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Figure 1-1: Interstate 20 Texas Corridor Subareas 

 

1.2 Methodology 

TxDOT TPP used an interactive map and called Social Pinpoint. Participants could access this tool via the 
project webpage, as shown on Figure 1-2. The interactive map tool was accessible to users on desktop and 
mobile devices.  

Figure 1-2: TxDOT I-20 Texas Corridor Web Page with Interactive Map Link 

 

The purpose of the interactive map was to get input on proposed and existing projects. Input was sought from 
the public and the stakeholders for the I-20 Texas Corridor. This included residents, roadway users, business 

https://www.txdot.gov/projects/projects-studies/statewide/i20-corridor-study.html


https://ftp.txdot.gov/pub/txdot/get-involved/statewide/i20-corridor-study/051822-survey-fact-sheet.pdf
https://www.adobe.com/express/discover/sizes/twitter
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Figure 1-3: Distributed I-20 Texas Corridor Social Media Images 

 

 



https://txdot.mysocialpinpoint.com/i-20-corridor-study/map#/


 

I-20 Texas Corridor Study Appendix E: Project Recommendations: Public Engagement Report  Page 6 

 

Figure 2-1: Welcome Screen 
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Figure 2-2: About Tab 

 
 

Figure 2-3: Improvement Types Tab 
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Figure 2-4: Comment Form 

 
 

Explanation for descriptions and terms used in TxDOT project descriptions are listed in Table 2-1. 



http://onlinemanuals.txdot.gov/txdotmanuals/mmt/level_of_service.htm
http://ftp.txdot.gov/pub/txdot-info/brg/bridge-program.pdf
http://ftp.txdot.gov/pub/txdot-info/brg/bridge-program.pdf
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Figure 3-2 shows that participants (49%) interacted with the interactive map via a mobile device, 47% via a 
desktop web browser, and 4% used a tablet (4%).  

Figure 3-2: Participation by Platform 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Desktop, 47%

Mobile, 49%

Tablet, 4%

Desktop Mobile Tablet



 

I-20 Texas Corridor Study Appendix E: Project Recommendations: Public Engagement Report  Page 12 

 

4 Results of Social Pinpoint Survey 

As shown on Table 4-1, 116 comments were received. In addition, 3,483 Agrees and 206 Disagrees were 
received with the proposed improvements along the I-20 Texas Corridor. Ramp Improvements received the 
most Agrees, and Add Lanes received the most comments.  

Table 4-1: I-20 Texas Corridor Study Social Pinpoint Survey Summary by Proposed Improvement Type 

Proposed Improvement Type Total Number 
of Proposed 

Improvements 

Agree Disagree Additional Comments 
Received 

Add Lanes 41 1103 25 56 

Bridge Improvements 33 285 7 3 

Frontage Road Improvements 37 331 85 13 

Interchange Improvements 22 291 18 15 

Ramp Improvements 150 1,309 66 24 

Safety Improvements 9 164 5 5 

Total 292 3483  206 116 

Table 4-2 shows that the West-Abilene/Brownwood subarea had the most engagement (Agree/Disagree), and 
the Central subarea received the most comments. Table 4-3 through Table 4-14 summarize comments 
received by timeline (short, mid, and long term) and subarea. The West-Abilene/Brownwood subarea has the 
most proposed improvements (117), and the Central subarea has the second most (79).  

 
Table 4-2: I-20 Texas Corridor Study Social Pinpoint Survey Summary by Subarea 

Subarea Total Number of 
Proposed 

Improvements 

Agree Disagree Additional Comments 
Received 

West-Odessa 41 741 33 12 

West-Abilene/Brownwood 117 1,267 56 28 

Central 79 1011 56 45 

East 55 464 61 30 

Total 292 3483  206 116 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID 

Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comment 
Count 

Comments 

20 IID_INT_5 SH 
158 

Possible new interchange to accommodate 
connection to future I-27 

Interchange Odessa Midland 51 2 6 I-27 is a great initiative for the region. This intersection is highly 
trafficked and gets majorly backed up in all directions. There is a lot of 
growth happening in this area, improving the interchange for traffic 
exiting I-20 to get on Loop 250 would be great. 

IID_INT_5 SH 
158 

Possible new interchange to accommodate 
connection to future I-27 

Interchange Odessa Midland 51 2 6 I'm a little confused about this. Are they trying to bring I-27 through 
Loop 250 and then connect to Interstate? Why not use 1788 that has 
more room for expansion? 

The current plans have Loop 250 converted to non-freeway at this 
interchange. Midland City and County purchased enough right-of-way 
South of I-20 to continue the freeway. The new overpass should be 
large enough to allow Loop 250 main lanes to pass under all the others 
similar to 158/191 at Loop 250 so we don't have to spend 10's of 
millions doing it again in 20 years. 

I am not sure where I 27 is going to be, but if it is Highway 158, this is a 
waste of money. The county is building CR 1223 that ties into 158 
about 14 miles east of midland just east of the 1379 to Greenwood. 
This intersection and road will be overloaded and fall apart in a short 
amount of time like all of our poorly built and designed roads. Then we 
will redo the intersections and add overpasses and overlays like we 
should have done to start with. 

All I know is all main roads need to be upgraded for 18-wheeler traffic 
and spacing. If something that size can get around easily so can 
anything else. We have a huge amount of them so please build all this 
out so that all traffic can move around easier. 

This interchange is supported by the Ports-to-Plains Alliance. 
Connections to Future I-27 are critical. Interstate 20 will be co-branded 
with I-27 in the future. 

 

 











 

I-20 Texas Corridor Study Appendix E: Project Recommendations: Public Engagement Report        Page 20 

 

4.1.3 Central 

Short-term implementation plan for the Central subarea is shown in Figure 4-3 and the implementation plan summary is included in Table 4-3. 

Figure 4-3: Central Implementation Plan Summary Short Term (2024 through 2027) 
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Table 4-5: Central Implementation Plan Summary Short Term (2024 through 2027) 

Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

82 IID_BRG_134 
I-20 Frontage Road 
over Brazos River, 
west of FM 113 

Bridge replacement needed - 
structurally deficient, 
sufficiency rating 45 

Bridge 
rehabilitation/  
replacement 

Fort Worth Parker 21 0 0 
None 

83 IID_CAP_22 FM 1189 to US 180 Widen from 4 to 6 lanes Added capacity Fort Worth Parker 80 3 5 Why not alleviate some of the traffic on I20 by employing existing railway out of 
Ft. Worth using/extending Texrail System to link to Weatherford for Mineral 
Wells and Weatherford commuters as well as others who might not wish to 
drive in heavy traffic? 

There needs to be 4 lanes in each direction from 180 through Weatherford. The 
congestion from the heart of Weatherford at I20 all the way back to Bankhead 
and further east is horrendous at 5pm rush hour. While those heading north 
into Weatherford may use the new loop (once it's open), I don't think that will 
ease congestion. 

Intersections passing under 1-20 at Bethel and TinTop are also WAY too narrow 
and small. Both of those intersections need U-turn lanes as well as U-turn lanes 
at the Old Dennis/I-20 bridge. 

Freeway widening needs to extend west to 281. And Eastward to Aledo.  
At our current rate of growth at all the exits in between, we will be out dated by 
time extensions are completed anyway.  
The use of rail will help as well. But only as far as Weatherford at this point.  
West of Weatherford can be added later.  
Another addition. Freeway overpasses for animals. 

This is an absolute priority for any I-20 work done in Parker county 

84 

IID_SFTY_7 Underpass at Hudson 
Oaks Drive 

Spot safety improvement. 
Extend guardrail further west Safety 

Fort Worth Parker 47 0 2 Why not alleviate some of the traffic on I20 by employing existing railway out of 
Ft. Worth using/extending Texrail System to link to Weatherford for Mineral 
Wells and Weatherford commuters as well as others who might not wish to 
drive in heavy traffic? 

This area needs continuous access roads in addition to more lanes! People 
jump on the access roads only to be forced back onto the highway, creating a 
HUGE bottleneck. 

86 

IID_BRG_153 
I-20 Frontage Road 
over Clear Fork Trinity 
River 

Rehabilitate bridge - 
functionally obsolete,  
sufficiency rating 78 

Bridge 
rehabilitation/  
replacement 

Fort Worth Parker 34 0 2 Definitely need this. Also need to add a noise barrier to reduce the traffic noise 
at this junction 

I live north of 20 and when the wind is out 
Of the south, the traffic noise is so very loud. It has to be an EPA violation. 
Would love to see a noise barrier in place or at least a noise study, 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

87 

IID_C_8 I-30 to I-820/Aledo 
Road/UPRR 

Connect existing frontage 
roads 

Frontage road 
conversion Fort Worth Parker, 

Tarrant 13 0 0 None 

IID_CAP_24 I-30 to I-820 Widen from 4 to 6 lanes Added capacity 

Fort Worth Parker, 
Tarrant 

24 2 2 There is never a problem getting through 20, but 30 is a bottleneck both east 
and west bound. Call it a nightmare that gets worse as you head westbound 

The road from 820 to approximately this point is at an incline, which slows 
traffic down considerably, especially when trucks are occupying both lanes. 
People scrambling to exit here also slows down traffic. A wider highway (and no 
trucks in the left lane) would help the slowdown, and keep traffic moving. 

IID_INT_32 RM 2871 Intersection upgrade, add U-
turns Interchange Fort Worth Tarrant 0 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_235 RM 2871 Lengthen 4 exit ramps Ramp length Fort Worth Tarrant 0 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_33 
EB from Markum 
Ranch Road Entrance 
to RM 2871 Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Fort Worth Tarrant 4 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_99 
WB from RM 2871 
Entrance to Markum 
Ranch Road Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Fort Worth Tarrant 2 0 0 None 

89 IID_INT_43 US 377 Review operational 
improvements at US 377 Interchange Fort Worth Tarrant 30 5 0 None 

91 IID_FRGap_35 Near McCart Avenue 
(railway crossing)  

Fill frontage road gap, EB 
and WB  

Frontage road 
gap Fort Worth Tarrant 6 0 0 None 

94 IID_SFTY_21 SH 360  Bridge pier strike location - 
review guard rail locations Safety Fort Worth Tarrant 10 1 1 Increase the angle of bank on the exit so that cars don't fall off the turn. If 

possible, make dual lane exit. 

97 IID_SFTY_8 Mountain Creek 
Parkway to SS 408 

Spot safety improvement. 
Consider restricting trucks 
from 2 left lanes (bottom to 
top of Chalk Hill) Study the 
operations of the 
interchange 

Safety Dallas Dallas 9 0 0 None 

99 IID_INT_35 US 67  Review operational 
improvement  Interchange Dallas Dallas 7 1 0 None 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

100 

IID_RMP_79 

WB from South Polk 
Street Entrance to 
Wheatland Road - 
Hampton Road Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Dallas Dallas 6 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_78 
WB from US 77 
Entrance to South 
Polk Street Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Dallas Dallas 5 1 2 

There is always a huge back up here. Add a triple lane exist south bound and 
double lane exit northbound for I-35. Any time of day and this exit can't handle 
the flow. 

Back up is almost continuous! 

IID_INT_36 I-35 East Review operational 
Improvements Interchange Dallas Dallas 12 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_53 
EB from US 77 
Entrance to Houston 
School Road Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Dallas Dallas 6 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_77 
WB from Houston 
School Road Entrance 
to US 77 Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Dallas Dallas 1 0 0  

IID_RMP_54 

EB from Houston 
School Road Entrance 
to Houston School 
Road Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Dallas Dallas 5 1 0 None 

101.1 IID_INT_37 JJ Lemon Add U-turns and signals Interchange Dallas Dallas 9 1 1 Double the amount of lanes in each direction and add double lane exits. 
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4.1.4 East 

Short-term implementation plan for the East subarea is shown in Figure 4-4 and the implementation plan summary is included in Table 4-6. 

Figure 4-4: East Implementation Plan Summary Short Term (2024 through 2027) 
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Table 4-6: East Implementation Plan Summary Short Term (2024 through 2027) 

Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

109 

IID_SFTY_9 SH 64 Intersection improvement to solve sight 
distance issues on the ramps. Consider 
four-way stop, traffic light, or any other 
appropriate safety improvement 

Safety Tyler Van Zandt 12 1 0 None 

114 

IID_INT_18 SL 281 East 
of Longview 

Interchange redesign to address safety 
issues (ramp crashes) and to increase 
overhead clearance to meet freight 
corridor requirements 

Interchange Atlanta Harrison 20 0 6 This is a high traffic interchange, any improvement will be welcome. 

Very high traffic in am and pm, confusing to some. Needs a traffic light at 
Nolan off access rd. 

The west bound exit ramp (Exit 499) should have both right and left hand 
turn lanes. 

This is a very high traffic intersection. The E loop is a major artery to 
Longview, and significant employee traffic from Eastman Chemical 
comes up the frontage road. Any improvement is beneficial. 

Traffic from shift change at the Eastman plant makes this area south of 
i20 a complete nightmare. The merging onto the access road from the 
interstate both at the east bound on-ramp to the east of this interchange. 
And the east bound off ramp here are horrible. I completely avoid this 
area between 4:30 and 5:30. 

Why not add access road on north side of I-20 One way (west) and make 
the access road on the south side of I-20 One way (east). East bound I-20 
exit ramp at 499 should be moved west 1/4 mile for safety. 

IID_RMP_282 SL 281 East 
of Longview 

Lengthen 2 entrance ramps and 1 exit 
ramp Ramp length Atlanta Harrison 8 0 2 

This is a terrible on ramp EB. 

Please ensure that the new entrance ramp is smooth! The existing ramp 
has a speed bump in it right as you reach the entrance speed. 

116 IID_SFTY_4 Near Potters 
Creek 

Spot safety improvement to add 
median crossover for emergency 
vehicles 

Safety Atlanta Harrison 20 0 0 None 

117 

IID_FRGap_72 
Between SH 
43 and US 
59 

Fill frontage road gap, EB only Frontage road 
gap Atlanta Harrison 2 1 0 None 

IID_C_16 SH 43 to US 
59 

Convert 2-way frontage road to 1-way  
frontage road. Fill in frontage road 
gaps. 

Frontage road 
conversion Atlanta Harrison 9 1 0 None 

IID_BRG_17 Roseborough 
Springs Road 

Increase vertical clearance (short term) 
- current 16.2 ft. 

Bridge vertical 
clearance Atlanta Harrison 10 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_286 US 59 Lengthen 2 entrance ramps and 2 exit 
ramps Ramp length Atlanta Harrison 5 0 0 None 

118 IID_SFTY_5 SH 43 to FM 
31 

Safety improvement to address 
speeding-related crashes Safety Atlanta Harrison 11 1 0 None 



 

I-20 Texas Corridor Study Appendix E: Project Recommendations: Public Engagement Report        Page 26 

 

Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

121 IID_SFTY_6 Near US 59 Safety improvement to address 
speeding and other safety issues Safety Atlanta Harrison 10 1 0 None 
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Table 4-7: West - Odessa Implementation Plan Summary Mid Term (2028 through 2033) 

Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comment

s Count Public Comments 

4.1 IID_CAP_2_A 
BI-20B West to CR 117 
(future Pecos Relief Route 
crossing) 

Widen from 4 to 6 
lanes Added capacity Odessa Reeves, 

Ward 24 0 0 None 

6 

IID_FRGap_8 Between FM 516 and BI-20B Fill frontage road gap, 
EB and WB Frontage road gap Odessa Ward 10 2 0 None 

IID_BRG_2 BI-20B 
Increase vertical 
clearance - current 
clearance is 16.1 feet 

Bridge vertical 
clearance Odessa Ward 10 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_129 BI-20B Lengthen 2 entrance 
ramps and 1 exit ramp Ramp length Odessa Ward 11 0 0 None 

7 IID_CAP_3 BI-20 East, Pecos to BI-20 
West, Monahans 

Widen from 4 to 6 
lanes Added capacity Odessa Ward 23 0 0 None 

11 

IID_C_1 BI-20 West, Monahans to BI- 
20 East, Monahans 

Widen from 4 to 6 
lanes Added capacity Odessa Ward 19 0 0 None 

IID_CAP_4 BI-20D West of Monahans to  
BI-20D East of Monahans 

Convert 2-way 
frontage road to 1-way 
frontage road. Add 
eastbound on ramp. 

Frontage road 
conversion Odessa Ward 6 5 1 What's the point of making it a 1-way frontage road? I think that'll 

hurt traffic North of the interstate 

IID_INT_1 SL 464 Construct new ramps Interchange Odessa Ward 17 0 0 None 

IID_FRGap_10 0.87 mile east of Monahans Fill frontage road gap, 
EB and WB Frontage road gap Odessa Ward 12 1 0 None 

IID_INT_2 East Monahans Parkway New interchange and 
extend frontage roads Interchange Odessa Ward 17 4 0 None 

12 IID_CAP_5 BI-20 East, Monahans to BI-
20 West, Odessa 

Widen from 4 to 6 
lanes Added capacity Odessa Ward, Crane, 

Ector 27 1 0 None 

15 
IID_RMP_137 FM 1601 Lengthen 2 entrance 

ramps Ramp length Odessa Ector 17 0 1 Old Lamesa Road Exit 137? 

IID_FRGap_11 1.2 miles east of Avenue H 
(Railway crossing) 

Fill frontage road gap, 
WB only Frontage road gap Odessa Ector 18 2 0 None 

21 IID_CAP_6 0.84 mile east of FM 1208 to  
BI-20 West, Stanton 

Widen from 4 to 6 
lanes Added capacity Odessa Midland, 

Martin 59 1 1 Glad to see you're widening all the way from Midland through Big 
Spring. A little late, but better than never. 

22 

IID_CAP_7 BI-20 West, Stanton to BI-20  
East, Stanton 

Widen from 4 to 6 
lanes Added capacity Odessa Martin 54 0 1 

If they could include a road over the tracks at Business 20 and 
Highway 137 that would be great. That crossing is an 
embarrassment to Texas highways. It will throw you out of your 
seat at 5 mph. Close intersection and pour cement. 

23 IID_CAP_8 BI-20 East, Stanton to US 87 Widen from 4 to 6 
lanes Added capacity Odessa/Abil

ene 
Martin, 
Howard 34 0 0 None 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

35 

IID_RMP_171 FM 670 Lengthen 4 entrance ramps 
and 4 exit ramps 

Ramp 
length Abilene Mitchell 8 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_172 BI-20H Lengthen 1 entrance ramp 
and 1 exit ramp 

Ramp 
length Abilene Mitchell 6 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_173 FM 2836 Lengthen 4 entrance ramps 
and 3 exit ramps 

Ramp 
length Abilene Mitchell 8 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_174 FM 1229 Lengthen 1 entrance ramp 
and 1 exit ramp 

Ramp 
length Abilene Mitchell 6 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_175 BI-20J Lengthen 1 entrance ramp Ramp 
length Abilene Mitchell 6 1 0 None 

39 

IID_RMP_180 BI-20K Lengthen 3 entrance ramps 
and 4 exit ramps 

Ramp 
length Abilene Mitchell 4 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_21 
EB from BI-20K 
Entrance to FM 644 
Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp 
spacing Abilene Mitchell 4 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_181 FM 644 Lengthen 1 exit ramp Ramp 
length Abilene Mitchell 4 0 0 None 

IID_FRGap_77 Railroad crossing in 
Lorraine 

Fill frontage road gap, EB and 
WB 

Frontage 
road gap Abilene Mitchell 7 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_111 
WB from CR 438 
Entrance to FM 644 
Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp 
spacing Abilene Mitchell 4 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_22 
EB from CR 438 
Entrance to  
CR 424 Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing 
Ramp 
spacing Abilene Mitchell 1 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_110 
WB from CR 424 
Entrance to CR 438 
Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp 
spacing Abilene Mitchell 6 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_182 CR 623/CR 424 Lengthen 1 entrance ramp 
and 4 exit ramps 

Ramp 
length Abilene Mitchell 1 0 0 None 

41 IID_CAP_13 US 84 to SH 70 Widen from 4 to 6 lanes Added 
capacity Abilene Nolan 24 0 0 None 

43 IID_CAP_14 SH 70 to BI-20M Widen from 4 to 6 lanes Added 
capacity Abilene Nolan 31 0 0 None 

44 IID_CAP_15 BI-20 M to US 80 Widen from 4 to 6 lanes Added 
capacity Abilene Nolan, Taylor 20 2 1 

Additional capacity between Abilene and Odessa would be beneficial. The 
additional lanes through Ft Worth to 281 would be useful. It's not sensible to 
plan on over 300 miles of roadway and new bridges when there are two 100 
mile corridors with more urgent needs. 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

46 

IID_RMP_194 FM 1085 Lengthen 1 exit ramp Ramp 
length Abilene Taylor 7 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_25 

EB from North Main 
Street  
Entrance to CR 365 
Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp 
spacing Abilene Taylor 0 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_106 
WB from CR 365 
Entrance to  
North Main Street 
Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp 
spacing Abilene Taylor 3 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_195 BI-20N Lengthen 2 exit ramps Ramp 
length Abilene Taylor 6 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_196 BI-20P (at CR 379) Lengthen 1 entrance ramp 
and 4 exit ramps 

Ramp 
length Abilene Taylor 12 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_197 FM 126 Lengthen 1 exit ramp Ramp 
length Abilene Taylor 8 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_198 BI-20P (at FM 1235) Lengthen 1 entrance ramp 
and 4 exit ramps 

Ramp 
length Abilene Taylor 18 0 0 None 

48 

IID_RMP_199 FM 707 Lengthen 1 entrance ramp 
and 3 exit ramps 

Ramp 
length Abilene Taylor 12 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_200 BI-20Q Lengthen 1 entrance ramp 
and 1 exit ramp 

Ramp 
length Abilene Taylor 16 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_26 

EB from Spinks Road 
Entrance  
to US 84 BI-20 
Interchange Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp 
spacing Abilene Taylor 13 1 0 None 

62 

IID_BRG_7 CR 136 
Increase vertical clearance - 
current  
clearance is 16.4 feet 

Bridge 
vertical 
clearance 

Brownwood Eastland 9 0 0 None 

IID_BRG_118 CR 133 
Increase vertical clearance - 
current  
clearance is 16.5 feet 

Bridge 
vertical 
clearance 

Brownwood Eastland 7 0 0 None 

IID_BRG_119 SH 206 
Increase vertical clearance - 
current  
clearance is 16.2 feet 

Bridge 
vertical 
clearance 

Brownwood Eastland 3 0 0 None 

70 IID_RMP_31 

EB from SH 254 West 
Entrance to 
Desdemona 
Boulevard-Blundell 
Street Split Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp 
spacing Brownwood Eastland 5 0 0 None 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

72 
IID_FRGap_27 

Between Blundell 
Street and SL 254 in 
Ranger 

Fill frontage road gap, EB and 
WB 

Frontage 
road gap Brownwood Eastland 8 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_220 FM 571 Lengthen 1 entrance ramp Ramp 
length Brownwood Eastland 5 0 0 None 

73 

IID_BRG_14 SL 254 East Increase vertical clearance -
current clearance 15.8 feet 

Bridge 
vertical 
clearance 

Brownwood Eastland 8 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_221 SL 254 East Lengthen 1 entrance ramp Ramp 
length Brownwood Eastland 6 0 0 None 

IID_INT_42 SL 254 East 

Potential interchange 
redesign to address ramp 
issues, low vertical clearance, 
and safety issues. 

Interchange Brownwood Eastland 6 0 0 None 



 

I-20 Texas Corridor Study Appendix E: Project Recommendations: Public Engagement Report        Page 34 

 

4.2.3 Central 

Mid-term implementation plan for the Central subarea is shown in Figure 4-7 and the implementation plan summary is included in Table 4-9. 

Figure 4-7: Central Implementation Plan Summary Mid Term (2028 through 2033) 
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Table 4-9: Central Implementation Plan Summary Mid Term (2028 through 2033) 

Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

79 

IID_RMP_223 SH 108 Lengthen 1 exit ramp Ramp length Fort 
Worth Erath 5 2 0 None 

IID_RMP_224 SH 108 Lengthen 2 exit ramps Ramp length Fort 
Worth Palo Pinto 5 2 0 None 

IID_RMP_225 SH 193 Lengthen 1 exit ramp Ramp length Fort 
Worth Palo Pinto 5 2 0 None 

IID_RMP_226 Blue Flat 
Road/Panama Rd 

Lengthen 1 entrance ramp 
and 1 exit ramp Ramp length Fort 

Worth Palo Pinto 6 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_227 FM 4 Lengthen 1 exit ramp Ramp length Fort 
Worth Palo Pinto 10 0 0 None 

80 

IID_RMP_228 US 281 Lengthen 1 exit ramp Ramp length Fort 
Worth Palo Pinto 15 1 0 None 

IID_C_5 US 281 to SS 312 Convert 2-way frontage road 
to 1-way frontage road. 

Frontage road 
conversion 

Fort 
Worth 

Palo Pinto, 
Parker 12 13 2 

The two-way frontage is very useful, as I use it daily. If anything the 
Millsap exits from both directions need to be lengthened and 
straightened out some. 

The distance between ramps is very far out here. If you make this 
a one-way, then traffic will have to loop for several miles around, 
adding extra traffic to access roads and increasing drive times for 
many. These roads are not unsafe in a 2-way setup. 

IID_RMP_229 New Salem 
Road/Live Oak Road 

Lengthen 1 entrance ramp 
and 1 exit ramp Ramp length Fort 

Worth Palo Pinto 13 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_230 Gilbert Pit Road Lengthen 1 entrance ramp 
and 2 exit ramps Ramp length Fort 

Worth Parker 17 1 0 None 

IID_INT_24 FM 1189 Upgrade interchange with U-
turns Interchange Fort 

Worth Parker 29 2 0 None 

85 IID_CAP_23 US 180 to I-30 Widen from 6 to 8 lanes Added capacity Fort 
Worth Parker 53 1 2 

There needs to be 4 or more lanes here to handle those headed 
westbound from both I20 and I30 from slowing down while 
merging into I20 WB. 

If lanes are added, which would be helpful, additional noise 
barriers would also need to be in place. I live north or 20 at ranch 
house road and we need a noise study conducted because the 
noise is outrageous. 

88 
IID_CAP_25 I-820 to Chisholm 

Trail Parkway Widen from 8 to 10 lanes Added capacity Fort 
Worth Tarrant 24 0 0 None 

IID_FRGap_34 Over Clear Fork 
Trinity River 

Fill frontage road gap, EB and 
WB Frontage road gap Fort 

Worth Tarrant 17 0 0 None 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

90 

IID_CAP_26 Chisholm Trail 
Parkway to IH 35 W Widen from 8 to 10 lanes Added capacity Fort 

Worth Tarrant 17 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_98 

WB from South 
Hulen Street 
Entrance to Bryant 
Irvin Road Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp spacing Fort 
Worth Tarrant 13 0 0 None 

IID_BRG_172 SH 183 
Rehabilitate bridge - 
functionally obsolete, 
sufficiency rating 78 

Bridge 
rehabilitation/  
replacement 

Fort 
Worth Tarrant 7 0 0 None 

IID_BRG_174 SH 183 
Rehabilitate bridge - 
functionally obsolete, 
sufficiency rating 76 

Bridge 
rehabilitation/  
replacement 

Fort 
Worth Tarrant 2 0 0 None 

IID_INT_44 South Hulen Street Improve interchange access Interchange Fort 
Worth Tarrant 13 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_35 
EB from South Hulen 
Street Entrance to 
Grandbury Road Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Fort 
Worth Tarrant 2 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_96 

WB from Grandbury 
Road Entrance to 
South Hulen 
Street Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Fort 
Worth Tarrant 2 0 0 None 

IID_INT_45 Grandbury Road Improve interchange access Interchange Fort 
Worth Tarrant 7 0 0 None 

IID_INT_46 McCart Avenue Improve interchange access Interchange Fort 
Worth Tarrant 6 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_95 WB from FM 731 to 
McCart Avenue Exit Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Fort 

Worth Tarrant 2 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_36 
EB from McCart 
Avenue Entrance to 
FM 731 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Fort 
Worth Tarrant 3 0 0 None 

IID_INT_47 FM 731 

Interchange improvement. 
Study interchange 
configuration and frontage 
road connectivity 

Interchange Fort 
Worth Tarrant 4 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_37 
EB from Edgecliff 
Road Entrance to I-
35 West Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Fort 
Worth Tarrant 3 0 0 None 

95 
IID_FRGap_41 

Mountain 
Creek/Artesian 
Creek 

Fill frontage road gap, EB and 
WB Frontage road gap Dallas Dallas 3 0 0 None 

IID_INT_34 Clark Road/SS 408 Review operational 
improvements Interchange Dallas Dallas 6 1 0 None 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

IID_RMP_48 
EB from SS 408 
Entrance to Cedar 
Ridge Drive Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Dallas Dallas 4 0 0 None 

96 

IID_CAP_28 South Robinson 
Road to SS 408 Widen from 8 to 10 lanes Added capacity Dallas Dallas 15 0 2 

Please widen I-20 to 6- 8 lanes from Dallas, all the way to the 
Louisiana state line. Also add lanes that are forbidden for 18 
wheeler traffic 

Yes, Please! I know that asking for this many lanes is a big jump 
but even an extra 2 each direction would be a great improvement! 

IID_INT_51 FM 1382 Improve interchange access Interchange Dallas Dallas 5 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_85 
WB from Dechman 
Drive Entrance to 
Carrier Parkway Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp spacing Dallas Dallas 3 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_47 

EB from FM 1382 
Entrance to 
Mountain Creek 
Parkway Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp spacing Dallas Dallas 0 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_84 

WB from Mountain 
Creek Parkway 
Entrance to FM 
1382 Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp spacing Dallas Dallas 3 1 0 None 

98 IID_CAP_29 SS 408 to I-635 Widen from 8 to 10 lanes Added capacity Dallas Dallas 18 0 1 
Please widen I-20 to 6- 8 lanes from Dallas, all the way to the 
Louisiana state line. Also add lanes that are forbidden for 18 
wheeler traffic 

101.2 IID_C_10 I-45 to Haymarket 
Road 

Construct continuous 1-way 
frontage road 

Frontage road 
conversion Dallas Dallas 8 1 1 

Frontage road would help with easier access to Langdon Road in 
Hutchins. Plus maybe some potential businesses on the frontage 
road 

101.3 IID_INT_53 I-45 

Potential interchange 
redesign to address ramp 
issues, low vertical clearance, 
and safety issues; improve 
inland port connectivity 

Interchange Dallas Dallas 10 0 0 None 

102 IID_FRGap_45 I-635 interchange Fill frontage road gap, EB and 
WB Frontage road gap Dallas Dallas 16 1 2 

How about a ramp from I20 westbound directly to US175 
westbound? Crossing all I635 southbound lanes can be 
treacherous! 

Need a better ramp to get from I-20 to 175 West. Cutting across 3 
three lanes is getting harder and more dangerous as more people 
are commuting from the East to Dallas. 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

103 IID_CAP_30 I-635 to FM 740 Widen from 6 to 8 lanes Added capacity Dallas Dallas, 
Kaufman 39 0 4 

This needs to be 7 to 8 lanes in each direction between Terrell and 
Weatherford. Traffic comes to a standstill every morning in the 
Mesquite area and 45 &amp; 20 interchange. There are many 
other interchanges that come to a complete stop, 35E &amp; 20, 
360 &amp; 20, 67 &amp; 20, both 287's &amp; 20, 35W  20, 
820 &amp; 20. Stack the highway, tollway on top or underneath 
with few exists for those bypassing the area. 

Additional lanes should extend to at least FM741. There are 
several large and continuously growing communities on both sides 
of 20 at the 741 exit. 

Kaufman County is the fastest growing county in the state! Get 
ready now, your are already years behind M 

20 needs to be widen to accommodate all traffic 

104 IID_CAP_31 FM 740 to Spur 557 Widen from 4 to 6 lanes Added capacity Dallas Kaufman 42 1 2 Traffic over last several years has at least increased by 4times 
since 2000. Lots more trucks and accidents and noise since I 
moved here and live with I-20 right behind my home. 

Completely agree with the widening of the 20 and for the 
additional entrance and exit ramps. For all the NIMBYs out there - 
you chose to live near a highway. Don't be surprised if the highway 
expands or there is traffic and noise. What did you expect when 
you chose to buy a house abutting a highway? 
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4.2.4 East 

Mid-term implementation plan for the East subarea is shown in Figure 4-8 and the implementation plan summary is included in Table 4-10. 

Figure 4-8: East Implementation Plan Summary Mid Term (2028 through 2033) 
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Table 4-11: West - Odessa Implementation Plan Summary Long Term (2034 and Beyond) 

Project Number Improvement ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments Count Public Comments 

1 IID_RMP_120 I-10 Lengthen 4 entrance 
ramps and 3 exit ramps 

Ramp length Odessa Reeves 21 1 0 None 

IID_FRGap_1 1.4 miles east of I-10 
Interchange 

Fill frontage road gap, 
EB and WB 

Frontage road gap Odessa Reeves 13 2 0 None 

IID_FRGap_2 3.8 miles east of I-10 
Interchange 

Fill frontage road gap, 
WB only 

Frontage road gap Odessa Reeves 11 2 0 None 

IID_FRGap_3 8.1 miles east of I-10 
Interchange 

Fill frontage road gap, 
WB only 

Frontage road gap Odessa Reeves 11 2 0 None 

2 IID_CAP_1 I-10 to BI-20 West, Pecos Widen from 4 lanes to 6 
lanes 

Added capacity Odessa Reeves 19 0 0 None 

3 IID_RMP_121 FM 2903 Lengthen 6 entrance 
ramps and 4 exit ramps 

Ramp length Odessa Reeves 11 0 0 None 

IID_FRGap_4 Salt Draw Creek Fill frontage road gap, 
EB and WB 

Frontage road gap Odessa Reeves 9 2 0 None 

IID_RMP_122 CR 209 Lengthen 2 entrance 
ramps and 1 exit ramp 

Ramp length Odessa Reeves 11 0 0 None 

5 IID_FRGap_7 Over Pecos River Fill frontage road gap, 
EB and WB 

Frontage road gap Odessa Ward 14 2 0 None 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

56 

IID_RMP_210 BI-20T (at FM 2047) Lengthen 4 entrance 
ramps and 4 exit ramps Ramp length Abilene Callahan 18 0 1 

Most of the entry and exit ramps need to be lengthened on this stretch, but it would 
help a lot if you could give us a mile marker number or an exit number so we could be 
sure where you're talking about. 

IID_RMP_211 US 283 Lengthen 1 entrance 
ramp and 2 exit ramps Ramp length Abilene Callahan 10 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_30 
EB from US 283 Cherry 
St Entrance to BI-20T 
Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp spacing Abilene Callahan 6 0 1 I'm not sure what you are doing with this improvement. Are you thinking about taking 
the ramp out? 

IID_RMP_101 
WB from BI-20T 
Entrance to US 283 
Cherry Street Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Abilene Callahan 5 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_212 BI-20T (near CR 494) Lengthen 4 entrance 
ramps and 4 exit ramps Ramp length Abilene Callahan 5 0 0 None 

57 

IID_RMP_213 FM 2228 Lengthen 2 entrance 
ramps and 2 exit ramps Ramp length Abilene Callahan 7 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_214 CR 451 Lengthen 2 entrance 
ramps and 2 exit ramps Ramp length Abilene Callahan 7 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_215 FM 880 Lengthen 4 entrance 
ramps and 4 exit ramps Ramp length Abilene Callahan 7 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_216 CR 717 Lengthen 2 entrance 
ramps and 2 exit ramps Ramp length Abilene Callahan 4 0 0 None 

61 IID_CAP_17 Abilene District 
boundary to SH 206 Widen from 4 to 6 lanes Added capacity Brownwood Callahan, 

Eastland 16 1 0 None 

64 IID_CAP_18 SH 206 to SH 112 Widen from 4 to 6 lanes Added capacity Brownwood Eastland 17 1 0 None 

68 IID_CAP_19 SH 112 to SH 16 Widen from 4 to 6 lanes Added capacity Brownwood Eastland 18 0 0 None 

75 IID_BRG_15 SH 16 
Increase vertical 
clearance - current 
clearance is 17.7 feet 

Bridge vertical 
clearance Brownwood Eastland 6 0 0 None 

76 

IID_RMP_222 SH 16 Lengthen 2 exit ramps Ramp Length Brownwood Eastland 4 0 0 None 

IID_FRGap_29 Over Bear Creek Fill frontage road gap, 
WB only 

Frontage road 
gap Brownwood Eastland 7 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_100 
WB from Tudor Road 
Entrance to WB Rest 
Area 76475 Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp spacing Brownwood Eastland 5 0 0 None 

77 IID_CAP_20 SH 16 to US 281 Widen from 4 to 6 lanes Added capacity Brownwood/ 
Fort Worth 

Eastland, 
Erath, 

Palo Pinto 
15 1 2 

This is a good idea 

Additional lanes are not needed west of 281 at this time. They likely will be within the 
next 10 years, but I'm confident traffic flow analysis will substantiate that additional 
lanes are not needed between Clyde and 281. Reevaluate in five years. 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

78 IID_BRG_16 CR 494 
Increase vertical 
clearance - current 
clearance is 17.8 feet 

Bridge vertical 
clearance Brownwood Eastland 5 0 0 None 
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4.3.3 Central 

Long-term implementation plan for the Central subarea is shown in Figure 4-11 and the implementation plan summary is included in Table 4-13. 

Figure 4-11: Central Implementation Plan Summary Long Term (2034 and Beyond) 
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Table 4-13: Central Implementation Plan Summary Long Term (2034 and Beyond) 

Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

77 IID_CAP_20 SH 16 to US 281 Widen from 4 to 6 
lanes Added capacity Brownwood/ 

Fort Worth 

Eastland, 
Erath, Palo 

Pinto 
15 1 2 

This is a good idea 

Additional lanes are not needed west of 281 at this time. They likely 
will be within the next 10 years, but I'm confident traffic flow analysis 
will substantiate that additional lanes are not needed between Clyde 
and 281. Reevaluate in five years. 

81 IID_CAP_21 US 281 to FM 1189 Widen from 4 to 6 
lanes Added capacity Fort Worth Palo Pinto, 

Parker 30 1 0 None 

92 

IID_FRGap_36 Near Milmo Drive 
(railway crossing) 

Fill frontage road gap, 
WB only 

Frontage road 
gap Fort Worth Tarrant 3 0 0 None 

IID_CAP_27 I-35W to Anglin Drive Widen from 8 to 10 
lanes Added capacity Fort Worth Tarrant 18 1 1 

Please widen I-20 to 6- 8 lanes from Dallas, all the way to the 
Louisiana state line. Also add lanes that are forbidden for 18 wheeler 
traffic 

IID_RMP_38 
EB from I-35 West 
Entrance to Oak 
Grove Road Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp spacing Fort Worth Tarrant 4 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_94 
WB from Oak Grove 
Road Entrance to 
Edgecliff Road Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp spacing Fort Worth Tarrant 1 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_39 
EB from Campus 
Drive Entrance to 
Wichita Street Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp spacing Fort Worth Tarrant 8 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_93 
WB from Wichita 
Street Entrance to 
Campus Drive Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp spacing Fort Worth Tarrant 4 0 0 None 

93 IID_INT_40 I-35 W Construct two-lane DC 
all the way to I-35 Interchange Fort Worth Tarrant 9 0 0 None 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments 

Count Public Comments 

Yes, double the number of lanes from Louisiana to Dallas. The 
primary issue is a major increase in 4 wheel vehicles and 18 wheel 
vehicles, not ramp, bridge, interchange, or frontage road 
improvements. While those improvements may indeed be needed, 
they pale in comparison to the congestion. After traveling on I-20 for 
over 50 years, I totally avoid it now. 

IID_RMP_248 CR 315 
Lengthen 2 entrance 
ramps and 2 exit 
ramps 

Ramp length Dallas Kaufman 11 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_59 
EB from Rest Stop 
Entrance to FM 2965 
Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Dallas Kaufman 0 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_70 
WB from FM 2965 
Entrance to Rest Stop 
Exit FM 2965 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Dallas Kaufman 5 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_249 FM 2965 
Lengthen 4 entrance 
ramps and 4 exit 
ramps 

Ramp length Dallas Kaufman 8 0 0 None 
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4.3.4 East 

Long-term implementation plan for the East subarea is shown in Figure 4-12 and the implementation plan summary is included in Table 4-14. 

Figure 4-12: East Implementation Plan Summary Long Term (2034 and Beyond) 
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Project 
Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments  

Count Public Comments 

112 

IID_RMP_256 CR 4414 Lengthen 2 entrance ramps and 
1 exit ramp Ramp length Tyler Van Zandt 6 1 0 None 

IID_FRGap_52 0.4 miles W of FM 
773 Fill frontage road gap, WB only Frontage road 

gap Tyler Van Zandt 3 2 0 None 

IID_RMP_60 
EB from Tank Farm 
Road Entrance to 
FM 16-FM 773 Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp spacing Tyler Van Zandt 6 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_69 
WB from FM 16-FM 
773 Entrance to 
Tank Farm Road 
Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Tyler Van Zandt 2 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_257 FM 773 Lengthen 1 entrance ramp Ramp length Tyler Van Zandt 4 0 0 None 

IID_BRG_25 FM 773 Increase vertical clearance - 
current clearance is 16.1 feet 

Bridge vertical 
clearance Tyler Van Zandt 6 1 0 None 

IID_RMP_258 FM 16 Lengthen 1 entrance ramp and 
1 exit ramp Ramp length Tyler Van Zandt 8 1 0 None 

IID_FRGap_53 1.12 miles west of 
FM 314 

Fill frontage road gap, EB and 
WB 

Frontage road 
gap Tyler Van Zandt 10 3 1 IH 20 needs 6 lanes from Tyler west to Spur 557 and Hwy 80 to IH 30 

interchange. Really does ya'll. 

IID_RMP_61 
EB from FM 16-FM 
773 Entrance to 
Rest Stop Exit 

Review ramp spacing Ramp spacing Tyler Van Zandt 3 0 0 None 

IID_RMP_68 
WB from Rest Stop 
Entrance to FM 16-
FM 773 Exit 

Review Ramp Spacing Ramp spacing Tyler Van Zandt 8 1 1 The exit ramp from rest stop and exit ramp from rest area sometimes 
make for tricky situations when exiting on to FM16 from 20. 

113 IID_C_14 FM 314 to CR 426 

Construct southside frontage 
road; convert northside to one-
way frontage road after south is 
completed 

Frontage road 
conversion Tyler Van Zandt 

/Smith 10 4 1 It would greatly effect flow of traffic in the area. 

123 IID_CAP_38 

Future I-69 
crossing to 
Louisiana State 
border 

Widen from 4 to 6 lanes Added capacity Atlanta Harrison 14 1 2 

Please widen I-20 to 6- 8 lanes from Dallas, all the way to the Louisiana 
state line. Also add lanes that are forbidden for 18 wheeler traffic 

Yes, double the number of lanes from Louisiana to Dallas. The primary 
issue is a major increase in 4 wheel vehicles and 18 wheel vehicles, not 
ramp, bridge, interchange, or frontage road improvements. While those 
improvements may indeed be needed, they pale in comparison to the 
congestion. After traveling on I-20 for over 50 years, I totally avoid it 
now. 
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Number 

Improvement 
ID Location Description Project Type District County Agree Disagree Comments  

Count Public Comments 

124 

IID_RMP_287 FM 31 Lengthen 2 entrance ramps and 
2 exit ramps Ramp length Atlanta Harrison 12 1 0 None 

IID_C_18 FM 31 to FM 2199 
Convert 2-way frontage road to 
1-way frontage road. Fill in 
frontage road gaps. 

Frontage road 
conversion Atlanta Harrison 6 5 0 None 

IID_RMP_288 FM 2199 Lengthen 2 entrance ramps and 
1 exit ramp Ramp length Atlanta Harrison 11 1 0 None 

125 

IID_C_19 FM 2199 to US 80 
Convert 2-way frontage road to 
1-way frontage road. Fill in 
frontage road gaps 

Frontage road 
conversion Atlanta Harrison 3 2 0 None 

IID_FRGap_75 0.24 mile North of 
Butler Creek Fill frontage road gap, EB only Frontage road 

gap Atlanta Harrison 7 2 0 None 

IID_RMP_289 US 80 Lengthen 2 entrance ramps and 
1 exit ramp Ramp length Atlanta Harrison 8 1 0 None 
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4.4 Comment Form Summary 

As presented in Table 4-1, twenty-five responses were received during the 53-day period.  Participants were 
encouraged to provide general comments for locations along the I-20 Texas Corridor; the form was modeled 
after the comment form commonly supplied at a TxDOT public meeting. 

Participants expressed concerns about safety at multiple locations along the I-20 Texas Corridor. Potential 
solutions included lengthening entrance and exit ramps, replacing underpasses with bridges, eliminating left 
exits, relocating current entrance and exit ramps, providing frontage road access, and removing medians. One 
participant indicated their concern regarding the frontage road flooding issue in the Abilene area. 

Participants also expressed concerns about congestion at multiple locations along the I-20 Texas Corridor, 
especially in the areas that saw new residential or commercial development. Potential solutions included 
adding and widening lanes, improvements to traffic control devices at intersections. Signal timing 
improvements were also noted.   

In addition, participants indicated concerns regarding heavy vehicles traveling along the I-20 Texas Corridor. 
Participants proposed designated periods or travel lanes for heavy vehicles and raised bridge height to stop 
vehicle strikes. Participants were also interested in exploring options such as potential toll roads and 
alternative transportation modes such as railway systems.  
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Table 4-1: Feedback Submitted via Comment Form 

Comment Comment Employed 
by TxDOT 

Do 
business 

with 
TxDOT 

Could 
benefit 

monetarily 
from the 
project 

Zip Code 
(optional) 

#1 

There needs to be safety improvement to Business 83 and I20 in Abilene. Cars and 
especially trucks cannot get to highway speeds with the current circle on ramp and short 
takeoff lane. Longer on ramps should be added along West Overland Trail passed old Anson 
Road.    

79601  

#2 

Please, please, please widen from Hudson Oaks to Main Street Weatherford, both 
directions. This section is totally jammed and has so many accidents. Please review Old 
Dennis overpass. There are so many homes going in South of I20. At minimum, there needs 
to be a turnaround added at the WB exit of Old Dennis    

76087  

#3 

I-20 between Terrell and Weatherford had been undersized for years now. On the east side 
you need to double the number of lanes. Adding one or two lanes will not alleviate the 
problem. Possibly adding an upper or lower-level toll like 635 could reduce the traffic 
burden.    

75126  

#4 Appears very well thought out.    79556  

#5 

All entrance ramps in Abilene need to be lengthened to allow for safe merging onto I-20. 
Several of the entrance ramps, but particularly the ramps at Overland and Old Anson west 
bound and East Highway 80 and I-20 east bound just east of Elmdale Road North are 
extremely too short and unsafe.    

 

#6 In Abilene, I-20 and Loop 322 need a proper interchange built, not a four-way stop.     

#7 
So glad to hear that TXDOT is widening parts of I-20. This interstate makes me nervous 
every time I have to use it. The 18 wheelers are so close to your vehicle. Maybe this will 
help.    

75662  

#8 

I support the changes being made in and around Abilene including adding lanes, 
lengthening entrance and exit ramps, and replacing underpasses with bridges. If it is 
possible to eliminate the two left exits, that would be great, but perhaps expanding the 
freeway will help with the slow down before these two exits.    

79510  
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Comment Comment Employed 
by TxDOT 

Do 
business 

with 
TxDOT 

Could 
benefit 

monetarily 
from the 
project 

Zip Code 
(optional) 

the way to Merkel, personally. But at least trying to bring 3 into 2 heading west at Tye seems 
to be asking for trouble. Traffic coming west on 80 drops in at Tye, there is a entrance ramp 
right past that. 3 fuel stations, two with truck stop type traffic are all present in that one 
short space of freeway. On the good side, 2 into 3 heading east would let the 90 MPH 
people coming from Midland migrate left and have the inside lane so they could stop 
tailgating us slow pokes running 80~85. :~) 

#22 Do not expand I-20 in Arlington or other major urban areas. It is already big enough to 
handle traffic, and we don't need more lanes creating more noise, traffic, and pollution.    

76017  

#23 I20 should be at least 6 lanes from Dallas to Atlanta. We would all be better served by 
improving railroads along US80 corridor.    

 

#24 

The Abilene MPO put in numerous comments about frontage road flooding, problems with 
interchange at I-20 and US 83, and various other comments. I don't see any projects that 
capture those comments. Have any of the comments been incorporated in the report? Also 
all the public input comments what happened to them? Will there be an appendix that 
shows the comments?    

79605  

#25 
Well my suggestion may not be prudent I am still going to put it out. I suggest an alternate 
line for truckers. Those are my greatest concerns especially when you get near the large 
communities.    

75702  
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5 Conclusions 

An online interactive mapping tool was available from January 25, 2023, to March 19, 2023 (53 days) . 
Visitors to the online tool were encouraged to provide feedback on the proposed improvements. In addition to 
agreeing or disagreeing with a proposed improvement, participants were encouraged to provide comments.  

In the West-Odessa subarea, respondents expressed support and disagreement with the proposed 
improvement to convert the current two-way frontage road into a one-way frontage road at BI-20D West of 
Monahans to BI-20D E of Monahans. Several respondents noted a need for future improvements west of 
Odessa to Moss at the intersection of the I-20 Texas Corridor and Moss Avenue due to increased traffic, 
especially heavy vehicle traffic. A proposed new interchange improvement to accommodate the connection to 
future I-27 received significant positive feedback from participants. Fifty-one respondents agreed with the 
proposed improvement. Meanwhile, some respondents expressed concerns about some design details and 
may require additional follow up. Respondents were generally supportive of adding lanes throughout the 
corridor in the study area. 

In the West-Abilene/Brownwood subarea, one respondent had concerns regarding the bridge improvement at 
the location of Moore Field Road noting that an access road needs to be put in place along with any bridge 
improvement. The proposed frontage road conversion at the location of BI-20M West of Sweetwater to BI-20M 
East of Sweetwater received 18 agrees and 3 disagrees. Potential new interchange improvement to 
accommodate connection to future I-27 at US 87 received positive feedback from respondents. Respondents 
expressed their support in this initiative, although some had questions regarding the actual benefits resulting 
from the geometric design. Respondents were split regarding the proposed ramp improvement in the study 
area. They would like to see more evidence to justify the needs of designing and the costs of constructing 
some of the proposed entrance ramp and exit ramp improvements. They also expressed their concerns in 
terms of potential hazards resulting from metal pieces falling off from the oilfield trucks and trapping by the 
rumble strip grooves. Adding lanes throughout the corridor in the study area was generally supported by 
respondents, In addition to adding lanes, respondents would like to have the existing travel lanes repaved. 
Several respondents would like to see more lighting provided along the I-20 Texas Corridor in the study area, 
especially flashing red stop signs. 

In the Central subarea, respondents were supportive of the bridge rehabilitation/replacement SH 183 (34 
agrees, 0 disagrees). Two respondents noted traffic noise as an issue at this location. Respondents had 
concerns regarding the frontage road conversion from two-way to one-way from US 281 to SS 312. 13 
respondents disagreed with the improvement while 12 agreed. Two respondents indicated ramp 
improvements are needed at the I-635 interchange. Near the location of JJ Lemon and WB from US 77 
Entrance to South Polk Street Exit, several respondents indicated a need for additional lanes at the exits due to 
continuous traffic back up. At the location of SH 360, one respondent left a comment about the geometric 
design due to safety concerns. At the underpass at Hudson Oaks Drive, near Weatherford, 47 respondents 
agreed with the proposed safety improvement. One respondent suggested that TexRail investigate the 
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feasibility of extending the TexRail System to provide alternative travel options or providing additional access 
roads due to congestion. Adding lanes throughout the corridor in the study area was a supported improvement 
by most respondents.  

In the Eastern subarea, many respondents expressed concern regarding the frontage road improvement 
between FM 2965 and FM 47, which is proposed to convert the current two-way frontage road into one way 
frontage road. Eleven respondents disagreed with the proposed improvement and 5 agreed. Interchange 
improvement at the location of SL 281 East of Longview to address safety issues and to increase overhead 
clearance to meet freight corridor requirements, received a significant amount of positive feedback (20 
agrees). Respondents expressed their support for this improvement and noted that the area saw many ramp 
crashes and experienced congestion in the current conditions. Respondents generally supported proposed 
ramp improvements along the corridor in the study area and would like to see features such as traffic control 
devices lighting elements and improved ramp design. Adding lanes throughout the corridor in the study area 
was supported.   

 

 


