Corridor K Public Meeting September 9, 2024
Comments with Disposition and Method Received

DATE COMMENT COMMENT DISPOSITION METHOD RECEIVED
RECIPIENT
NAME

9.09.24 Joseph \What pyrite abatement was being|Geotechnical investigations |Questions received
Burchfield, investigated/ensured for will be completed, and the  [during breakout
MSCE, PE | Geotechnical work? report should address this. [session at public
TDOT Team meeting
Lead Ocoee Gateway committee TDOT has performed public
Reai members asked what efforts outreach throughout the life

egion 2 Pre- . . . .
Construction | wgre“belng made to coordinate |of the'pro'ject. I_Dlrec.t
Roadway with The_Ocole.e .Gaieway coordination with this group
Design Community Initiative”? has not Qccurreo_l currently.

TDOT will coordinate soon.
Heard $300 million was The money is still available
earmarked for a previous full through ARC and is being
template through the entire utilized for the targeted
corridor, but now it is only select [approach locations. Full
spots. Where did the money go? [template costs would have
greatly exceeded this
number.
How will rafting traffic be Keeping traffic open during
maintained while construction is |construction is a priority.
occurring? Design to accommodate as
safely as possible.
\What was the beginning of the  [The intent was to connect
multi-use path attached to as a [the Ocoee River to Sugarloaf
beginning point? Park. TDOT continues to
coordinate with necessary
agencies to determine
connectivity.
\Was a design speed of 45 mph , .
appropriate since the posted ;Llﬁ(?v-{sss?;?ggf}zdfgsesrlgr
speed is 45 mph? - oy
guidelines for speed limits
based on safety of the road
design.

09.09.24 [Rachel R. Gentry, |Location 3: [TDOT and consultant will Questions received
P.E. | Director Tract 10 — Can ROW be pulled injreview this area and during breakout
Region 2 Pre- towards the slope lines to reduce |determine if revision can be |session at public
Construction impacts to the gravel drive? This |provided. TDOT to meeting

is a whitewater outfitter that has |coordinate meeting with
buses that need to navigate property owner.
around the site, so their




driveways need to be configured
such that a bus can maneuver.
They said that a driveway pair
that would allow for circulation
around their site if their driveway
and parking in front of their
building is going to be impacted.
[The property owners would like
someone to meet them on-site so
they can explain how their bus
circulation works and see what
can be done to minimize impact
to their business during rafting
season.

Location 4:

Debbie Sue’s tract — expressed
she needs survey update to show
house, utilities, plantings, etc.
Can slopes be reduced to 3:1
and ROW pulled closer to (10-
15’) slope lines to reduce impact
to home and other
improvements? We told her we
would send her the updated plan
sheets once the survey updates
were made so that she could get
a better idea of how close the
slopes/ROW lines will be to her
home.

Location 7:

Marina uses an old roadbed in
front of an old restaurant for
acceleration/deceleration for their
buses. Need to look at how we
can provide room for the buses to
get in and out of tract safely.
Marina owner wants project
managers/designers to meet
them on-site to see how their
operations work and discuss
future plans to make sure the
project doesn’t conflict with the
needs of their business.

General comments:
Concerns about how acid
producing material will be
handled.

Survey update will be
completed for various
locations. Afterwards
designers will review
location and make revisions
as necessary and provide
updated plans.

Designers will review. TDOT
to coordinate meeting with
property owner.

Explained that APM will be
removed from site and
hauled to an approved waste
site and that water along
exposed rock faces will be
treated or captured.




Residents asked why the
Environmental Impact Study
(EIS) was paused and changed
to the current targeted approach

Concerns that the projects are
not needed/more impactful than
they are beneficial, especially
concerned about environmental
impacts and impacts to traffic
during construction.

Ocoee Gateway group members
expressed concern that the local
landowners are not being allowed
to be a partner throughout the
design and development of the
project. The Gateway group is
also very interested in how they
can help implement future
development along the corridor.

Representatives provided
explanations for why the
original EIS was paused
and we have changed to the
Targeted Approach for the
corridor.

Explained that there are
sections along the corridor
that have higher than
average crashes and safety
improvements are needed.
Explained that since this is a
major east-west connector,
the narrow roads present
major challenges for when
there are incidents because
there’s no room to move
\vehicles off the roadway,
and the length of the detour
is very long when the
roadway is shut down. Also
explained that there are
many high hazard rockfall
locations throughout the
corridor that have the
potential to be catastrophic if
not addressed. Explained
that maintenance of traffic is
a top priority for TDOT and
innovative ways to keep
traffic moving during
construction will be used.

Representatives explained
the meeting's purpose was
to collect public feedback. It
|was also explained that
[TDOT is responsible for the
design and construction of
the roadway and it is being
developed for the current
project area as it is now. Any
potential zoning or building
of a visitors' center, etc., is
not in TDOT’s ability area of
responsibility.

09.09.24

Jeremy Bryson
Jeremy.Bryson@t

n.gov and David

\Wagner, TDOT

The Ocoee Gateway Community
Initiative representatives
discussed ideas for the project.
They didn’t really have anything
negative to say about the project

[TDOT is only allowed to
build on state owned ROW,
we had to look at this
corridor with multimodal,
safety, and mobility aspects
in mind. Residents

Questions received
during breakout
session at public
meeting

as presented, but rather they
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don’t have any voice for
addressing any ideas or items
they would like considered. One
item that came up was a tourist
welcome center. Ocoee Gateway
Community Initiative member
wanted a contact within TDOT
that could help them keep these
types of items moving and asked
me specifically to get that.

He also asked about the
possibility of acid producing
material being present and what
happens when that is discovered.

expressed understanding
and appreciated the follow

up.

Jeremy called (09.10) to
follow up and with Rachel’s
assistance and provided him
with the Southeast
Tennessee Development’s
website and contact.

David helped him with going
over the required
geotechnical work, as well as
the mitigation if discovered
during construction. We
discussed offsite mitigation
with it being hauled off or
onsite mitigation if toxic
materials are found.

09.09.24 |Deanna Lambert, |Will the road be completely Maintaining open lanes for [Questions received
STV closed during construction? traffic is a top priority, and  [during breakout
the design will minimize session at public
How will tourist attractions/rafting limpacts to residents during |meeting
locations be impacted? construction.
This is a ‘large expense with little [The intent is to make the
gain.’ route more reliable and
safer.
\Why is there a multiuse path for [Project intent is to connect
such a rural area? Who will use [the Ocoee River to the park
it? for current, future residents
and tourists to the area.
\Will the multiuse path connect all
the way to the river access at the [Multimodal accommodations
new bridge? are a focus of TDOT and
[TDOT is coordinating with
necessary agencies for
New TCAT school at 1700 Hwy [connection points.
64, Benton TN 37307/ Survey updates and
groundbreaking held recently. coordination are underway
to accommodate the
entrance.
09.09.24 [Jason Ingram, Someone brought up that there [Survey updates and Questions received

P.E.|T.D.O.T.
Manager of
Region 2 Design

was a TCAT (Technical school
being developed) facility being
built next to their property and
they were concerned that the
school’s driveway would be
placed on his property or near his
property for a tie into the

mainline.

coordination are underway
concerning TCAT drive
connection. TDOT is not
responsible for TCAT
development and questions
should be directed to TCAT.

during breakout
session at public
meeting




Citizen expressed concern about
the MUP. He was requesting a
noise wall between the MUP and
the Mainline Road. He
understood that the MUP was
outside of the clear zone criteria
for the road. He was also
concerned about the previous
project completed near the
Ocoee Dam Deli and asked
questions about the intersection
between the Ocoee Bridge and
the Ocoee Dam Deli oversight
distance moves and the
conditions of turning movements
in the area.

Residents involved with local
rafting community expressed the
need for more information about
the MUP, especially the one that
continues down near the river.
They wanted to understand why
an individual would raft down to
walk back on a MUP to their car.
One woman presented herself
against the project but open
minded and supportive for the
safety improvements the project
would produce.

One person needed more
understanding about why TDOT
is correcting the curve in more
from the original curve on the
sites. Concerned that the
impacted relocations would
remove ‘milestones’ in the
community.

[Two people expressed needing
more information about TDOTs
project cost and why current
improvements are scaled down,
or smaller from information
presented in previous meetings.

MUP designed to be outside
the clear zone.

\While the previous project
was important, TDOT’s
current focus is on the
redesigned project that fits
the community's needs for
safety and use.

Multimodal accommodations
are a focus of TDOT.

TDOT and its consultants
have thoroughly studied
each location to determine
that the redesigned
improvements make the
route safer, more reliable
and minimizes
environmental impacts from
original scope.

0.16.24

Doug Ford, TDOT

Tract 9 property owners reviewed
the easement impacts to their
property and conveyed they offer
parking and access for rafting

buses. They shared that they

Residents were told TDOT'’s
ROW division would
investigate and if their
property were impacted, it

\would be part of the

Questions received
during breakout
session at public
meeting




have a septic system consisting
of tanks and pumps adjacent to
the ROW and within the
proposed construction easement.
They requested this be avoided
and during construction, asked if
the road would be usable for
rafting traffic. They expressed a
desire to maintain two lanes of
traffic during construction.

Tract 8: The owner of tract 9 has
employees that rent the house on
tract 8 and said Sam Rogers
would know what the septic
situation is on tract 8.

appraisal and acquisition
process. TDOT made note
of the septic tank system on
the track nine property.
Representatives also
explained that maintaining
open lanes of traffic during
construction is a main priority|
of the traffic control design.

Survey updates are
underway and will be
incorporated into TDOT
plans.

Ali, STV

regarding Tract 1 as he is leasing
the property from owners (Billie

Hilliard, Gamble Snyder, Mark

responsible for driveway
permits and provided

09.10.24 |[Joseph AN intersection before the project| Representatives explained [Questions received
DeLorenzo, TDOT |Limits of Site 3 (Hildabrand Rd & | that the project design has |during breakout
Cookson Creek Rd) needed the |[been revised for improved |session at public
turn radius adjusted to a larger | safety, environmental meeting
radius on the Northeast quadrant.| impacts and concerns will
Locals felt it was too sharp to be provided to TDOT traffic
make the right turn onto and maintenance for review.
Hildabrand going Eastbound on
US-64/SR-40.
09.10.24  [Joseph Locals felt the beginning of the  [TDOT is coordinating with  |Questions received
DelLorenzo, TDOT |shared use path needed better [appropriate agencies to during breakout
access and parking for discuss. session at public
recreational use. meeting
09.10.24 [Pawan Mohamad- [Two property owners expressed [Survey updates and Questions received
Ali, STV concerns about a coordination with the TCAT |during breakout
school/technical institute being  |designer are underway. session at public
built. Owners of Tract 14, Angie [TDOT is not responsible for |meeting
and Charles Sanford expressed [TCAT design but will
concern about where access for [incorporate the drive for
this school would be and whether[TCAT into current roadway
TDOT would need to acquire design plans.
more property from them by the
school.
09.10.24  |[Pawan Mohamad- [Property Owners for Tract 14,  |A representative from Questions received
Ali, STV IAngie and Charles Sanford were [TDOT'’s Environmental and |during breakout
interested in the reasoning IArchaeology division spoke [session at public
behind why the alignment was  |with the residents and meeting
shifted north instead of south at [shared contact information
the bridge. Angie Sanford asked |[for follow-up.
about artifacts found on her
property and if she could get
them back.
09.10.24 [Pawan Mohamad- |Greg Paxton asked questions [TDOT’s Traffic office is Questions received

during breakout
session at public

necessary contact

meeting




Howard, and Lance Howard). Mr.
Paxton was interested in the
process of getting driveway
access to tract 1 since currently it
doesn’t have access. Previously
it was accessed through Tract 1A
but has since been sold off.

If there isn’t access to a tract at
all, don’t we just put one in? Is
there even a legitimate process
to go through if a tract has no
access at all? | know we had
something similar further down
the corridor but that was a
property owner wanting
additional access. | can see how
the two cases could be different.

information to the property
owner. As part of the project,
a driveway connection will
be considered to provide
access for Tract 1.

Yes. A drive connection
should be provided for all
tracts adjacent to the state
roadway.

09.09.24  |Scott Medlin, Sam Rogers, a member of the  |[Representatives shared that [Questions received
TDOT Manager |Ocoee Gateway group and a specifics of the Century during breakout
Region 2 property owner (Century Farm) |Farm program would have to|session at public
Environmental had questions about the Century [come from NEPA meeting
Section Farm designation and said it representatives and
looked like the project would take [connected him to NEPA
the fence at the front of his representatives, but Sam
property. was called away by another
member of the public and
engaged in conversation with
them for the rest of the
evening.
09.09.24 |Brad Thompson, |Sam Rogers from The Ocoee Representatives explained [Questions received

STV

Gateway Community Initiative
was concerned they did not have
an opportunity to provide more
input. He said they are seeking
opportunities to develop a master
plan for the corridor to improve
upon the area as a tourist
destination. He said he would like
to discuss it further.

A citizen and business owner is
concerned about the reasoning
for the improvements and why its
needed. Citizen is also
concerned about the impacts to
the business on the northwest
corner of SR 314 and SR 40.
\Would like to see more data and
information for TDOT to consider
curb and gutter to reduce
impacts, like in front of

businesses on Location 3.

this was the first opportunity
for public feedback on the
initial work and we are
looking to hear thoughts on
the proposed improvements.

TDOT has studied the
corridor and identified ways
to improve safety and make
the route more reliable.
Impacts are minimized as
much as possible to
construct the project.
[TDOT's project website
contains information that can
be reviewed and a QR code
\was provided to all meeting

attendees. Curb and gutter

during breakout
session at public
meeting




are not typical in rural
locations. Intent is to
maintain the context of the
route.

09.13.24

Sarah Beth,
SarahBeth@ocoee

Hey I'm reaching out to you
regarding a project you have

.com 865-585-

1380

proposed in Corridor K. Our
community just got the outline of
what that is supposed to look like
and we have several concerns.
Firstly, TDOT has admitted they
have no real way to widen the
lanes or improve the traffic in the
area where it's needed, the
gorge. All they can really do is fix
roads up to that area, which as a
community we completely
understand. Unfortunately, their
last stretch of road corrections
has been made with several
understandable but problematic
oversites. | believe after a
discussion you'll find this
outcome of this project will be
\very contrary to your
organization's goals. The
community as a whole is very
concerned about the impact this
Wwill have on the safety of the
roads as well as the economic
impact of the damage it will do to
our tourism industry. Look
forward to hearing from you.

Dear Sarah Beth,

IAs the Senior Transportation
IAdvisor for the Appalachian
Regional Commission
(ARC), | was asked to
respond to your email.

Two years ago, the
Tennessee Department of
Transportation (TDOT)
requested a revision of the
scope of remaining work for
the Appalachian
Development Highway
System (ADHS) Corridor K.
Their alternative concept for
Corridor K was to construct a
number of operational
improvements on existing
US 64 which would enhance
the performance of that
route. From December 2020
to March 2021, TDOT had
engaged in outreach
activities to inform the public,
local officials, and state and
Federal agencies about the
proposed improvements
along US 64. The majority off
comments were positive and
supportive of the approach.
Their proposed revision also
required a balloting of the
other Appalachian states for
their input regarding the
changes. The other states
and ARC accepted the
requested revision of the
scope of construction in
2022.

\We note that TDOT also
recently held an
informational meeting on
September 10th in Ocoee to
gather additional public
input. Importantly, the next
steps for the Corridor K
improvements are for TDOT
to conduct feasibility studies
and environmental reviews

Email to
IAPPALACHIAN
REGIONAL
COMMISSION, to
Thomas Smith.

for all proposed
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improvements. We
encourage you provide your
comments to the TDOT
Region 2 Project Manager
Haley Slifko at
haley.slitko@tn.gov.

[Tom Smith

Thomas J. Smith, P.E.
Senior Transportation
Advisor

IAPPALACHIAN REGIONAL
COMMISSION
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