friday, November 15, 2024 10:03 AM
To: Angela hayes <petalpower50@gmail.com>
Cc: Krebs, Meridith <Meridith.Krebs@kimley-horn.com>
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] State Route 66

Good morning,

Thank you for reaching out about providing a comment for the SR-66 Project in Hawkins County! You
can provide a comment in any of the following ways:

Comment Card Form – Print out the attached comment card form. The postage is
included/covered so all you have to do is fill it out and mail it in.
Send a letter – Send a written letter to the following address:

State Route 66
C/O Kimley-Horn and Associates
10 Lea Avenue, Ste 400
Nashville, TN 37210

Email – Send and email to TDOT.Comments@tn.gov using the subject line “State Route 66
Project”
Voicemail – Record a verbal comment by calling (800) 546-0949 (toll-free) and leaving a
voicemail message with your name, phone number, and comment.

I have also attached a copy of the project handout to this email that has all of this information as
well as other project-related info. I hope this helps and if you need anything else, please don’t
hesitate to reach out.

Thanks again and have a great weekend!
Erick



This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.

Please exercise caution. DO NOT open attachments or click links from unknown senders or unexpected
email - STS-Security

Erick K. Hunt-Hawkins | NEPA Team Lead
Environmental Division | Environmental Quality and NEPA Section

James K. Polk Building, 9th Floor
505 Deaderick Street, Suite 900, Nashville, TN 37243
Work: (615) 253-5163
Email: Erick.Hunt-Hawkins@tn.gov
 

From: Angela hayes <petalpower50@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2024 3:14 PM
To: TDOT Comments <TDOT.Comments@tn.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] State Route 66
 
Hello I need a comment card for this project in Bulls Gap or direction on how to submit without the form Sent from my iPhone ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍ ‍
ZjQcmQRYFpfptBannerStart

ZjQcmQRYFpfptBannerEnd

Hello I need a comment card for this project in Bulls Gap or direction on how to 
submit without the form
Sent from my iPhone
 

mailto:Erick.Hunt-Hawkins@tn.gov
mailto:petalpower50@gmail.com
mailto:TDOT.Comments@tn.gov


State Route 66, from State Route 34 in Bulls Gap to North of Speedwell Road/Old Highway 66,

Hawkins County, Tennessee, PIN 107579.00

5 / 6

Q1

Please provide your name and contact information below.

Name Hannah Jackson

Street Address 126 hill avenue

City, State, Zip Code Bulls Gap, Tn, 37711

County of Residence Hawkins

Q2

Which best describes your primary interest in the project?
(Check all that apply)

Concerned Citizen,

Affected Resident

Q3

What do you like and/or dislike about the the Build Alternative?

Main dislike is the fact that citizens of Bulls Gap will have their homes taken from them for this “improvement”

Q4

What do you like and/or dislike about the No-Build
Alternative?

Respondent skipped this question

Q5

Do you have a preference between the Build Alternative
and the No-Build Alternative?

No-Build Alternative

Q6

What do you see as the transportation needs of the area?
(Check all that apply)

Respondent skipped this question

#3#3
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector: 

Web Link 1
Web Link 1
(Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started: 

Saturday, December 07, 2024 5:44:28 PMSaturday, December 07, 2024 5:44:28 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified: 

Saturday, December 07, 2024 5:51:38 PMSaturday, December 07, 2024 5:51:38 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent: 

00:07:1000:07:10
IP Address:IP Address: 

208.56.230.186208.56.230.186

Page 1



State Route 66, from State Route 34 in Bulls Gap to North of Speedwell Road/Old Highway 66,

Hawkins County, Tennessee, PIN 107579.00

6 / 6

Q7

What issues and concerns do you have about the project?
(Check all that apply)

Impacts to Existing Development (homes, businesses),

Impacts to Communities

Q8

Do you have any additional comments regarding the project?

The citizens of Bulls Gap would be tragically affected by this new road.

Q9

Would you like to receive future mailings about the project?

Yes



State Route 66, from State Route 34 in Bulls Gap to North of Speedwell Road/Old Highway 66,

Hawkins County, Tennessee, PIN 107579.00

1 / 6

Q1

Please provide your name and contact information below.

Name Lucas A. Moss

Street Address 644 Stanton Road

City, State, Zip Code Baxter

County of Residence TN

Phone Number (with area code) 6156840877

Email Address lucasalexander312@yahoo.com

Q2

Which best describes your primary interest in the project?
(Check all that apply)

Concerned Citizen

Q3

What do you like and/or dislike about the the Build Alternative?

I like that sidewalks are planned to be added in Bulls Gap along with four-foot paved shoulders there for bikers and ten-foot paved 

shoulders in rural areas to act as an emergency breakdown lane. Based on what I can see on Google Maps, I agree that the road 
needs to be rebuilt to be truly safe as a modern arterial route.

Q4

What do you like and/or dislike about the No-Build Alternative?

I dislike the lack of pedestrian safety and lack of paved shoulders along a key arterial route.

Q5

Do you have a preference between the Build Alternative
and the No-Build Alternative?

Build Alternative

#1#1
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector: 

Web Link 1
Web Link 1
(Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started: 

Thursday, November 28, 2024 5:41:16 PMThursday, November 28, 2024 5:41:16 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified: 

Thursday, November 28, 2024 5:54:02 PMThursday, November 28, 2024 5:54:02 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent: 

00:12:4500:12:45
IP Address:IP Address: 

169.150.166.145169.150.166.145
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State Route 66, from State Route 34 in Bulls Gap to North of Speedwell Road/Old Highway 66,

Hawkins County, Tennessee, PIN 107579.00
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Q6

What do you see as the transportation needs of the area?
(Check all that apply)

Geometric Roadway Deficiencies (curvature, limited
shoulder, sight distance, etc.)
,

System Linkage (connecting Bulls Gap to the county
seat in Rogersville)
,

Route redundancy (an alternate to Interstate 81),

Other (please specify):

Paved shoulders could be handy to help bikers stay safe

given the high speed limit. Sidewalks could be handy for
pedestrians given the location in a town.

Q7

What issues and concerns do you have about the project?
(Check all that apply)

Impacts to the Environment (streams, wetlands, soils,
threatened and endangered species)
,

Impacts to Existing Development (homes, businesses)

Q8

Do you have any additional comments regarding the project?

If the road is going to have a design speed higher than fifty-five miles per hour, I would strongly advise setting the speed limit to sixty 
or sixty-five miles per hour to reflect that. That way, people can't be prosecuted for driving a safe speed limit. There are already a few 

undivided four-lane roadways in Tennessee with such high speed limits and is nothing in state law explicitly forbidding it on any 
undivided road, two- or four-lane. People tend to drive sixty-five on Super Two roads where I live anyways. If there's concern about 

head-on collisions, I strongly suggest adding center rumble strips to reduce the risk instead of setting the speed limit too low. Last but 
not least, I would suggest going ahead and purchasing enough right-of-way to make room for a potential further future upgrade to a 

four-lane undivided highway when/if traffic volumes warrant it if preemptive right-of-way acquisition is even remotely viable, as has 
already been done in several other cases.

Q9

Would you like to receive future mailings about the project?

Yes



State Route 66, from State Route 34 in Bulls Gap to North of Speedwell Road/Old Highway 66,

Hawkins County, Tennessee, PIN 107579.00
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Q1

Please provide your name and contact information below.

Name Michael Solomon

Street Address 440 Finley St

City, State, Zip Code Bulls Gap

County of Residence Tennessee

Phone Number (with area code) 4233124450

Email Address mike.bullsgap@gmail.com

Q2

Which best describes your primary interest in the project?
(Check all that apply)

Concerned Citizen

Q3

What do you like and/or dislike about the the Build Alternative?

Increased Safety, on a very narrow roadway. Sidewalks can only help Bulls Gap's citizens.

Q4

What do you like and/or dislike about the No-Build Alternative?

No Build is not an option.

Q5

Do you have a preference between the Build Alternative
and the No-Build Alternative?

Build Alternative

#2#2
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector: 

Web Link 1
Web Link 1
(Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started: 

Friday, December 06, 2024 8:18:16 AMFriday, December 06, 2024 8:18:16 AM
Last Modified:Last Modified: 

Friday, December 06, 2024 8:24:57 AMFriday, December 06, 2024 8:24:57 AM
Time Spent:Time Spent: 

00:06:4100:06:41
IP Address:IP Address: 

73.113.78.23073.113.78.230
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State Route 66, from State Route 34 in Bulls Gap to North of Speedwell Road/Old Highway 66,

Hawkins County, Tennessee, PIN 107579.00

4 / 6

Q6

What do you see as the transportation needs of the area?
(Check all that apply)

Geometric Roadway Deficiencies (curvature, limited
shoulder, sight distance, etc.)
,

System Linkage (connecting Bulls Gap to the county
seat in Rogersville)
,

Route redundancy (an alternate to Interstate 81),

Other (please specify):

Increased Capacity for future and sustained growth for the

area

Q7

What issues and concerns do you have about the project?
(Check all that apply)

Impacts to the Environment (streams, wetlands, soils,
threatened and endangered species)
,

Impacts to Existing Development (homes, businesses),

Impacts to Communities,

Impacts to Historic and/or Archaeological Resources

Q8

Do you have any additional comments regarding the project?

This project has been stalled and pushed back for way too long, and way too many years, with ever increasing traffic.

Get this project going.

Q9

Would you like to receive future mailings about the project?

Yes
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