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EEU Briefing #2
First Volunteer Bank

Benton, TN
February 17, 2010

Meeting Outline

1. Welcome and Rockslide Update

2. Review Summer/Fall Meetings and 
Public/Agency/Other Stakeholder Comments

3. Project Corridors Update

4. Review Draft TPR Elements

5. TPR to NEPA Phase

6. Public Workshop Series 2
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Welcome 

ωOpening Remarks

ωProject Website 
(http://www.tdot.state.tn.us/CorridorK/ )

Rockslide Update

ωRockslide
ςClean-up Progress

ςOpening Date

ωOther Work Underway
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Agency, Stakeholder, and Public 
Meetings ςSummer/Fall 2009

July Public Workshops  
ωJuly 20, 2009
ςCopper Basin High School, Copperhill

ς95 attendees

ωJuly 21, 2009
ςPolk County High School, Benton

ς80 attendees
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Public Comments
ωComments
ς80 comments from workshop
ς2 official transcripts
ς99 letters and e-mails

ωComment Summary
ς35 project specific topics were categorized
ςCorridor Options had the most comments (95)

ωOctober 27, 2009
ςCleveland/Bradley Chamber of Commerce

ωTopics:

ςPublic, Agency, and other stakeholder input

ςCorridors and Screening Criteria

ςDraft TPR Purpose and Need

ωOutput

ςFinal Context Values and Vision Statement

CRT Meeting #4
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ωJanuary 26, 2010
ςDucktown Community Center

ωTopics:

ςRockslide Update

ςTPR Purpose and Need

ςCorridors Options and Comparisons

ςPublic Workshop Series 2

ωOutput

ςPurpose and Need and Corridor Options Input

ςCorridor Options 8 and 8a

CRT Meeting #5

CRT Vision Statement
Any US Highway 64/Corridor K project should address the unique 
safety, access and traffic flow issues caused by the different types 
of traffic and corridor users, as well as the difficult topography in 
the Ocoee River area.  The project should creatively minimize 
adverse impacts to the human and natural environment, 
preserving unique attributes of the Cherokee National Forest, 
Ocoee River, and regional cultural resources.  The project should 
enhance access to natural areas and recreational opportunities, 
and provide travelers a visually satisfying journey.  The project 
should also support the current and future needs of local 
businesses, local and regional economic plans, and the objectives 
of the Appalachian Regional Commission. 
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CRT Context Value Sets
ω Create New Economic Opportunities (includes education & tourism)

ω Protect and Provide Appropriate Access to Cherokee National Forest

ω Continue to Improve/Restore Water Quality

ω Recognize and Preserve Heritage Resources (Cultural and Historical)

ω Preserve and Create Views

ω Increase Access to Lake and Marinas

ω Increase/Improve Access to Trails, Hiking, and Biking Opportunities

ω Increase/Improve Access to the Ocoee River

ω Increase Unity for Polk County 

ω Provide Sustainable Protection for Ecological and Natural Habitat

Local Officials Briefing #2
ωJanuary 26, 2010
ςMet with approximately 10 local and regional 

government/agency representatives

ωTopics and Input
ςProvided overview of project activities since June

ςRockslide Update

ςTPR Purpose and Need

ςCorridors Options and Comparisons

ςPublic Workshop Series 2
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U.S. Forest Service Meeting #1
ωOctober 6, 2009
ςMet with more than a dozen USFS representatives

ωTopics and Input
ςProvided overview of project study status

ςObtained input with regard to area resources

ςDiscussed preliminary study corridors

ωAction Items
ςScheduled 2nd meeting in December

ςUSFS to provide additional resource data at that time 

U.S. Forest Service Meeting #2
ωDecember 15, 2009
ςMet with more than a dozen USFS representatives

ωTopics and Input
ςUSFS provided general input on potential effects associated 

with the various options being considered.

ςTDOT obtained additional input with regard to area 
resources

ωAction Items
ςCoordinate review of the Wildlife Linkage Report 
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Wildlife Linkage Report

Draft TPR Update
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TPR Components
ωPreliminary Purpose and Need

ωEstimated Cost

ωPreliminary Environmental Factors

ωDevelop Public Involvement Plan

ωPublic and Community Support

Draft TPR Purpose and Need
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TPR Purpose and Need

The objective of a TPR is to 
develop the preliminary 
purpose and need of a 
project, 

NOTto justify the purpose 
and need of a project.

Purpose Need

Congestion 
Relief

Safety 
Improvements

Regional 
Mobility

Economic 
development 

Purpose and Need
The PURPOSE states clearly and succinctly why the 
project is being proposed and articulates the 
outcomes that are intended.  The Purpose: 
ςPresents objectives to address the need; 

ςLists distinct purposes individually; 

ςCan be used to develop and evaluate potential solutions; and

ςIs achievable, unbiased, and comprehensive enough to allow for a 
reasonable range of alternatives, and specific enough to limit the 
range of feasible alternatives. 
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Purpose and Need
ωNEEDS describe key problems addressed by the 

purpose and underlying causes

ωNEEDS for proposed actions generally fall 
under one or more of the following areas:
ςCapacity deficiencies

ςSafety

ςSystem linkage / travel time / access needs

ςTraffic compatibility

ςLegislative mandate

ςEconomic development / land use changes

Purpose and Need
ωOther Goals and Objectives address additional 

key desired outcomes and may include:
ςDesired environmental protections or improvements; 

ςAdditional economic objectives not central to the project need.

ςCommunity values and resources; and

ςGoals outlined in regional and local plans. 

ωGoals in this section do not detail every resource 
outcome that the project may achieve, but focus 
on key values or outcomes.



2/22/2010

12

Draft TPR Purpose and Need
ωPurpose
ςImplement a safe, reliable and efficient eastςwest 

transportation route between US 411 and SR 68 in Polk 
County, Tennessee that will improve regional 
transportation linkages and preserve environmental 
attributes.  

ςSupport local, regional and state plans and goals for 
land use and transportation, and support economic 
development in the southeastern region of Tennessee 
and adjacent areas in Georgia and North Carolina. 

Draft TPR Purpose and Need
ωNeed
ςRoadway Deficiencies

ωDoes not satisfy design standards of National Truck Network

ωHorizontal alignment, lack of shoulders and guardrails, 
minimum sight distance

ωLack of detours

ωObstruction of passage due to accidents and inclement 
weather

ςSafety

ωTransportation mix (varying vehicles, pedestrians, cyclists)

ωAccident rates

ωTopography and road limitations
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Draft TPR Purpose and Need
ωNeed (continued)
ςSystem Linkage

ωOnly east-west arterial in region to move local and regional 
traffic

ωNeeded for enhanced local transportation network

ωOne of two remaining unimproved sections of Corridor K

ςEconomic Development

ω2008 Corridor K Economic Development and Transportation 
Study

ωARC Goals

Draft TPR Purpose and Need
ωOther Goals and Objectives
ςSupport the military Strategic Highway Network

ςSupport the US Forest Service Scenic Byways Program

ςProtect & reduce adverse effects to the built and natural 
environment, including Cherokee National Forest, Ocoee River and 
cultural/heritage resources 

ςEnhance access to natural and recreational opportunities 

ςContinue to improve and restore water quality 

ςProvide opportunities for viewing the Ocoee River Region 

ςSupport local & regional businesses and economic plans 

ςUnify public services and community resources in Polk County

ςConsider safety of pedestrians and cyclists along US 64
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TPR Corridors and Comparison

ωNew and updated information has been incorporated into 
the QUANTM input since the last meeting.

ωAdditional runs have been made which have modified the 
location of the Preliminary Corridors.

ωNew output indicates changes in where groupings of 
alternatives were forming. 

ωCorridor segments were adjusted or eliminated to reflect 
these changes in the input. 

Constraint or Resources Information 
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ωNew input included:
ςDarden Property Tree Farm as a Conservation Easement with the 

Land Trust of Tennessee

ςYMCA Camp

ςHistoric and Archeological Sites added as high avoid (both Eligible 
and Potentially Eligible sites)

ςAdditional Residential Developments

ςAdditional areas to Little Frog Mountain Wilderness Area to west 
and east

ςInput from CRT and Public Workshops

Constraint or Resources Information 

ωGroupings of QUANTM output. 

ωAll segments are kept to maintain project history, 
even if they are no longer being studied. 

ωAnalysis is done per segment to assist in evaluating 
impacts to each corridor. 

Segments and Corridors
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Segment History 


