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OUR VALUES:  People • Accountability • Trust • Honesty 

OUR MISSION:  Through collaboration and leadership, we deliver a safe, reliable, and integrated transportation system that enables the movement of people and goods. 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 

ADDENDUM
JULY 2023

APPENDIX M – PROTECTED LANDS – FEIS Preferred Alternative/Blue Alternative 

US 380 MCKINNEY – Coit Road to FM 1827, Collin County 

CSJs 0135-02-065 and 0135-15-002; Dallas District

PURPOSE OF ADDENDUM: 

Following the two public hearings conducted for the DEIS including recommendation of the Blue Alternative 

(A+E+C) as the Preferred Alternative in February 2023, modifications to the Preferred Alternative/Blue 

Alternative were made to address ongoing coordination with the City of McKinney, the Town of Prosper, 

NTMWD, and in consideration of public input. While the development of the 95% Geometric Design 

Schematic for the Blue Alternative resulted in minor modifications in some areas to accommodate drainage 

improvements and address utility conflicts, Figure 1 illustrates areas where more substantial changes in the 

proposed ROW were made (requiring more or less ROW) as compared to the 60% Geometric Design 

Schematic for the Blue Alternative evaluated in the DEIS. The specific design changes made to the Blue 

Alternative are listed in Section 5.0 of the ROD, in the Summary of the Final Environmental Impact 

Statement, and in Section 2.4 of the FEIS. The resulting changes in impacts are captured in the FEIS. 

Figure 1 – Proposed ROW Changes Along the Blue Alternative 

A 

E 

C 



US 380 McKinney FEIS – Appendix M – Protected Lands Addendum – Preferred Alternative/Blue Alternative 2 

ADDITIONAL RESOURCES AND EFFECTS OF THE MODIFICATIONS MADE TO THE BLUE ALTERNATIVE 

FOLLOWING THE PUBLIC HEARINGS 

In January 2023, the Town of Prosper provided information regarding the planned development of three 

public park properties: 

▪ Rutherford Park – a 3.75 acre planned park along the north side of existing US 380, east of

Lakewood Drive. The Town is developing the park in partnership with Prosper Independent School

District (ISD) as they intend to build a nature center on the north side of the NRCS reservoir. All four

Build Alternatives would take ROW from the planned park as follows:

o Purple and Blue Alternative (Segment A) – approximately 1.22 acres

o Brown and Gold Alternatives (Segment B) – approximately 2.62 acres

▪ Ladera Park – a 5.2-acre park on Segment B and along the southwestern edge of the Ladera at

Prosper development (planned “55 and older” residential community) that would be maintained by

PR Ladera, LLC. Land for Ladera Park is being dedicated to the Town by the developer. The uses

within Ladera Park have not been established. The Brown and Gold Alternatives would take

approximately 1.17 acres from the planned park. The Purple and Blue Alternatives (Segment A)

would not affect Ladera Park.

▪ Wandering Creek Park – a 4.8-acre park on Segment B and along Rutherford Creek. Wandering

Creek Park is being dedicated as part of the Wandering Creek Development to the Town by the

developer. Uses within the planned park have not been established. The Brown and Gold

Alternatives would take approximately 4.66 acres from the planned park. The Purple and Blue

Alternatives (Segment A) would not affect Wandering Creek Park.

None of the three planned Town of Prosper parks were included in the Town’s 2015 Parks, Recreation, and 

Open Space Plan or the 2020 Hike & Bike Trail Master Plan as of July 2023. 

All three parks would be connected by a proposed trail system within the planned Rutherford Creek 

Greenbelt that is noted in the 2020 Hike & Bike Trail Master Plan, although no properties have been 

acquired within this greenbelt by the Town other than the three parks described above. 

Following the public hearings, TxDOT prepared a Section 4(f) de minimis determination for Rutherford Park 

(see Appendix M-1). 
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Final Environmental Impact Statement APPENDICES 

CSJs 0135-02-065 and 0135-15-002 – US 380 McKinney – Coit Road to FM 1827 

Appendix M-1:  Town of Prosper Planned Rutherford Park Section 4(f) de minimis Determination 



" 
Checklist for Section 4(f) De Minimis for Public Parks, Recreation Lands, 

L�'ua. Wildlife & Waterfowl Refuges, and Historic Properties

Main CSJ: 0135-02-065 

District(s): Dallas 

County(ies): Collin 

Property ID: Rutherford Park

 Property Name: Rutherford Park 

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project 
are being, or have been, carried-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated 
December 9, 2019, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT. 

The following checklist was developed as a tool to assist in streamlining the Section 4(f) De Minimis process and to ensure that 
all necessary information is documented in the File of Record (ECOS). 

What Type of Property is Being Evaluated? 

� A park, recreation land, or wildlife/waterfowl refuge 

D A historic property 

Section 4(f) Defining Criteria for Parks, Recreation, and Refuge Properties 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

Yes 

Is the property publicly owned? 

Is the property open to the public (except in certain cases for refuges)? 

Is the property's major purpose for park, recreation, or refuge activities? 

Is the property significant? 

Defining the Property's Significance 

Note: Significance is presumed in the absence of a determination with the official with jurisdiction. 

1. Yes Does the property play an important role in meeting the park, recreation, or refuge objectives for the 
official with jurisdiction? 

2. Yes Is the property's major purpose for park, recreation, or refuge activities? 

Establishing Section 4(f) Use of the Property 

1. Yes Does the project require a use (i.e., new right of way, new easement(s), etc.)? 

Standard 

TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division 
Effective Date: January 2020 

Version 6 

817.03.CHK 

Page 1 of2 



• Checklist for Section 4(() De Mini mis for Public Parks, Recreation lands, Wildlife & Waterfowl Refuges,

L-e:-- and Historic Properties

Establishing Section 4(f} De Minimis Eligibility 

1. Yes Was it determined that the project will not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes that make 
the property eligible for Section 4(f) protection? 

2. Yes Was a public notice and an opportunity for public review and comment provided? 
(This requirement can be satisfied in conjunction with other public involvement procedures, such as those for 

NEPA process) 

3. Yes Did the Official with Jurisdiction concur that the property was significant and that the proposed project 
meets ALL conditions of items above? 

Section 4(f) Use: 

The improvement of existing US 380 between Coit Road and N. Custer Road to an 8-lane freeway with 4/6 lane 
frontage road lanes would require the acquisition of approximately 1.22 acres of right-of-way from the planned 
Rutherford Park. The right-of-way needed would affect the proposed entrance drive to the park, but no additional 
park or recreational features or facilities.

Documentation 

The following MUST be attached to this checklist to ensure proper documentation of the Section 4(f) De Minimis: 

[Z] A detailed map of the Section 4(f) Property including current and proposed ROW; property
boundaries; access points for pedestrians and vehicles and existing and planned facilities. 

[Z] Street level photograph of the property 

[Z] Concurrence letter from Official with Jurisdiction 

[Z] Copy of WPD I Screen from ECOS. 

Standard 

TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division 
Effective Date: January 2020 

Version 6 

817.03.CHK 

Pagel of2 



Town of Prosper – Concept Plan for Rutherford Park

0135-02-065, 0135-03-053, and 0135-15-002 US 380 McKinney Coit Road to FM 1827, Collin County

Blue Alternative, Segment 

A, Proposed ROW

Planned Layout of 

Rutherford Park
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Parcel Location and Property Boundaries

0135-02-065, 0135-03-053, and 0135-15-002 US 380 McKinney Coit Road to FM 1827, Collin County

Planned Rutherford Park

NRCS Reservoir



Parcel Description

0135-02-065, 0135-03-053, and 0135-15-002 US 380 McKinney Coit Road to FM 1827, Collin County



95% Geometric Design Schematic Across Planned Rutherford Park

0135-02-065, 0135-03-053, and 0135-15-002 US 380 McKinney Coit Road to FM 1827, Collin County

Town of Prosper
Planned Rutherford Park 

(approx.)



View north from existing US 380 at property access gate

Views of the planned Rutherford Park parcel looking north from existing US 380

0135-02-065, 0135-03-053, and 0135-15-002 US 380 McKinney Coit Road to FM 1827, Collin County

View of center part of the parcel looking north from existing US 380
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Project Definition

Project 
Name: 

0135-02-065 US 380 Improvement McKinney

CSJ:   - -01350135 0202 065065
Anticipated Environmental Classification: 
EIS 

Yes  Is this an FHWA project that normally requires an EIS per 23 CFR 771.115(a)? 

 Project Association(s)

Auto Associate CSJ from DCIS

Manually Associate CSJ: 

Add

CSJ DCIS Funding
DCIS 

Number
Env Classification

DCIS 
Classification

Main or 
Associate

Doc 
Tracked In

Actions 

CSJ:013503053 Federal,State EIS RER Associate Main
CSJ:013515002 Federal,State EIS NNF Associate Main

 DCIS Project Funding and Location

Funding

DCIS Funding Type:

Federal  State  Local Private 

Location

DCIS Project Number: Highway: US 380

District:  DALLASDALLAS  County:  COLLINCOLLIN 

Project Limit -- From: COIT ROAD

Project Limit -- To: JCT US 380/BUS 380

Begin Latitude: +  . 33 2186740 Begin Longitude: -  . 96 8007410

End Latitude: +  . 33 2116104 End Longitude: -  . 96 6128879

 DCIS & P6 Letting Dates

DCIS District:  08/26 DCIS Approved:  DCIS Actual:  

P6 Ready To Let:  P6 Proposed Letting:  

 DCIS Project Description

Type of Work:



Layman's Description:



RECONSTRUCT EXISTING ROADWAY

DCIS Project Classification: RER RER -- REHABILITATE EXISTING ROADREHABILITATE EXISTING ROAD 

Design Standard: 4R 4R -- New Location and ReconstructionNew Location and Reconstruction 

Roadway Functional Classification: 3 3 -- Rural principal arterialRural principal arterial 

 Jurisdiction

Page 1 of 4
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NoNo  Does the project cross a state boundary, or require a new Presidential Permit or modification of an existing Presidential Permit? 

Who is the lead agency responsible for the approval of the entire project?

FHWA - Assigned to TxDOT  TxDOT - No Federal Funding FHWA - Not Assigned to TxDOT 

TXDOT  Who is the project sponsor as defined by 43 TAC 2.7? 

No  Is a local government's or a private developer's own staff or consultant preparing the CE documentation, EA or EIS? 

Yes  Does the project require any federal permit, license, or approval? 

USACE  IBWC USCG NPS IAJR Other 

No  Does the project occur, in part or in total, on federal or tribal lands? 

 Environmental Clearance Project Description

Project Area

Typical Depth of Impacts:  (Feet) 5 Maximum Depth of Impacts:  (Feet) 75

New ROW Required: (Acres) TBD

New Perm. Easement Required: (Acres) TBD New Temp. Easement Required: (Acres) TBD

Project Description

Describe Limits of All Activities:





The project extends along existing US 380 from Coit Road to FM 1827, a distance of approximately 
11.2 miles. New location alternatives are being considered to the north of McKinney, connecting 
Coit Road and FM 1827. The new location alternatives could be as long as 15.5 miles and may extend 
north of Bloomdale Road. The existing right-of-way along US 380 ranges in width from approximately 
130 feet to 180 feet, with the proposed freeway requiring approximately 330 feet to 350 feet of 
right-of-way. Additional right-of-way may be required to construct the proposed improvements. 

Describe Project Setting:

Page 2 of 4
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



GENERAL – The US 380 project will include areas around the western, northern, and eastern edges of 
the City of McKinney through areas of mixed suburban, rural residential, and agricultural uses. 
Many areas are planned for residential and mixed-use development, particularly in the vicinity of 
US 75.

SPECIFIC – The US 380 project is proposed around the western, northern, and eastern edges of the 
City of McKinney through areas of mixed suburban, rural residential, and agricultural uses. The 
western and northern portions of the study area are characterized by scattered suburban 
residential, rural “ranchette” residential, and scattered single family homes across an area of 
agricultural use. Traffic generators within the study area include a major employer along existing 
US 380 west of US 75 and large commercial developments along US 75 and near the airport and FM 
1827. 
• Western Portion of the Study Area includes numerous creeks and tributaries, a reservoir, 
therapeutic horsemanship facility, and a ballfield. Undeveloped areas are dominated by open 
pasture and crop lands, with upland oak/hackberry forest along fencerows and bottomland/riparian 
(pecan/ash/elm) forest cover common along drainages and streams. Wetlands are mapped along 
drainages and within floodplain areas. 
• Northern Portion of the Study Area parallels an existing road corridor and crosses US 75 
separating suburban residential development on the south from more rural residential and open land 
areas to the north. This portion of the study area includes parks, trails, a reservoir, 
cemeteries, County facilities, a school, and a college facility. Areas have been planned for mixed 
use development and several major water and electric utilities (existing and planned) extend 
through the area. Mapped wetland and floodplains are associated with the many creeks and 
tributaries that cross this portion of the study area.
• Eastern Portion of the Study Area is dominated by open agricultural and undeveloped 
properties with scattered single-family homes. A river, its tributaries, associated floodplains 
and mapped wetlands cover much of this portion of the study area. SH 5 and the DART rail line pass 
through the area on a southwest to northeast. Horse boarding facilities and industrial businesses 
are located along the eastern edge of the study area and north of US 380.

Describe Existing Facility:





US 380 is classified as a principal arterial carrying 6 travel lanes (3 in each direction) within 
a variable right-of-way width of approximately 130 to 180 feet. Connections to cross streets 
(including SH 5) are at-grade with the exception of the grade-separated interchange at US 380/US 
75. A Variable width grassed/paved median (some landscaping), curb & gutter, and sidewalks are 
present throughout the corridor until near Airport Drive where the roadway narrows to 4 travel 
lanes (2 in each direction) and drainage transitions to open ditch. The grade-separated 
interchange at US 380/US 75 consists of a concrete girder bridge. A concrete girder bridge spans 
the crossing of US 380 over the East Fork of the Trinity River just east of Airport Drive.

Describe Proposed Facility:





US 380 is proposed to be an eight-lane, access-controlled freeway with one-way frontage roads on 
each side within an anticipated right-of-way width of between 330 to 350 feet depending on 
location. (Frontage roads may be eliminated, and the primary travel lanes may be depressed/lowered 
or elevated (on bridge/viaduct) to minimize impacts on sensitive resources). The freeway facility 
would also include ramps, direct connector roadways, frontage roads, and arterial roadways to 
support connectivity to the existing roadway network. Grade-separated interchanges would be 
constructed at major crossroads including US 75/ SH 5 (possible multi-level interchange), existing 
US 380 (both project termini), and other major local connectors as determined needed and feasible. 
The typical freeway section would consist of: 4 12-foot-wide travel lanes in each direction, 12 
foot-wide turn lanes, 10 foot-wide inside shoulders (4 foot-wide may be considered in some 
locations), and 10 foot-wide outside shoulders. Ramps would be 14 feet-wide with 2 foot-wide 
inside shoulders and 6 foot-wide outside shoulders, with curb & gutter. Bridges/overpasses along 
the main lanes would have a desirable vertical clearance of 18.5 feet (minimum of 16.5 feet); 
vertical clearance over railroads would be 23.5 feet. Ramps, direct connector roadways, frontage 
roads, and arterial roadway improvements would follow similar design criteria. Median barriers 
would be included. As the study advances, the following decisions will be made based on location 
and to minimize impacts if appropriate: bridge/structure type, type/location of 
permanent/temporary easements, minimum ROW width (compressed sections), locations of 
depressed/lowered roadway sections, lighting/signage/ITS.
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Would the project add capacity? Yes 

 Transportation Planning
Yes  Is the project within an MPO's boundaries? 

No  Does the project meet the definition for a grouped category for planning and programming purposes? 

The project is located in area.Non-Attainment/Maintenance 
This status applies to:

CO - Carbon Monoxide O3 - Ozone NO2 - Nitrogen Dioxide
PM10 - Particulate PM2.5 - Particulate

 Environmental Clearance Information

Environmental Clearance Date:  Environmental LOA Date:  

Closed Date:  Archived Date:  

Approved Environmental Classification: 

 Project Contacts

Created By: Christine Polito Date Created: 07/08/2020

Project Sponsor:  TXDOT (Or)  Local Government 

Sponsor Point Of 
Contact: 

Christine Polito - Environmental Specialist 

ENV Core Team 
Member: 

Michelle Lueck - Project Manager

District Core Team 
Member: 

Christine Polito - Environmental Specialist 

Other Point of Contact(s):




Last 
Updated 

By: 
Christine Polito Last Updated Date: 03/29/2021 01:45:46 
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Final Environmental Impact Statement APPENDICES 

CSJs 0135-02-065 and 0135-15-002 – US 380 McKinney – Coit Road to FM 1827 

Appendix M-2:  McKinney Future Parkland "Douglas Tract" Blanket Easement 
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