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-----Original Message----- 

From: 

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2018 6:57 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 

Subject: no bypass 380 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

 

Good afternoon Stephen, 

 

I hope my note finds you well and you find it in your heart to vote no on the 380 bypass.it will disturb the bee habitat 

and leave many families without much needed local honey. 

 

Thank you, 

 

 

Sent from my iPhone 

 

Sent from my iPhone 

 

 

Sent from my iPhone 

 

[A Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) message]<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-

3A__www.txdot.gov_inside-2Dtxdot_media-2Dcenter_featured.html&d=DwIFAg&c=pgTKN5yjcEYSPUPpeP-

zuA&r=Do0hs007mNVABlxnQFgFRZAuXXi2aQYL-

ZYagjMaLV0&m=33oz16uKsHiVAVW1styfgdskxmftEz8Jzl3y8_ABNjY&s=XIL2lySfVli-l1A_-

Jq_Nptu5TUOxT63q3sSE5RMgQ4&e=> 
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 013542-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04432, 0135-05426

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project All written comments arewelcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

3 uppor& —1-he GReEN Qlianmeflt hr ftfuicq 3S’O
Ths ‘ s ÷e opfima and ms e’c,ent
-fiji’ ra..s- West +rct-P-P-,b t*v’Ot&,h ThCKinney
ftnS frosper. A Is WI necessary1

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project are being, or have been, earned-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: cAc. Dcue
ADDRESS: 39SLU IOsA’v Pun\- Ct

CITY: ?i)spL.( STATE: Is Zip: 1cuY



*
Texas

Depanment
of Tran5podaUon

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 01 35-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday. October 4, 2018 Tuesday, October 9, 2018 Thursday. October 11, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Collin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School
Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

I am opposed to the excessive time, costs, and plain inconvenience a bypass would cause as proposed
bu TYPOT rc—Rfl h c haen j cc,p fnr Ver nv rnprnH hw rh number nf prnjent

that have been completed and scheduled to be completed. Constructing a bypass north of current
US—38fl does not address the issxe at hand: US—360 cannot accommodate current traffic levels,

and will only get worse as Ccllin County grows in population. Regardless of a bypass, GS—380 will
need improvements. That means not only will hundreds of millions of taxpayer dollars be spent
on a bypass, but more money will be spent on improving current 135—380. The Right—of—Way is for
the most part owned by the State, which mear.s less property will need to be purchased. The
presentation on October 4 even stated improving 138—380 on the current footprint will allow for
more traffic capacity versus a bypass. There are also substantial concerns with’naving multiple
Limited Access Roadways located so close ir. proximity through MoKinney. It affects those who
chose to live north of US—380, and the suburban way of life, to a more high density, or even
commerciai community. The home values win officially be halted at an arbitrary value, and home
owners will be forced to disclose this planned highway, even though it could possibly be 20 years
away rrom oertair.ty. As a resloent wno woulo nave tnis treeway witnin 100 yaros or my rront
door, I adamantly oppose this bypass. 136—380 must be fixed or. 138—380.

Yni, Hn nnt cn flTJ gj nrrl i—fm 1w Hnmp f-’i nfl hii 1 t nnvt
-

—— .2 —— -

to existing 70 mph freeways. Why should a new freeway be
located next to existing single-family homes???

; . .

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME; Amanda Fernandez

ADDRESS:



Texas
Deparfrnent

of Tmnspoflailon

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 01 35-03-048, 01 35-04-032, 01 35-05-026

October 9, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

)ftrn (2lleYfted thCU o hqy&s iuiII wreaic
h&\’o& On fXIS*1?tCI flonnesi eWcI U land
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ft.Uq -fbr bu.snese’ but tho bt.s)nees ave,
th ute of mu1i ffaffic Thtu will cone2,
evm w;%h chHp5s. I um &o ai-foLfrzirL9 uHet(
q*. ?MIS oc /iow hqpass wcuid a.%&1- niq
fle\qYior hooA If tWDTIS lth t1u +hc be- decIsfrb)
Arxnr needs1) the a.Phse WErwrn.
ixnY W&5 cjraxdM approval sep1- zp bnnqHtg the
DYt c Vwñtes hich.et ffriiui repch1dJc

(Per Texas Transportation ode, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

LI I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed b FHWA and TxDOT

NAME:

ADDRESS:

Vr\ burt

CITY:
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Texas
Department

olTtansponauon -

Thursday, October 4, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School

Tuesday. October 9, 2016
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Collin College Central Park Campus
Conference Center

Thursday, October 11. 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

comments are

§201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
\çy,/(

the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: &rv-f c_cni
ADDRESS:

CITY:

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0136-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135.03-048, 013544-032, 013545-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project MI written comments am
- welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by Octbber 26, 2018.

Please Print

uppvr& -Pke GREEN Qli’c7nflnent yCprf-q93,
Th’ +,e ophma CLflCI mosf eF6benf
ar’ ra.s-- Wesfr &of-&,c thvcu ThKinney
cLnc frosper. A h9ypaS IS &tfll7eCeSSCtry

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
IJ I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 ofUnderstanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:

______________________________________

ADDRESS:

City:

_____



Texas

of Tmnspcetaln,

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

ColOn County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11422, 013542459,013543448, 013544432,013545-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments arewelcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

gst ke-e SS’O

j1gss c/4fpL17 tX CPposper
/5

tMofr (sf/q fix V

J1v 2?C èepn1 .2se½ ov.

e4-ect- /%uulpw4.€rs MIh ./fl/1/
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%3 M’D prt

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws forthis pmject are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum ofUnderstanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDQT.

NAME: 1Pt
ADDRESS:

CITY:



































US Highway 380 Comments - October 25, 2018

RIGHT-OF-WAY (ROW) ISSUES 

The incremental increase in the ROW’s footprint is overstated by opponents to 

improving US HIGHWAY 380 within its current alignment. 

GREEN OPTION 
The additional ROW requirement for the proposed Green alignment is 3 to 4 times less 

than required for the Red option.    

• There may be opportunities to further reduce the additional ROW requirement with 

engineering designs that compress the freeway’s footprint, including depressing the 

roadbed and cantilevering the service roads over the freeway. 

• The freeway may also be designed to meander along its current centerline to 

minimize displacements along the corridor. 

• Commercial displacements that can’t be avoided tend to adjust quickly to the new 

competitive environment brought on by improving US Highway 380 to a limited access 

highway. 

RED OPTION 
The full-width ROW required for the proposed Red alignment option is transformative.  

McKinney’s Comprehensive Plan was adopted on October 2, 2018.  The Land Use and 

Development component utilizes information from the Plan’s market analysis to create a 

unique environment that captures the purpose and intent of its district strategies for a 

One McKinney 2040. 

• The Red option will required a full width ROW, not an incremental increase ROW.   As 

result, the Red option has almost twice the number of residential property impacts and 

displacements when compared to the Green Option.   
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US Highway 380 Comments - October 25, 2018

• The residential impacts will defined by how they divide and transform neighborhoods.  

The Red option will divide the Plan’s Northridge, Honey Creek, and East Fork 

Districts.  It will also traverse the Scenic District just north of it southern boundary. 

• The ROW will also divide Prosper Independent School District’s (PISD) attendance 

area north and south of Bloomdale Road, with the proposed high school site located 

the north side of Bloomdale Road.  The attendance area from Custer Road to Ridge 

Road will be separated from the student populations west of Custer Road that may 

also attend the proposed new high school.  

RED OPTION “B” 
The Red option “B” conflicts with the City of Prosper’s Comprehensive Plan.  It would 

require changes to its Land Use and Development Plan and Master Thoroughfare Plan 

elements of the Plan.   

• The Town of Prosper adopted a resolution on October 15 reaffirming the Town’s 

opposition to Red Option “B”.  This option was proposed to TxDOT by County Judge 

Kieth Self at a meeting of the Commissioners Court in May 2018 (conflict of interest?), 

the residents of his community (Tucker Hill), and the developer of Tucker Hill.   

US HIGHWAY 380 COMMERCIAL CORRIDOR

There is a misconception regarding the impacts imposed on the commercial 

corridor along US Highway 380’s current alignment.  The number of business 

displacements, future development, and utility relocation presented in TxDOT’s 

evaluation does not consider development and redevelopment along the corridor 
over the next 10 to 15 years. 

GREEN OPTION 
The evaluation should consider how these cost impacts will evolve over time.  Let’s 

assume the project is 10 to 15 years away. 

• The corridor will experience development and redevelopment during this period.  

Commercial properties continue to invest in their properties to remain competitive in 
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US Highway 380 Comments - October 25, 2018

the regional marketplace.  The Green option provides the opportunity to anticipate the 

future opportunities for investment in redeveloping and developing the corridor. 

• With the ROW defined, development and redevelopment will occur outside the 

proposed ROW.  The City of McKinney will be able to negotiate to have the ROW 

dedicated or exchanged for development fees or special conditions the development 

or redevelopment might require. 

• In time, the number of business replacements and ROW acquisition costs will begin to 

evaporate.   

• As development and redevelopment occurs the City of McKinney will continue to 

benefit from the commercial and economic growth along the corridor. 

• The same can be said about the utility relocation costs.  Demand for services may 

require systems upgrades.  These customer driven upgrades can be competed within 

the designated utility locations for the limited access highway. 

• The aesthetics of under-grounding utility poles will also project a competitive present-

day commercial corridor.   

RED OPTION 
Commercial development along the Red option will not occur until the freeway nears 

completion.  Thus, any economic benefit the City of McKinney may receive is deferred.  

There is also the question whether any economic development will occur given the Red 

option’s close proximity to US Highway 380’s commercial corridor and the Collin County 

Northern Loop. 

TRAFFIC ISSUES

Of the proposed three alignment options, the Green alignment best satisfies the 

region’s future travel demand.   

GREEN OPTION 
McKinney’s Comprehensive Plan, One McKinney 2040, was adopted on October 2, 

2018.  The Master Thoroughfare Plan (MTP) is an integral part of the Comprehensive 
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US Highway 380 Comments - October 25, 2018

Plan.  It is the foundation of McKinney’s transportation policy direction and long-term 

vision to meet the City’s future travel needs.  Upgrading US Highway 380 to a limited 

access highway in its current alignment conforms with the MTP as a major regional 

highway.  The limited access highway, TxDOT’s proposed “Green” option, would join 

121 Sam Rayburn Tollway to the south, US Highway 75 to the east, and the Collin 

County Outer Loop as Major Regional Highways well positioned to meet McKinney’s 

and the region’s future travel needs.   

• The One McKinney 2040 Master Thoroughfare Plan includes four (4) arterial east-

west roads, twenty-two (22) traffic lanes, between US Highway 380’s current 

alignment and the Collin County Outer Loop to the north from Custer Road to US 

Highway 75.   

✴ Wilmeth Road - 4-lane Greenway Arterial (1 mile north of US Highway 380) 

✴ Bloomdale Road - 6-lane Principal Arterial (2 Miles north of US Highway 380) 

✴ Laud Howell Parkway 6-lane Greenway Arterial (3 miles north of US Highway 380) 

✴ Unnamed 6-lane Major Arterial 4 miles north of US Highway 380, and 1+ miles 

south of the Collin County Outer Loop)  

• South of US Highway 380’s current alignment and north of 121 tollway the One 

McKinney Master Thoroughfare Plan includes just two east-west roads, twelve (12) 

traffic lanes. 

✴ Virginia Parkway - 6  Lane Major Arterial (1 mile south of US Highway 380) 

✴ Eldorado Parkway - 6 Lane Greenway Arterial (3 miles south of US Highway 380, 

and 5 1/2 miles north of 121 Sam Rayburn Tollway).  Between Hardin and US 

Highway 75 (1 1/2 miles) the arterial road is reduced to 4 lanes. 

Currently, there is no east-west arterial road north of US Highway 380 between Custer 

Road and US Highway 75.  ALL of the developments north of US Highway 380 traveling 

east or west must use US Highway 380, which contributes to its congestion.  Building 

out (constructing) the 4 arterials north of US Highway 380 would relieve much of the 

current and future congestion on US Highway 380.  These roads would also provide a 
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US Highway 380 Comments - October 25, 2018

temporary detour to relieve traffic congestion on US Highway 380 during construction of 

the limited access highway. 

RED OPTION 
TxDOT’s proposed “Red” option would move the limited access highway two miles north 

of the highway’s current alignment.  This option does not conform to McKinney’s 

Comprehensive Plan’s, One McKinney 2040, Master Thoroughfare Plan will required a 

complete evaluation to address the local and regional mobility issues caused by 

adopting the proposed Red alignment option. 

• The US highway 380/US Highway 75 interchange would be 2 3/4 mile north and 1 

mile east of the current interchange.    

• Virgina Parkway may experience an increase in east-west traffic as commuters from 

Frisco travel through Stonebridge Ranch on the 6-lane arterial avoiding University 

Drive (US Highway 380) and the Red option bypass/loop to reach US Highway 75.  

• Eldorado Parkway will also experience increase in east-west traffic from Frisco to US 

Highway 75.  Stonebridge Ranch homeowners will likely push to have Eldorado 

Parkway between Harden Blvd. and US Highway 75 changed from a 4-lane 

Greenway to a 6-lane Greenway to accommodate the additional traffic, and relieve 

congestion on Virginia Parkway. 

• The additional automobile emissions must be taken into consideration.   

✴ The bypass loop would add 5 to 6 miles (10 to 12 miles a day roundtrip) to a 

commute connecting to US Highway 75 southbound. 

✴ Residents along the proposed Red option alignment will be exposed to new and 

increased levels of emissions from vehicles and trucks. 

• TxDOT’s proposed Red option will increase east-west traffic on 1st Street, Prosper 

Trail, and Frontier Parkway as commuters seek alternatives to travel north on Preston 

Road, avoiding the US Highway 380 service road/Preston Road intersection.   

✴ The Town of Prosper need to revise its Master Thoroughfare Plan to address the 

increase in traffic caused by the Red alignment option. 
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US Highway 380 Comments - October 25, 2018

RED OPTION “B” 
TxDOT’s evaluation of the Red Option “B” alignment found it to have a lower safety 

rating than the Green and the Red Option “A” alignments. 

• The lower safety rating may translate into increased demand for public safety services 

from the Town of Prosper, and the costs of these services borne by its residents. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Attachment: US Highway 380 Route Comparison Matrix
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US Highway 380 Route Comparison Matrix

Key Factors Proposed Green Option                                    
Cost Road to FM 1827

Proposed Bypass Option“A”                        
Coit Road to FM 1827

Proposed Bypass Option “B”                        
Coit Road to FM 1827

Comparative Evaluation               
(Negative and Positive Impacts)

Project Costs 
Source: Feasibility 
Update Oct. 4

• Proposed Green Option is approximately 
11 miles in length.  TxDOT’s estimated 
cost is $916 million, or $83 million per 
mile.  The estimate includes construction, 
ROW, and utility relocation. 

• TxDOT’s $916 million estimate includes 
the cost to depress the ROW (approx. 1 
mile) between Tucker Hill and Stonebridge 
Ranch neighborhoods and the required 
ROW (approximately 4 miles) east of US 
Highway 75.  

• Proposed Red Option “A” is approximately 
16 miles in length.  TxDOT’s estimated 
cost is $748 million, or $47 million per 
mile.  The estimate includes construction, 
ROW, and utility relocation. 

• Is the $103 million difference in cost 
between RED Option “A” and “B” the 
estimated cost to depress the ROW 
(approx. 1 mile) between Tucker Hill and 
Stonebridge Ranch neighborhoods?  

• Proposed Red Option “B” is approximately 
14 miles in length.  TxDOT’s estimated 
cost is $645 million, or $46 million per 
mile.  The estimate includes construction, 
ROW, and utility relocation.

• Red Option “B” appears to be the lowest 
cost option.  However, some of the ROW 
and utility relocation cost could be reduced 
with development along the commercial 
corridor, and other Key Factors may prove  
the Green Option to be the best option.

Engineering 
Analysis

• Depressing the ROW between Tucker Hill 
and Stonebridge Ranch will reduce the 
right of way requirement and mitigating 
noise impacts.  Cantilevering the service 
roads is an important design element in 
this approximate 1 mile section of the 
project.  

• The 5 1/2 mile section from Custer Road 
and US Highway 75 should have no more 
than 5 on-and-off ramps designed for the 
project; Arterial Roads…Custer Road, 
Ridge Road, Lake Forest Drive, Harden 
Blvd., and Community Drive.

• Depressing the ROW between Tucker Hill 
and Stonebridge Ranch will reduce the 
right of way requirement and mitigating 
noise impacts.  Cantilevering the service 
roads is an important design element in 
this approximate 1 mile section of the 
project.  

• The 5 1/2 mile section from Custer Road 
and US Highway 75 should have no more 
than 5 on-and-off ramps designed for the 
project; Arterial Roads…Custer Road, 
Ridge Road,  Lake Forest Drive, Harden 
Blvd., and Community Drive. 

• Additional engineering or relocation costs 
may be required to mitigate the impacts 
related to crossing the two major flood 
plains (Wilson Creek, and the East Fork of 
the Trinity River).  See related comments 
under Water Resources and Flood Plains.

• The 5 1/2 mile section from Custer Road 
and US Highway 75 should have no more 
than 5 on-and-off ramps designed for the 
project; Custer Road, Ridge Road, Lake 
Forest Drive, Harden Blvd., and 
Community Drive.   

• Additional engineering or relocation costs 
may be required to mitigate the impacts 
related to crossing the two major flood 
plains (Wilson Creek, and the East Fork of 
the Trinity River).  See related comments 
under Water Resources and Flood Plains.

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option:  The Green Option and 
Red Option “A” proposal to depress the 
ROW between Tucker Hill and 
Stonebridge Ranch, and east of US 
Highway 75 will significantly reduce the 
right of way requirement and mitigates 
noise impacts for both sections of the 
project.  Cantilevering the service roads is 
also an important design element further 
reducing the project’s ROW requirements.  

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Options “A” and “B”:   Additional 
engineering or relocation costs may be 
required to mitigate the impacts related to 
constructing new crossings for two major 
flood plains (Wilson Creek and the East 
Fork of the Trinity River).

Right of Way (ROW) 
Requirements

• The additional ROW requirement for US 
Highway 380 appears to be minimal when 
compared to that required for the proposed 
proposed Red Options “A” and “B”.  The 
per foot land costs are estimated to be 
twice the cost projected for proposed Red 
Options “A” and “B”. 

• The ROW for the Green proposal can 
meander north and south of US Highway 
380’s current alignment to minimize any 
disruption or displacement.

• The proposed Red Option “A” will need to 
purchase the full ROW, which is estimated 
to require 3 to 4 times the additional right 
of way required for US Highway 380.

• The proposed Red Option “B” will need to 
purchase the full ROW, which is estimated 
to require 3 to 4 times the additional right 
of way required for US Highway 380. 

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option:  The Row requirement is 
incremental and has minimal impact on 
residential properties and communities.  
The additional ROW may be donated as 
development and redevelopment of 
property occurs during the 10 years 
leading up to the freeway’s construction.   

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Options “A” and “B”:  ROW 
requirements will require the relocation of 
families and impose significant impacts on 
adjoining residential properties.  Greater 
weight should be given to the negative 
impacts placed on families when 
compared to commercial properties.

Key Factors

Prepared By: 
Ben Pruett 
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Existing and 
Planned Utilities

• This is a 10 to 15 year project.  During this 
period utility will likely experience growth 
and upgrade their systems to meet 
customer demand in the commercial 
sector. 

• Electric utilities will likely be relocated 
underground as their facilities are 
upgraded to meet customer demand.  
Upgrades will likely be installed outside the 
the proposed freeway ROW. 

• Existing utilities primarily serve rural 
McKinney and incorporated properties.  
Utilities will be updated as growth 
demands.  Commercial growth in this area 
is likely to lag the growth on US Highway 
380. 

• Existing utilities primarily serve rural 
McKinney and incorporated properties.  
Utilities will be updated as growth 
demands.  Commercial growth in this area 
is likely to lag the growth on US Highway 
380. 

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option:  Business development 
and redevelopment along the freeway 
corridor will cause utility system upgrades 
and new services during the next 10 to 15 
years.  Utility relocations not related to the 
project should be backed out of the 
project’s estimated utility costs. 

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Options “A” and “B”:  The majority, 
if not all, of the utility relocation costs will 
not be project related.

Traffic Analysis      
US Highway 380

• US Highway 380, proposed Green Option, 
currently well situated at Custer Road.  
The highway is positioned halfway 
between 121 Sam Rayburn Tollway (6.5 
miles) and the proposed Collin County 
Northern Loop (5 miles).. 

• The projects goal is to provide east-to-
west and west-to-east traffic relief on US 
Highway 380.  The freeway would be 
designed to flow through McKinney at 
freeway speed (70 mph).

• Traffic on proposed Red Option “A” will 
likely be assigned a lower Engineering 
Service Rating (lower speed limit) due to 
traffic slowing to negotiate curves west of 
US 75, between US 75 and US Highway 
380’s current alignment, and east of 
Tucker Hill. 

• The Dallas North Tollway between Trinity 
Mills Road and Keller Springs Road may 
offer a comparative design.  Crash data for 
this 65 mph stretch of the DNT should be 
considered and evaluated.

• Traffic on proposed Red Option “B” will 
likely be assigned a lower Engineering 
Service Rating (lower speed limit) due to 
traffic slowing to negotiate curves west of 
US 75, between US 75 and US 380’s 
current alignment, and and west of Custer 
Road. 

• Red Option “B” has the higher safety risk 
than the Green and Red Option “A”.  The 
safety risk is in the design where Red 
Option “B” crosses Custer Road at an 
angle (Reference: TxDOT Alignment 
Revisions Evaluation 10/04).  

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option:  The Green Option will 
provide a straight line of travel designed 
for freeway speed, up to 70 mph. 

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Options “A” and “B”:                   
Red Option “B” has a higher safety risk 
than the other two options. 
The road design will likely require lower 
speed limit on Red Options “A” and “B” to 
provide safe travel as drivers negotiate the 
freeway curves and fight to remain in their 
travel lanes.

Traffic Analysis 
Arterial Roads

• US Highway 380 (proposed Green Option) 
at Custer Road is currently located halfway 
between 121 Sam Rayburn Tollway (6.5 
miles) and the proposed Collin County 
Northern Loop (5 miles). 

• Conforms with One MCKinney 2040 
Comprehensive Plan.   

• The buildout of the Comprehensive Plan’s 
arterial roads north of US Highway 380’s 
current alignment will relieve traffic local 
traffic issues, including arterials south of 
US Highway 380.  East-west roads north 
of US Highway 380 (Bloomdale Road, 
Laud Howell Parkway, and an unnamed 
arterial)  are not currently improved as 
arterial roads.

• US Highway 380’s proposed Red Option 
“A” will be 2 miles north of its current 
location, which then puts 121 Sam 
Rayburn Tollway 8.5 miles south and the 
proposed Collin County Northern Loop 
within 3 miles to the north. 

• The Red Option “A” interchange with US 
Highway 75 will be 2.6 miles further north 
and 1 mile further east of its current 
location. 

• Does not relieve traffic on Virginia Parkway 
and Eldorado Parkway as travelers from 
Frisco traverse the City of McKinney.

• US Highway 380’s proposed Red Option 
“A” will be 2 miles north of its current 
location, which then puts 121 Sam 
Rayburn Tollway 8.5 miles south and the 
proposed Collin County Northern Loop 
within 3 miles to the north. 

• The Red Option “A” interchange with US 
Highway 75 will be 2.6 miles further north 
and 1 mile further east of its current 
location. 

• Does not relieve traffic on Virginia Parkway 
and Eldorado Parkway as travelers from 
Frisco traverse the City of McKinney. 

• Increases traffic in the Town of Prosper on 
1st Street, Prosper Trail, and Frontier 
Parkway as commuters travel between 
Proposed Red Option “B” to Preston Road 
to travel north.

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option:  Centrally located between 
121 Sam Rayburn Tollway and the 
proposed Collin County Northern Loop. 
Conforms with One McKinney 2040 
Comprehensive Plan 

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Options “A” and “B”:  Increases 
traffic in Town of Prosper on 1st Street, 
Prosper Trail and Frontier Parkway.  Does 
not relieve traffic on arterials in McKinney 
sooth of existing US Highway 380.

Proposed Green Option                                    
Cost Road to FM 1827

Proposed Bypass Option“A”                        
Coit Road to FM 1827

Proposed Bypass Option “B”                        
Coit Road to FM 1827

Comparative Evaluation               
(Negative and Positive Impacts)Key Factors
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Existing and 
Planned Residential 
Developments

• One McKinney 2040 Comprehensive Plan 
Takes a proactive approach to the 
planning process by reaching out to the 
community to gather public input in 
developing its Land Use Plan.

• Red Option “A” would create a freeway 
barrier and negative impacts which are 
inconsistent with the development patterns 
and character envisioned by the One 
McKinney 2040 Comprehensive Plan.  For 
example, the Northridge District is divided 
creating a north and south Northridge 
District.  The high school attendance area 
is also divided into an area south of 
proposed Red Option “A” and the other 
south of the proposed freeway. 

• Imposes negative impacts on upwards of 
11 residential developments many of which 
are in their planning or construction phase.

• Red Option “B” would create a freeway 
barrier and negative impacts which are 
inconsistent with the development patterns 
and character envisioned by the One 
McKinney 2040 Comprehensive Plan.  For 
example, the Northridge District is divided 
creating a north and south Northridge 
District.  The high school attendance area 
is also divided into an area south of 
proposed Red Option “B” and the other 
south of the proposed freeway. 

• Conflicts with the Town of Prosper’s 
Comprehensive Plan and the planned 
residential development in the southeast 
corner of the Town’s corporate limits. 

• This option would impact upwards of 11 
residential developments many of which 
are in their planning or construction phase. 
This option would also divide the Walnut 
Grove community. 

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option:  The Green Option 
conforms with One McKinney 2040 
Comprehensive Plan. 

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Options “A” and “B”:  The Red 
Options conflicts with and does not 
support the Town of Prosper’s 
Comprehensive Plan, and One McKinney 
2040 Comprehensive Plan.  The Options 
will negatively impact a significant number 
of yet to be completed residential 
developments, and the high school 
attendance area is negatively impacted as 
well.

Existing and 
Planned Commercial 
Developments

• The project should consider the current 
businesses located along US 380, but it 
should be weighted by the fact that this 
project is 10 to 15 years out and much of 
US Highway 380’s commercial corridor will 
experience redevelopment or growth 
under the City of McKinney’s 2040 Plan.  
The City of McKinney should be able to 
minimize further impacts in the Green 
Option’s  commercial corridor. 

• Existing or planned significant commercial 
developments are not currently planned 
along Red Option “A”.  

• Existing or planned significant commercial 
developments are not currently planned 
along Red Option “B”.  

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option:  The commercial corridor 
will likely go through a transition over the 
next 10 to 15 years.  Impact on 
commercial properties can me minimized 
through planning and zoning by the City of 
McKinney during the 10 plus years leading 
up to construction. 

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Options “A” and “B”:  Commercial 
development is likely to occur along this 
corridor for several years after 
construction. 

Costs and Economic 
Development

• Upgrading US Highway 380 to a freeway 
will have significant costs, including time of 
delay.  However, the economic growth the 
City of McKinney will experience from the 
Green Option’s commercial corridor will 
significantly offset the costs associated 
with the projects construction.  Additionally, 
once the corridor is selected and the right 
of way defined commercial investment and 
development will begin.

• Red Option “A” will also have significant 
costs.  Economic development will lag the 
development US Highway 380 will 
experience.  Speculators may begin to 
purchase property along the corridor but 
investors will withhold development along 
the corridor until they are assured a return 
on their investment; e.g., Red Option “A” is 
nearing completion.

• Red Option “B” will also have significant 
costs.  Economic development will lag the 
development US Highway 380 will 
experience.  Speculators may begin to 
purchase property along the corridor but 
investors will withhold development along 
the corridor until they are assured a return 
on their investment; e.g.,Red Option “B” is 
nearing completion.

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option:  While the project will incur 
significant construction and disruption of 
businesses during construction, the long 
term financial benefits and perception of 
McKinney as a city planning for its future 
far outweigh the project’s costs. 

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Options “A” and “B”:  Economic 
growth in these two options will be delayed 
until the freeway project nears completion.

Land Use and 
Parkland

• Conforms to One McKinney 2040 plan.  
Greenbelt Park (future) is planned as part 
of Wilson Creek’s Flood Plain. 

• The Green Option impacts significantly 
less acreages of land as compared to all 
other options.

• Red Option “A” will negatively impact the 
On McKinney 2040 plan for trails and 
open space amenities along Wilson Creek 
and Stover Creek.  

• Red Option “B” will negatively impact the 
On McKinney 2040 plan for trails and 
open space amenities along Wilson 
Creek.  

• Conflicts with the Town of Prosper’s 
Comprehensive Plan 

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT   
Green Option:  Significantly impacts less 
acreages of land.  Supports One 
McKinney 2040 Plan for trails and open 
space amenities. 

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Options “A” and “B”:  Impacts One 
McKinney Plan for trails and open space.  
Conflicts with the Town of Prosper’s 
Comprehensive Plan.

Proposed Green Option                                    
Cost Road to FM 1827

Proposed Bypass Option“A”                        
Coit Road to FM 1827

Proposed Bypass Option “B”                        
Coit Road to FM 1827

Comparative Evaluation               
(Negative and Positive Impacts)Key Factors
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Water Resources 
and Flood Plains

• The bridges crossing the two major 
waterways and flood plains at Wilson 
Creek and the East Fork of the Trinity 
River will require widening or 
reconstruction to accommodate the the 
proposed limited access highway and 
service roads. 

Reference - FEMA revised flood maps for 
Collin County on June 7, 2017            
Wilson Creek 

• A new bridge would be required at Wilson 
Creek and its flood plain. 

East Fork of the Trinity River 

• As Option “A” crosses US 75 a significant 
bridge will be required as it enters and 
crosses the East Fork of the Trinity River 
and its sizable flood plain.  

• The freeway turns south and parallels the 
east side of the East Fork of the Trinity 
River.  An elevated 3 mile highway may be 
required through the river’s sizable flood 
plain.  

• The interchange where Option “A” rejoins 
US Highway 380’s current alignment is 
located within or adjacent to the East Fork 
of the Trinity River and its sizable flood 
plain.  The design will need to consider the 
future growth of the river’s sizable flood 
plain caused by growth and development 
in northern Collin County. 

One McKinney 2040 Comprehensive Plan 

• Proposed Option “A” will negatively impact 
the Wilson Creek flood plain which would 
otherwise give the Northridge District 
opportunities to incorporate natural open 
space as an amenity for residents. Trail 
connections along these creeks would link 
these newer neighborhoods to the jobs in 
the Medical District and the people and 
amenities in Stonebridge Ranch and other 
existing neighborhoods.

Reference - FEMA revised flood maps for 
Collin County on June 7, 2017           
Wilson Creek 

• New bridge would be required at Wilson 
Creek and its flood plain. 

• The undeveloped lots in Tucker Hill lie 
within Wilson Creek’s flood plain which 
FEMA defines as a Special Flood Hazard 
Area (SFHA) - High Risk.  Structures 
located within the SFHA have a 26 percent 
chance of flooding during the life of a 30 
year mortgage. 

• Construction of a freeway through the 
SFHA may add sufficient water runoff to 
impose additional risk to current property 
owners. The freeway and          growth and 
development may expand the high risk 
SFHA to include additional Tucker Hill 
properties/homes. 

East Fork of the Trinity River 

• As Option “B” crosses US 75 a significant 
bridge will be required as it enters and 
crosses the East Fork of the Trinity River 
and its sizable flood plain.  

• The freeway turns south and parallels the 
east side of the East Fork of the Trinity 
River.  An elevated 3 mile highway may be 
required through the river’s sizable flood 
plain.  

• The interchange where Option “B” rejoins 
US Highway 380’s current alignment is 
located within or adjacent to the East Fork 
of the Trinity River and its sizable flood 
plain.  The design will need to consider the 
future growth of the river’s sizable flood 
plain caused by growth and development 
in northern Collin County. 

One McKinney 2040 Comprehensive Plan 

• Proposed Option “B” will negatively impact 
the Wilson Creek flood plain which would 
otherwise give the Northridge District 
opportunities to incorporate natural open 
space as an amenity for residents. Trail 
connections along these creeks would link 
these newer neighborhoods to the jobs in 
the Medical District and the people and 
amenities in Stonebridge Ranch and other 
existing neighborhoods.

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option:  Will require the widening 
or reconstruction of freeway bridges and 
service roads at two major waterways. 

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Options “A” and “B”:  The feasibility 
may not have used FEMA’s revised flood 
maps for Collin County.  The maps, dated 
June 7, 2017, have enlarged to Special 
Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) to include the 
undeveloped lots  and a number of homes 
in Tucker Hill.  Runoff from proposed 
Option “B” and development in northern 
Collin County may substantially increase 
the flood area in future years. 
The proposed Red Options “A” and “B” 
conflict with the One Mckinney 2040 
Comprehensive Plan and its plan to 
incorporate the natural open space as an 
important resource for residents.

Proposed Green Option                                    
Cost Road to FM 1827

Proposed Bypass Option“A”                        
Coit Road to FM 1827

Proposed Bypass Option “B”                        
Coit Road to FM 1827

Comparative Evaluation               
(Negative and Positive Impacts)Key Factors
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Social and 
Community Impacts

• Conforms with One McKinney 2040. • Creates an island for residents north of US 
Highway 380 and south of the proposed 
Red Option “A”.

• Proposed Red Option “B” conflicts with 
ManeGait.  ManeGait provides therapeutic  
horsemanship services to clients 
throughout Collin County.  

• Creates an island for residents north of US 
Highway 380 and south of the proposed 
Red Option “B”.

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option:  Conform with One 
McKinney 2040. 

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                               
Red Options “A” and “B”:  Imposes 
significant unmitigated social and 
community impacts.

Stakeholder and 
Public Input

• Most recent TxDOT citizen survey showed 
residents in the cities of Frisco, Prosper 
and McKinney prefer the Green 
alignment.

• Residents north of US Highway oppose 
the proposed Red Option “A”.  Many 
residents south of 380 support the 
proposed Red Option “A”, but their 
commitment to use the proposed Red 
Option “A” would be limited at best.

• Residents north of US Highway oppose 
the proposed Red Option “A”.  Many 
residents south of 380 support the 
proposed Red Option “A”, but their 
commitment to use the proposed Red 
Option “A” would be limited at best. 

• The Town of Prosper is on the record 
opposed to the proposed Red Option “B” 
crossing Custer Road.

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option:  The majority of those 
completing the survey commenting on the 
five earlier proposed routes support 
improving US Highway 380 in its current 
alignment. 

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Options “A” and “B”:  Indications 
are most people living south of US 
Highway 380 would no drive north to use 
proposed Red Alignment “A” or “B”.

Proximity to High 
Schools

• None • Proposed Red Option “A” conflicts with the 
City of McKinney’s 2040 Comprehensive 
Plan.  Option “A” will divide the plan’s 
Northridge District which does not support 
the goal of locating school sites where 
they best serve households with school-
age children and follow the development 
pattern described in the plan’s Preferred 
Scenario. 

• Prosper Independent School District has 
plans to build a high school on Bloomdale 
east of Custer.  The campus will be located 
north of the proposed Red Option “A”.  
Students south of Red Option “A” will need 
to cross the proposed freeway to reach the 
campus.  Some students will travel the 
service roads from Lake Forest (eastern 
PISD boundary) to reach the campus.

• Proposed Red Option “B” conflicts with the 
City of McKinney’s 2040 Comprehensive 
Plan.  Option “B” will divide the plan’s 
Northridge District which does not support 
the goal of locating school sites where 
they best serve households with school-
age children and follow the development 
pattern described in the plan’s Preferred 
Scenario. 

• Prosper Independent School District 
(PISD) has plans for two high school.  one 
is located east of Custer Road and the 
other is west of Custer Road. 

• The planned Bloomdale campus east of 
Custer will be located on the north side of 
the proposed Red Option “B”.  Students 
south of the Red Option “B”  will need to 
cross the proposed freeway to reach the 
campus.  Some students will travel to 
service roads from Lake Forest (eastern 
PISD boundary) to reach the campus. 

• The second campus is planned west of 
Custer Road on 1st Street.

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option:  No planned or existing 
high school sites. 

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Options “A” and “B”:  The proposed 
options conflict with the City of McKinney’s 
Comprehensive Plan adopted on 
10/02.2018.  The proposed options also 
present considerable public safety risks for 
students residing west of Lake Forest 
Drive and south of the Red Options “A” 
and “B”.  Young student drivers will travel 
east and west on on the proposed freeway 
or freeway service roads to reach the 
campus. 

Proximity to 
Cemeteries

• None • None • There are three cemeteries located west of 
Custer Road; Horn, Walnut Grove, and 
Ware.  Horn Cemetery lies within 90 feet of 
the proposed Red Option “B”.

• MINIMAL COMPARATIVE IMPACT  
Green Option and Red Option “A”:  
There are no cemeteries within close 
proximity of the Green Option and Red 
Option “A” 

• NEGATIVE IMPACT                              
Red Option “B”:  There three cemeteries 
within close proximity to Red Option “B”.     

Proposed Green Option                                    
Cost Road to FM 1827

Proposed Bypass Option“A”                        
Coit Road to FM 1827

Proposed Bypass Option “B”                        
Coit Road to FM 1827

Comparative Evaluation               
(Negative and Positive Impacts)Key Factors
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-----Original Message----- 

From: Ben Pruett 

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2018 2:37 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 

Subject: Re: US Highway 380 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

 

Stephen...  I’m interested in the data supporting the tables.  What calculations, objective data and information, etc.  Is 

that information available? 

 

Ben 

 

Sent from my iPhone 

 

> On Oct 5, 2018, at 2:31 PM, Stephen Endres <Stephen.Endres@txdot.gov> wrote: 

> 

> The tables comparing the alignments are in the presentation and boards on the website.  I mentioned the spreadsheet 

from the survey from the last public meetings. 

> 

> Stephen 

> 

> -----Original Message----- 

> From: Ben Pruett 

> Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2018 10:48 PM 

> To: Stephen Endres 

> Subject: US Highway 380 

> 

> This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

> 

> Hey Stephen...   You mention tonight that I could receive a copy of the spread sheet evaluating the Red “A” and “B” 

alignments, the Green “A” and “B” alignments. 

> 

> Would you please forward me a copy at your earliest convenience. 



2

> 

> Ben Pruett 

> 

> [A Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) message]<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-

3A__www.txdot.gov_inside-2Dtxdot_media-2Dcenter_featured.html&d=DwIGaQ&c=pgTKN5yjcEYSPUPpeP-

zuA&r=Do0hs007mNVABlxnQFgFRZAuXXi2aQYL-ZYagjMaLV0&m=L4PK03aUp-

0NkURg3DRllBVs8N9d_lj3AKrVFk26P24&s=GGyZCTLD6QGkkzwmqr4EXUnKo89zkcfphK3toko60NE&e=> 

 

[A Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) message]<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-

3A__www.txdot.gov_inside-2Dtxdot_media-2Dcenter_featured.html&d=DwIGaQ&c=pgTKN5yjcEYSPUPpeP-

zuA&r=Do0hs007mNVABlxnQFgFRZAuXXi2aQYL-ZYagjMaLV0&m=L4PK03aUp-

0NkURg3DRllBVs8N9d_lj3AKrVFk26P24&s=GGyZCTLD6QGkkzwmqr4EXUnKo89zkcfphK3toko60NE&e=> 
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COMMENT CARD

To ThDOT:

NO 380 BYPASS! I feel that the only viable option for enhancing traffic flow on US 380 is FIXING 380 on 380,

and for McKinney to create ARTERIALS for Wilmeth and Bloomdale, and FM 1461!

Construction of a 380 BYPASS between the Outer Loop and existing US 380 will create isolated residential

islands in the Northwest sector of McKinney, which TXDOT has stated that you are trying hard to avoid.

It is really sad that a BYPASS would even be considered that literally runs within a few feet of SO MANY
neighborhoods. I realize that Tucker Hill and a small part of northern Stonebridge are concerned about the
proximity of an expanded 380. However, I feel much of their concerns have been addressed with the special

attention given in the form of depressing and suppressing the lanes through that section of 380. None of us

want change, but in actuality, the extra engineering, landscaping and noise abatement structures in the

Tucker Hill area can make this section more attractive and more acceptable than it is now.

Many of us purchased our property and built our houses 40 or more years ago. I, personally, have lived here

since 1978. We always knew 380 would be expanded, but never expected an 8-10 lane Limited Access

Roadway to be created outside of the current footprint of 380 as are both the Red optionsi The proposed RED

B BYPASS option, as it crosses Custer Road into Prosper (where it is UNWELCOME!), destroys not only my

neighbor, ManeGait, a therapeutic horsemanship center for children and needy adults, but also cuts through

the northern portion of the Walnut Grove neighborhood. The Red B Option violates and destroys everything

we have worked for - our rural, peaceful homes and comfortable quality-of-life. Not only the imposing view

of an 8-10 lane highway, but also the associated HIGHWAY NOISE, DIESEL FUMES and additional traffic

generated by the influx of commercial and retail properties along the BYPASS would totally change the

character of our unique Walnut Grove neighborhood. If you’ve never visited Walnut Grove, we invite TxDOT

officials to drive through our neighborhood and enjoy the rolling hills, massive trees and winding lanes that

follow the lay of the land. As you drive through, notice the uniqueness of every plot of land, every home. Few

neighborhoods can compare to the serenity and closeness to nature that we have discovered here. Please

allow us to continue to maintain our lifestyle by Fixing 380 on 380.

You say that 380 would become an arterial if a BYPASS were built. However, I don’t think 380 would ever

compare to true arterials like Virginia Pkwy or Eldorado Pkwy. Drivers will continue to use 380 as a highway

because it is and it will continue to be a straight shot in both directions to and from Denton)l-35, from

Frisco/Dallas North Tollway/Th 289 and from TX 75. Also, the huge increase in commercial and retail

construction that will and is taking place along the current 380 corridor invites traffic to remain on 380 into

McKinney and to downtown. Much of this commercial and retail construction is already completed (Costco,

etc.) and many others are coming to 380.

Please listen to the strong wishes of the people, the stakeholders, who would be directly affected by

construction of either of the proposed 380 BYPASSES. I believe your surveys will continue to show, as they

have already demonstrated, that the LARGE MAJORITY of respondents want 380 to remain on its current

footprint! NO BYPASS FOR US 380!!!

Thank you for giving us an opportunity to give stakeholder-input for such a monumental and life-changing

decision!

‘LZJ2.’,
Bill Terrell



1’ TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
3,8O. US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement
process that will be considered when selecting an alignment. TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

CONTACT INFORMATION:

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

*

Name: lab

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any)
Other, please specify:

______________________

a DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COiT ROAD

— No preference

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify: —

0 COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

U

— Other, please specify:

Address:

Commu er Business Owner Property Ownery Resident

PROSPER

Ui
z

7”

PROSPER

d

0
ci

MCKINNEY

a

1



TEXAS DPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 CoIIin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

— No preference

— Prefer green alignment - option A I
MCKJNNEY

— Prefer green alignment - option B

Prefer no-build alternative Fr

— Other, please specify:

__________________________________________________________________

Q FM 1827to CR 559

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

LPrefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 10 HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment
0

— Prefer green alignment Lfi
L /

zi. Prefer no-build alternative I /

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here. Ti
E=g 2Ro o”.i 35e Msb YP%rT2

a M or jrr.Q&4t A-’Th ,arV.r tt La-ps, -C-flAt,zntfl

N f-(vto &1*co

THANK YOU

NEW HOPE

LOWRY CROSSING

31

a
U
z
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Texas
Department

of Tmnspottation

MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All

welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
written comments are

Please Print z2

??
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4j’,%%t cSMKZ 4âV6a
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT

U I do business with TxDOT

U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and execute !_ !Yø.,nf TxDOT

NAME:

ADDRESS:

CITY
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Taxes

Department
of Transpoaarion

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 01 35-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Coilin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

1AbgA

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDDT
U I do business with TxDOT
W1’could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting _4ctiao ULW%44.j

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: \\
ADDRESS:

CITY:
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Texas

Depaflrnent
Vt Tmnspodation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs; 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026
October 9, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201 £1 1 (a)(5D: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

LJ I am employed by TxDOT
LI I do business with TxDOT
LI I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT. -.

NAME: cyrccss C? V
ADDRESS:

CITY:



Texas
Department

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to Us 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 11,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018. —

Please Print

line Ic Arr IA/c ,‘dea Ta rme,’S vi’I/e

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

LI I am employed by TxDOT
LI I do business with TxDDT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:
Mrb CiHdy It James

ADDRESS:

CITY:











Texas
Depadment

of Trnspoflafion

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High school

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per T4xas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

I am employed by TxDOT
I do business with TxDOT

D I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: Rrc*nL ETh knç*li

ADDRESS:

CITY:
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From: MICHAEL AND BRENDA ISTRE
Sent: Wednesday, October 17, 2018 10:24 AM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: 380 Bypass 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Mr Endres 
 I am a resident of Whitley Place in Prosper and am in favor of keeping 380 on 380.  
Whitley is a lovely community that has been thrust into this controversy because the residents of 
Tucker Hill don't want the bypass by them. Prosper's Tax base will be hurt by this option (A) because 
we only have a small amount of frontage on 380 compared to McKinney. A major upscale 
development is planned for that section of land and Prosper will be denied the taxes generated from 
the sale of homes and businesses. Also the Mane Gait Therapeutic Ranch for disabled kids and 
adults will be destroyed.  It is centrally located to those disabled and in need of its facilities. It will also 
cross dangerously close to Walnut Cemetery and go over historic Hunt Cemetery.   From what I have 
read about this option it is also not the safest option for motorist.  That is a big factor to consider.   
  The shortest distance between two points is a straight line and that is what drivers feel about 
380.   Keeping 380 on 380 would also alleviate traffic on Virginia and Eldorado and give residents a 
shorter and faster route to 75.   
  The majority of the residents are in favor of keeping 380 on 380.  Please listen to the residents who 
will be using 380 and not the government officials who may be gone in the next election and are 
easily swayed by a powerful few! 
Brenda Istre 
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Texas
Depanment

of TransponaI,n

MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are

welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT

C I do business with TxDOT

U could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 December16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

*

NAME:

AD

______________

I
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Texas
Department

or Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs; 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

Fix 32)o 4Jp cJ)0 tsor As’R))
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E FIXED

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
Li I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
Li I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: EZEIY 311411 C

ADDRESS:

CITY:





























Teza
Oeparlment
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October11, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
3 I am employed by TxDOI
3 I do business with TxDOT
3 I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by app (icab(e Federat 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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: (AID IN SkIDMOVE
ADDRESS:

CITY:
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSjs: 013541-022, 0135-02-055, 0135-03-048, U135u4-O32, 01354)5026

October4, 2018 -6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be poshnarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
4!H e!np!Uyeo !J9 !XL’UI

a I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

inc cnv:rcnmcnWI rcv:ow, ccnsu!tatzon, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project am being, or have been, carried-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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ADDRESS:

9

Proposed Improvements

CITY:
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From: Cary Finch <

Sent: Saturday, October 13, 2018 7:29 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 

Subject: Meeting Comment Form  

  

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 

recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

RE:  Proposed Improvements to US 380 

  

Mr. Endres, 

  

I would like to submit this email as my meeting comment form. 

  

We support the GREEN plan for 380! 

  

We live in the Robinson Ridge addition of McKinney, TX.  This addition is located just North of 380 on one side 

and South of Bloomdale/CR123 on the other side; my home is probably no more than 1 - 1.5 miles to either of 

these roadways.  

  

If the solution to the 380 problem is to create a bypass at our backdoor, you have essentially created a very 

narrow 380 sandwich with my neighborhood smack dab in the middle! 

  

PLEASE don’t sandwich us in!!! 

  

Carl Finch 
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tap and hold 
here to  
download 
pictures. To  
help protect 
your privacy, 
Outlo ok 

prevented 
auto matic  
download of 
this pictu re  
from the  

 

 









zzA
Texas

Departrunt
at Transpaflafion

MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 01 35-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 01 35-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are

welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDQT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

Th environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for

thproject are being, or have been, carried-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 USC. 327 and a Memorandum of

‘-‘rstanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT .
.

‘•i

NAME:

AODRESS:

CITY:



I’m typing rather than printing...

As a new resident of McKinney located just north of #380 off Hardin Road, it is
necessary to either cross #380 regularly or travel on it to reach my destinations.
The traffic is very heavy and dangerous.

However, having said that, I believe the existing #380 should be improved rather
than constructing another alignment to the north for the following reasons:

• There is no guarantee a northern extension will lessen or improve the
traffic flow other than for those few straight-through travelers. Most of the
traffic on #380 currently appears to be local deliveries, construction
vehicles, shoppers, etc. plus the normal rush-hour vehicles on their ways
to and from work.

• If the new alignments are built — the traffic and various commercial sites
will only follow making another dangerous roadway. This is what has
happened to #380 and the new commercial entities continue to be built at
every intersection making it even more difficult to navigate. The
intersection of Hardin and #380 is a prime example with movie theaters,
new restaurants and shopping sites proudly announced. The same is true
of every other major intersection along the route. It’s unbelievable that the
planning departments continue to issue building permits to create even
more traffic and congestion.

• Why can’t the existing #380 be elevated with exit ramps and frontage
roads leading to various roads along the way? I saw the illustrations for a
below ground elevation and fear those would flood much like the ones in
Houston, leading to deaths and disruption of traffic flow.

I’m not an engineer or affected business owner — just a concerned new resident.
Hoping this will be considered by your Department.

Carol E. Taylor



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
$8O. US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMAEON:

Name: 4CL

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter

Other, please specify:

__________________________________

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

)(. No preference

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

%.-. Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

Address:

Business Owner ( periç Owner Nearby Resident

PROSPER

Li
2

2
0

2
Li
S

— Other, please specify:



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION —________

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION /
—

_- No preference
rf1

— Prefer green alignment - option A T
t4CKINNEV

— Prefer green alignment - option B A

— Prefer no-build alternative /
— Other, please specify:

Q FMIB27toCR559 *1
No preference

— Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

-X-.- No preference

— Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

__________________________

0 Please provide any additional comment here.

THANK YOU

NEW CPE

LOWRY CROSSING
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Texas
Department

at T,anspoflation

MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-099, 0139-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-025

Thursday, October4, 2018 Tuesday, October 9,2018 Thursday. October 11,2018

6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Coilin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School

Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are

welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

I pri&kr 4 ceEeJ atay-k.a4.*. f ‘-- JC&L444J

t&-t in.er,Evtj 4&t_ L(ic-I-in iic D.

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

LI I am employed by TxDOT
J I do business with TxDOT
LI I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by app//cable 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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

NAME: (74trd / ti)cici

ADDRE

CITY:



Texas
Department

at Tmnspaflat ion

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 01 35-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 01 35-04-032, 0135-05-026
October 11,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Princeton High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

written comments are
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDDT
I do business with TxDOT

U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: c%2rn 7€.- 3a[as . m II). ,
ADDRESS:

S an af6check s ‘hoço.io €1e. -c

annrnavr is ‘[ka’- ‘WQ w(dfr

1cW904

CITY:
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
380. Us 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: 6hyp\e- 3ove-5 Address: %

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter

Other, please specify:

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

— No preference

_Z Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

PROSPER

w
z

z
C

z
Ui
C



-

TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION -________

CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

No preference

V Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

Please provide any additional comment here.

JA fr,f{AM (ve
L pitq Jao4z2wtovc22s, ,•

p’Øer 1% ,uS %øze. THANFt4OU

(Page 2)
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US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

— No preference

— Prefer green alignment - option A

Prefer green alignment - option B

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify:

Q FM 1827 to CR 559

No preference

_?_ Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify: —

0

LOWRY CROSStNG
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0
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of T,anspwbIion

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments amwelcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print /2 rT4C//,%2 C

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
O I am employed by TxDOT
O I do business with TxDOT
O I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: 0?>- Frx’cy
ADDREss:

CITY:

—

. —



I strongly think that widening and or improving US 380 is a priority for Collin County. However, I just as

strongly believe that a by-pass, particularly Red Option B, is illogical and unnecessary.

(1) ThDOT’s own findings have shown that the citizens of McKinney, Frisco, and Prosper overwhelmingly

favor that HWY 380 stay on HWY 380. Renaming one HWY 380 Business and building another HWY 380

is not what the citizens asked for or need.

(2) A simple truth is that the quickest and most efficient path between two points is a straight line.

That’s especially true when the straight line (HWY 380) is readily available. The straight line will be the

path most traveled and that’s where the money should be spent to improve the road.

(3) The way Red Option B was presented wreaks of special interest influence and political interference in

what should have been a fair and equitable process. Red Option B was added at the last minute. Collin

County stakeholders were allowed to review the options and provide input for over a year, but the

stakeholders most effected by Red Option B have been given only 2 weeks to review and provide input.

Due process has not been provided equitably to all stakeholders. Red Option B was deemed to be the

low cost option while providing a very limited an unsubstantiated analysis. There are too many other

factors that need to be reviewed to legitimately evaluate the merits of Red Option B. Two weeks is not

enough time.

I hope that flDOT will have the integrity to choose the Green Option. It is the most logical and efficient

path for US HWY 380 and it is the path the citizens overwhelmingly chose.

Cary Finch
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M.MF°n,
Texas

Dopartmont 
of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026 

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are 
welcome All written comments must be oostmarked by October 26, 2018.

The proposed bypass option “B” Coit Road to FM 1827, would present a significant negative 
impact on those communities and residents near this by pass in terms of increased property 
crimes. This bypass plan would serve to introduce criminal elements into communities that are 
devoid of these elements. This bypass plan presents a significant measurable danger to all 
residents living in proximity to this proposed bypass. There is significant research literature to 
bolster this contention, please refer to the sampling of this extensive research concerning the 
incidence of crime near highways below.

9 J v
“Physical Boundaries and City Boundaries: Consequences for Crime Patterns on Street 
Segments” Young-An Kim, John R. Hpp, Volume: 64 issue: 2, page(s): 227-254, University of 
California, Irvine, CA 2017.

Groff & McCord, 2012; Kimpton, Corcoran, & Wickes, 2017; McCutcheon, Weaver, Huff-Corzine,
Corzine, & Burraston, Journal of Quantitative Criminology, 26, 7-32. doi: 10.1007/s10940-009- 
9081-y 2016).

McCutcheon et al. "Highway robbery: Testing the impact of interstate highways on robbery." J 
Justice Quarterly, 33, 1292-1310. doi:10.1080/07418825.2015.1102953 
(2016).

In summary, "There are strong effects for the variable capturing segments that are adjacent to a 
highway: such segments have higher levels of all five crime types (aggravated assault, robbery, 
burglary, motor vehicle theft, and larceny). Study results showed that segments near highways 
often have more crime, and there is also a distance decay effect in which property crimes 
decrease moving further away from a highway. Highways therefore can act as crime attractors as 
offenders may find locations adjacent to highways more attractive for commission of a crime, as 
targets near highways provide easier escape as well as access."

{Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

□ l am employed by TxDOT
□ I do business with TxDOT
□ l could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

Name: 4 S W_______________ ______________________

Address

City:
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Texas 

Department 
Of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026 

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are 
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
□ I am employed by TxDOT
□ I do business with TxDOT
□ I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

Name: ( U ) p
Address: 

ClTY:



Texas 
Department 

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026 

October 4,2018-6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are 
welcome. Ail written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

/C r-v-w. ur 'ksoa y f t
ruwrfv/*- 'H

rltx& ^ & &  

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
□ I am employed by TxDOT
□ I do business with TxDOT
□ I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

Name:

Address: ljto

City:



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey
DRIVE

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

CONTACT INFORMA11ON:

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter

Other, please specify:

________________________________

Business Owner Resident

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

No preference

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

Name: (}‘nA1 1. inbb14
U

PROSPER

U
a

/

7
U

1a
CKINNEY

— Other, please specify:



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

No preference

Prefer green alignment - option A

— Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

Q FM 1827 to CR 559

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

1Z<fer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY UNE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

.Z’efer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative L°c w,4I
—

KO
— Other, please specify: i ,

-tt’ bLcatt?

Please provide any additional comment here.
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of Transpoflafion

MEETING COMMENT FORMProposed improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line
Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135.02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, D135-05-026October 4, 2018- 8:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments arewelcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.81 1(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:Q I am employed by TxDOT
0 I do business with TxDOT
LI I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting
The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws forthis project am being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum ofUnderstanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: LHU ST%OOD
ADDRESS:

City:

1
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Department
of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

l’JD R1çncs . Pteoce 380 on 320
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project are being, or have been, carried-out by TxDQT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: rRiisHrno
ADDRESS:

CITY:
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Depaflmenf

of Thnspoflarion

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018. -—

Please Print

L

A J,M ii -+3

M oP’kP.

-k4Lc A4Es

NAME:

ADDRESS:

.• ‘U 1.

1-’kxc ‘Pa?
St*Oc)v\ kD

\AIeh o*flJ- O\)L Il cit 7 ?ros,32i— 4t

,‘rIA £3rnfla-l

—7

froi A’C 4 .

l?as!r&Js ArnVfk ?cSpr ;+ d?
rb6p4-Ir rl&j-et ½

h67 %LIUL..

.-j ii

4)

-I i/ So11t°
1,RhycL/-e

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDDT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

CITY:















Texas

of TmnsportafJon

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to Us 360 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Coffin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDQT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws far
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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: 1%c*-s
ADDRESS:

Cry:

______________________



Texas
Depaftueni

of Tmnspoflauon

MEETING COMMENT FORMProposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line
Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026October 11,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments arewelcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
38O. US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: anjb,’ 1’4rn1&S Addr
TX

City&St
A

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner &perty Nearby Resident

Other, please specify:

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

— No preference

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

9 COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify: —

PROSPER

• ‘ou

/



-

TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION —

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION I
— No preference )

— Prefer green alignment - option A Ii

Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify:

______________________________________________________________

CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

iZ’Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify:

j
LJ

0 Please provide any additional comment here.

o

0

0

FM 1827 to CR 559

No preference

Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify: —

N

L

a.

LU
z
-J

0
I

THANK YOU
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Smith, Chelsey

From: Clair Canada 

Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 10:08 AM

To: Smith, Chelsey

Subject: 380 Bypass- Whitley Place Resident

Importance: High

Good Morning Ms. Smith,  

 

I received your contact info from a neighbor within my community, Whitley Place. 

 

As a single mom, I moved to Prosper over a year ago. I am a Dallas native and have had to move several times due to my 

past, but now I finally feel at “home” in Prosper. I am 45 years old and have not had a place to call “home” up until now. 

I am fortunate to have found Prosper and the since of community exceeds my expectations and I am proud to raise my 

daughter in a haven such as this.  

 

As I searched for my home, I did consider Tucker Hill as it is a very charming neighborhood, but I chose Whitley so that I 

could be away from 380. I have a back porch whereby I sit at on several mornings and nights hearing the toads croak and 

the locusts chirping. I know the road that I back up to which is First Street will be widened as I was informed of that 

when I purchased my home, but I certainly did not expect a bypass to be behind my home.  

 

I have fought hard all my life and have tried to do the right things and be a good steward and mother, I ask that Prosper 

remains to be the refuge that I have been blessed to know. Please do not allow the growth of 380 to impact our 27 

square miles that is known as Prosper and my home.  

 

Best regards,  

 

Clair Canada 

Senior Vice President, Network Operations 

om 
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From: Clint Moss [mailto:

Sent: Wednesday, October 24, 2018 8:16 AM 

To: Stephen Endres 

Subject: No to 380 Bypass at Custer Rd 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Dear Mr Endres,  

 

Thank you for allowing me to voice my opinion on this very important decision.  I SUPPORT THE 
GREEN ALIGNMENT through Prosper as the most beneficial to all in the area.  As a resident of 
Whitley Place in Prosper, I heavily researched the city and the communities around it.  Knowing that 
380 was set to expand its boundaries, we chose to live in a neighborhood well away from 380. Now it 
is being considered to push Mckinney's poor planning and development problems into our quiet 
neighborhood by creating the bypass along Custer Road.  Those who developed and purchased 
homes along 380 should have known about the potential for 380 expansion prior to purchasing along 
380.  Please do not dump someone else's problem into our neighborhood.  Their lack of research and 
planning should not constitute my problem.  Furthermore, the 380 bypass along Custer road would 
disrupt the plans for City of Prosper commercial development and the construction of a new high 
school.  Everyone is aware of the politics involved in this decision and the push by Tucker Hill to 
support the bypass along Custer Road.  I strongly urge TxDoT to do the right thing.  Please do not 
listen to bogus alternatives imaginatively drawn on a map by politicians who's homes may be 
impacted by the 380 expansion. KEEP 380 ON 380.  APPROVE THE GREEN ALIGNMENT. This will 
best serve everyone involved and retain the original intent of 380 and TxDoT.  Thank you for your 
consideration. 
 

Sincerely, 

 

Clint Moss 
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MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4, 2018 Tuesday. October 9. 2018 Thursday. October 11 • 2018

6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Collin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School
Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

I am strongly against any Bypass option that goes through any part of Prosper, and am against any Bypass option west of 1-75

(both Red Options). I strongly support fixing 380 on 380 west of 1-75 (Green Options).

Keep close to TXDoT’s ideal freeway spacing of 5 miles apart, with 380 being about 5 miles from both 121 and the Outer Loop. On

Custer Road, the distance between 121 and 380 is 6.1 miles. The distance between 121 and Bloomdale Road where the Bypass

would be is 9.5 miles. This is too far apart based on TXDoTs ideal freeway spacing.

When Stephen Endres spoke to the Prosper Town Council Meeting on July 24, 2018 he said that TXOoT rarely, if ever, goes

against the recommendations of the cities. Both Prosper and Frisco passed resolutions saying they don’t want a Bypass through

their cities, and yet TXDoT bowed to political pressure from a vocal minority of people in Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch to add

a Bypass Red Option B starting in Prosper at the last minute when it wasn’t even an option in the April/May public meetings. The

Town of Prosper has limited commercial frontage, and a Bypass through Prosper would further limit our Town’s tax base, home

prices, and future economic viability.

In the public response to TXD0T’s April/May public meetings, 3,384 people said they wanted to Fix 380 on 380, while only 1,502

people said they wanted a Bypass option. That is a ratio of 2.19 to 1 that prefers to Fix 380 on 380 versus a Bypass. Why is the

new Red Option B through Prosper even an option, other than an obvious bowing to the special interests of Tucker Hill and

Stonebridge Ranch who knowingly built their homes on a highway

The residents of Tucker Hill received a discount when purchasing their homes because of their location close to a highway. The

residents of Prosper paid a premium when we purchased our homes to live in a nice and quiet area far away from a highway. It is

not fair that Tucker Hill residents are trying to shift the economic burden caused by their own poor planning to the residents of

Prosper. In order to avoid having 0.3 miles of frontage road on a freeway, Tucker Hill is trying to get TXD0T to build a freeway next

to and through hundreds and thousands of existing and future homes and acreage of people who purposefully chose to buy homes

far away from highways and freeways. Do not cave into pressure from a vocal minority from Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch

that dont want to face the consequences of their decision to buy a home close to a highway that was slated for future expansion.

Fix 380 on 3801
(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws
for this project are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum
of Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: P, SCM1t arOiAJP

ADDRESS:

CITY:
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday. October 4. 2018 Tuesday. October 9. 2018 Thursday, Ootober 11 • 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence HIgh School Collln College Central Park Campus Princeton High School
Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): Check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

Li I am employed by TxDOT
Li I do business with TxDQT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws
for this project are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum
of understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by Pb/WA and TxDOT.
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Department 

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026 

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed pro' written comments are 
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
□ I am employed by TxDOT
□ I do business with TxDOT
□ I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
C I am employed by TxDOT
C I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The envfronmental 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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:

rç0
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ADDRESS:

CiTy:

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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From: Dan Swanick [mai ]  
Sent: Sunday, October 07, 2018 9:21 AM 

To: John Hudspeth; Stephen Endres; tkimmey@burnsmcd.com; Michelle Raglon 
Subject: A Letter to TXDOT Officials Regarding US HWY 380 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Hello, 

My family is a resident of Whitley Place in Prosper and I wanted to provide this letter to your team regarding a 
highway 380 bypass in Prosper.  Please consider the  parks, school property, churches and the homes of 1000’s of 
people that dreamed for and worked for a more rural lifestyle just to alter 1/3 of a mile that already sits US 380 
highway...Thanks for your time.  

 

A LETTER TO TXDOT OFFICIALS 

NEW PROPOSALS -- I am appalled and infuriated at the recently released public proposals from TxDOT on 
October 4 regarding possible plans to address the ever-increasing congestion on US Highway 380. In the Spring of 
2018, public proposals included five options (two to improve the existing highway and three to build a by-pass north 
of the existing highway and reconnect to the highway just east of Custer Road) but did not include any options to 
build a by-pass entering into the town limits of Prosper. 

DESTROYING QUALITY OF LIFE AND TAX BASE -- Suddenly, with the newly-released October proposals of just 
three solutions, Prosper residents face the prospect of a by-pass coming into their small community and destroying 
land which is zoned for single family residences that would significantly add to the town’s tax base. The Town of 
Prosper is only 27 square miles and it must absolutely capitalize on the land that it has to keep the town attractive 
and productively raising the tax base. A by-pass entering Prosper would also dramatically damage the quality of life 
for residents of Whitley Place in Prosper who moved to the community for the tranquility of being far-removed from 
the highway. There are 554 home sites at Whitley Place that would be severely impacted. Unlike some people in 
McKinney, they were thoughtful in their individual decisions on where to build or purchase a home. This newly-
emerged proposal of a by-pass into Prosper was not even a consideration in the Spring. 

YIELDING TO POLITICAL PRESSSURE -- It would appear that TxDOT yielded to political pressure brought to bear 
by the small but very vocal community of Tucker Hill in McKinney which I understand presented a petition to create 
a by-pass that would reconnect to the highway in Prosper. It is apparent that mistakes were made by the City of 
McKinney and Southern Land Company (developer of Tucker Hill) in ever allowing Tucker Hill to be built so close to 
the northern side of the existing highway. Now Prosper residents find themselves threatened because of this lack of 
planning in another city. Tucker Hill fronts approximately 0.3 of a mile along US Highway 380. They now want to 
push their lack-of-planning mistake onto Prosper residents as the way to solve their ineptitude. At the same time, 
they want a costly and intrusive by-pass built through a huge expanse of Collin County for a mere 0.3 of a mile. 

TOWN OF PROSPER STANCE -- The Prosper Town Council has taken a “gentleman’s approach” to the dilemma 
by simply issuing a resolution (presented to TxDOT) in the Spring stating its opposition to any by-pass entering 
Prosper. It was not so emboldened as to tell McKinney or Southern Land Company how to fix the problem they 
created or how to build a by-pass in McKinney or improve the existing highway in that city. 
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COLLATERAL DAMAGE -- A by-pass cutting into Prosper also threatens the Prosper ISD-owned land in the 
historic Rhea’s Mill area on Custer Road between E. Prosper Trail and Frontier Parkway. Building a by-pass 
adjacent to the high school which is planned for the east side of Custer Road is simply not an intelligent move. This 
ill-conceived by-pass plan not only jeopardizes the nearby historic Walnut Grove Cemetery (the oldest portion of 
which was established in 1852), but also the Mane Gait Therapeutic Horsemanship Center for children and adults 
with disabilities. 

TxDOT CITIZEN SURVEY -- Slide 7 of TxDOT’s own Power Point presentation published this month clearly shows 
that the majority of respondents to a TxDOT survey from Prosper, McKinney and Frisco do not want a by-pass but 
rather, prefer to improve US Highway 380 by making it a limited access freeway. It is only the relatively small 
number of Tucker Hill residents who are clamoring to build a by-pass into Prosper. They are certainly not 
representative of the entire city of McKinney. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT AND INCONVENIENCE – Slide 15 of the same presentation shows projected comparative 
costs of the Green Route (improving the existing highway), Red Route Option A (by-pass through McKinney), and 
Red Route Option B (by-pass through Prosper). Costs are estimated at $916M, $748M, and $645M, respectively. I 
would emphatically suggest that the cheap or “low bid” approach is not the optimum solution. Even if a by-pass were 
to be built (Red Route A or Red Route B), which would destroy homes and privately owned ranches, and impact the 
quality of life in many subdivisions, the reality is that US Highway 380 would still have to be improved at the further 
expense of taxpayers. Many travelers along the highway corridor from US Highway 75 (Central Expressway) in 
McKinney to Denton, Texas, will simply not opt to drive on a by-pass that adds miles to their commute by taking 
them northward and out of their way. US Highway 380 would still see increased traffic as Collin County grows in 
population. The shortest distance between two points is a straight line and that’s why it is imperative to improve the 
existing US Highway 380. Additionally, what is not factored into the financial comparison is the loss of taxes to the 
Town of Prosper that would otherwise be generated with high quality, single-family homes being built in the 
southwest quadrant of the intersection of E. First Street and Custer Road. 

THE PRACTICAL SOLUTION – Prosper resident Ben Pruett has put together a proposal which has been provided 
to TxDOT. It offers the solution of double-decking US Highway 380 as it passes by Tucker Hill on the north side of 
the highway and Stonebridge Ranch on the south side. The lower portion of the highway would provide access to 
homes and businesses while the upper deck would provide unimpeded traffic flow between McKinney and Denton. 
This concept avoids destruction of homes and also minimizes the exercise of eminent domain for land necessary for 
right-of-way along the Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch communities. In my option this is the only viable solution. 

 

Sincerely, 

Dan Swanick 

Resident, Whitley Place 
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From: Dan Block [mailto:s   
Sent: Monday, October 15, 2018 1:32 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: Keep 380 on 380 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Hi Stephen,  

 

I don't envy the decision you and your team have to make, but I'm really not looking forward to living on my 

acreage if the Red Option is selected.   

 

Please select the Green Option for these reasons: 

 

1. Businesses can recover, if not thrive, after highway improvements (Green Option).  Residents have no way to 

recoup loss in property values once their "rural lifestyle" is forever altered/lost (Red Option). 

 

2. McKinney is "Unique by Nature" because it is at the edge of the metroplex.  Adding significant E-W 

infrastructure to the north (Red Option), along which commercial development will grow, will cause McKinney 

to become "Just another City in DFW". 

 

3. Over the last decade Prosper has grown significantly, in no small part due to the expansion of executive type 

acreages targeting high income earners.  McKinney will forfeit this type of growth if acreages are replaced by 

lower income communities built between parallel E-W trunk-lines (Red Option & Existing 380). 

 

As planned, the Red Option will tie into FM 2933 just north of my property and will irreparably damage the 

rural lifestyle I have so HEAVILY invested in.  We all know property values are tied to Location, Location, 

Location.  If you own a business, you want to be near a main road.  If you own an acreage you want to be as far 

away from a main road as possible.  Please keep 380 on 380 and let the city stay in the city, and the country stay 

in the country. 

 

Thank you for hearing me on this, 

Daniel Block 
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 6,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 1023 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December16, 2014, anftxecuted by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: t4)Jf\f3
ADDRESS;

CITY:



May 18, 2018

Stephen Endres, PE
CSJ 0135-11-022, US 380

Dear Mr. Endres,

This letter serves as an official letter of opposition to the red route to Spur 399 East and South of
the McKinney airport by the Town Council of the Town of Fain’iew, as acted upon at the May 1st,

2018 Town Council meeting. A unanimous vote was cast to oppose this portion of the red route
for the following reasons:



This route potentially impacts two tracts of land owned by the Town highlighted in white, an 83-
acre tract that is currently designated as a nature preserve in the town’s master plan, and a 76-acre
tract that is master planned for a soccer complex. Trails are planned on the 83-acre parcel and
phase 1 of the soccer complex exists on a portion of the 76-acre tract.

Additionally, since this route is proposed within the Wilson Creek floodplain, the proposed
roadway would require elevation. An elevated roadway would contribute noise pollution that
currently does not exist to our residents on the south side of Wilson Creek. While we trust that the
necessary environmental studies will be conducted, the impacts to the environment are also of
concern.

We are opposed to any portions of the red route North of the existing US 380 if they contribute to
the necessity of this route south of the airport.

It’s apparent that the need of Westbound US 380 traffic to connect to Spur 399. SF1121 and US 75
are not contingent upon this southern red route, as demonstrated on all 4 of the other proposed
routes. The red route around the airport to the east would add significant length and cost to the
road that would not be incurred with the other 4 alternatives.
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Neighboring towns, such as Fairview, should not be forced to bear the brunt of a lack of previous
planning for the US 380 corridor. It appears that the airport is driving some of the routing
decisions. A new elevated roadway south of the airport, in conjunction with the airport, would
simply add to more quality of life issues for our residents.



Thank you for your consideration of our concerns.

SiIy

Darion Culbertson, Mayor
Town of Fairview



TOWN COUNCIL
MEETING MINUTES

MAY 1,2018

The Town Council met in regular session on Tuesday, May 1,2018 at 6:00 p.m. at 372 Town
Place, Fairview, Texas. Those present were Mayor Darion Culbenson; Mayor Pro Tern John
Adler; and Councilmembers Bill Nicol, Henry Lessner, Pam Little, Paul Hendricks and Renee
Powell. Staff present included Town Manager, Julie Couch; Planning Manager, Israel Roberts;
Town Engineer, James Chancellor; Police Chief, Granver Toliver; CFO, Steven Ventura;
Assistant to the Town Manager, Adam Wilboum; Executive Assistant, Tenitrus Bethel; and
Town Attorney, Clark McCoy.

Mayor Culbertson called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. and declared a quorum was present.
At 6:01 p.m., the council then adjourned into executive session regarding a consult with legal
counsel, property acquisition, personnel and economic development negotiations.

At 7:30 p.m., Mayor Culbertson reconvened back into regular session and invited everyone to
stand for the Pledge of Allegiance.

APPOINTMENTS AND REPORTS: Mayor Culbenson introduced Lovejoy High School
Independent Studies students PK Kotra and Marcus Tsai.

Lovejoy High School Independent Studies student, PK Kotra, gave a presentation on his research
project “The Applications of Nanotechnology”.

Lovejoy High School Independent Studies student, Marcus Tsai, gave a presentation on his
research project “Writing Short Stories”.

PROCLAMATIONS, RECOGNITIONI AND AWARDS: Mayor Culbertson presented a
proclamation to the Blackshecp Motorcycle Club declaring the month of May as Motorcycle
Safety and Awareness month in the Town of Fairview.

CONSENT AGENDA: All items listed under the Consent Agenda are considered routine and
are acted on by one motion, with no separate discussion of these items. If discussion is desired,
an item may be removed from the consent agenda and be considered separately. A) Approve the
minutes of the March 19, 2018, special joint Planning and Zoning Commission meeting. B)
Approve the minutes of the March 26, 2018, special joint Parks and Recreation Advisory Board
meeting. C) Approve the minutes of the April 3,2018, regular council meeting. D) Approve the
minutes of the April 26, 2018, special Council meeting. E) Approve a resolution to deny an
Oncor distribution cost increase. F) Approve a resolution authorizing continued participation
with the Oncor Cities Steering Committee and payment of assessed dues for 2018.

Councilmember Powell made a motion to approve the consent agenda. Councilmember Little
seconded the motion and the motion was unanimously approved.

PUBLIC HEARiNG - CUP - 761 N. CREEKWOOD: Mr. Roberts gave a presentation on
agenda item 6(a), consider and take action on a request for approval of a conditional use permit
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(CUP) for a sports court (tennis). The 1.16-acre site is located at 761 N. Creekwood Drive and is
zoned for the (RE-i) One-Acre Ranch Estate District.

Mr. Roberts stated the tennis court would replace an existing lighted sand volleyball court. He
stated the court would be screened on the southwestern side by climbing starjasmine. He stated
Staff is recommending a hedge row of 6 foot tall Nelly R. Steven holly shrubs along the
southeastern side as well as additional light shielding to prevent the light from traveling further
east or southwest.

Mr. Roberts stated he received I letter of support within the notification area. He stated Planning
and Zoning recommended approval subject to the outlined conditions at their April meeting.

Mayor Pro Tern Adler inquired if the existing lighting on the sand volleyball court would remain.
Mr. Roberts stated it would be replaced.

The applicant, was present.

Mayor Culbertson opened the public hearing.

Mayor Culbertson closed the public hearing.

Councilmember Nicol made a motion to approve a conditional use permit as submitted with staff
recommendations (CUP) for a sports court (tennis court) Located at
Councilmember Lessner seconded the motion and the motion was unanimously approved.

PUBLIC HEARING — CUP —1660 DUNAWAY: Mr. Roberts gave a presentation on agenda
item 6(b), consider and take action on a request for approval of a conditional use permit (CUP)
for a two-story, 1,600+?- square foot, accessory structure (detached garage). The 1.67-acre site is
located at 1660 Dunaway Crossing and is zoned for the (RE-I) One-Acre Ranch Estate District

Mr. Roberts stated the property owner is requesting to construct a detached 2-story garage with
the second floor being used as a game room. He stated the structure is approxirnately 750 sq. ft.
larger than what is allowed in the RE-i district however it meets all other design standards. He
indicated the materials used would be the same as the existing home.

Mr. Roberts stated 1 letter of support was received and Planning and Zoning recommended
approval subject to the conditions at the April meeting.

The applicant representative, Tim Gilbert, Pierce Remodeling Group, was present. Mr. Gilbert
reviewed their request.

Mayor Culbedson opened the public hearing.

Mayor Culbertson closed the public hearing.
Mayor Pro Tem Adler made a motion to approve a conditional use permit as submitted (CUP)
for an accessory structure located at 1660 Dunaway. Councilmember Little seconded the motion
and the motion was unanimously approved.
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PUBLIC HEARING — CUP — 1001 PECAN DRIVE: Mr. Roberts gave a presentation on
agenda item 6(c), consider and take action on a request for approval of a conditional use permit
(CUP) for a sports court (basketball court). The 1.11-acre site is located at 1001 Pecan Drive
and is zoned for the (RE-I) One-Acre Ranch Estate District.

Mr. Roberts stated the existing pad was poured for use as a basketball court. He stated the Town
inspector discovered the pour taking place, stopped the continuation and advised them of the
CUP process. He also stated at this point there is no lighting installed. He indicated the owner is
requesting to add Nelly R Steven holly along the eastern and southern edge as well as a ball
containment netting. He stated this request meets all requirements except for the setbacks as it is
12 feet from the property line.

Mr. Roberts stated he has received several letters of approval and 1 letter of opposition. He
stated Planning and Zoning recommended approval subject to the conditions at the April
meeting.

Councilmember Hendricks inquired how these types of projects get start without approval. Mr.
Roberts indicated that flat work does not require a permit. There was discussion regarding the
permitting and review process.

The applicant, Jonathan Knickerbocker , was present.

Mayor Culbertson opened the public hearing.

John Harkins, , inquired about the concerns in the letter of opposition. Mr.
Roberts stated the letter was in opposition due to the noise.

Bruce Kelly, , inquired about approval of projects which do not meet Town
ordinances. Mayor Culbertson outlined the CUP application and hearing process.

Mayor Culbertson closed the hearing.

Mayor Pro Tern Adler stated his opposition due to the construction beginning prior to approval
and the adjacent neighbor in lot 19, whom would be most affected, not having a voice in the
matter.

Mayor Culbertson re-opened the public hearing and invited the applicant to speak.

The applicant, Jonathan Knickerbocker, ., stated his contractor was not aware of
the sport court ordinance. He also stated his neighbor in lot 19, Lori & Andrew Mattern,
submitted a letter of support.

Mr. Roberts indicated the letter of support for that lot was in the packet.

Cynthia Brugge, , expressed her concerns regarding the possible noise.

Mayor Culbertson closed the public hearing.
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Councilmember Powell made a motion to approve a conditional use permit (CUP) for a sports
court (basketball) located at Councilmember Little seconded the motion and the
motion was unanimously approved.

PUBLIC HEARING - MW - FAIRVIEW TOWN CENTER: Mr. Roberts gave a
presentation on agenda item 6(d), consider and take action on a request for approval of Major
Warrants for the development of a new retail building within the Faiwiew Town Center. The
site is located at 101 Whistlestop Way and is zoned for the (CPDD) Commercial Planned
Development District with the Urban Village Sub-district.

Mr. Roberts stated the building will be a 1-story, approximately 20,000 sq. ft. multi-tenant retail
building. He staled due to the mall area being constructed under a different version of the CPDD
code the existing infrasiructure and buildings do not conform to the current CPDD standards. He
stated the applicant is requesting major warrants for site block and building design standards as
well as a major warrant for the amount of glazing on the north and east elevations. He indicated
the northern elevation has several utilities and is more of a working/pedestrian area which would
require less glass; however, the eastern elevation request is for 85% glass which is 5% more than
the maximum code range.

Councilmember Little inquired if Wholc Foods approved of the shared wall. Mr. Roberts
deferred the question to the applicant, Mr. Smith.

Mayor Culbertson opened the public hearing.

The applicant, Tim Smith, LPC, responded to Councilmember Little stating they have received
preapproval from Whole Foods for the joint wall. He aLso spoke about the landscaping plan.

Councilmember Powell inquired why a new building was being built when there are currently
vacant retail spaces in the Town Center. Mr. Smith stated this construction is considered shallow
depth retail, unlike the retail spaces currently in the Town Center. He stated the shallow depth
retail spaces are not currently available in the Center and this would add that type of space.

Mayor Culbedson asked Mr. Smith for an example of the types of tenants that will occupy this
space. Mr. Smith stated to date they have received letters of intent for 70% of the space. He
stated at the south end there would be a men’s fine retailer as well as a spa/massage tenant.

Barbara Isaac, , expressed her concerns about the increased traffic flow. Mr.
Smith stated the current plan calls for the construction of a right-in/right-out through the median
in front of Whole Foods to help alleviate some of the congestion. He stated there is also a large
parking lot to the east of the building.

Bruce Kelly, , inquired about the square footage and number of individual
tenants. Mr. Roberts stated it would be likely over 20,000 sq. ft. and have 8 — 10 tenants.

Paula Herrington, , expressed that, as a small business owner, there is a need
for smaller spaces.

Mayor Culbertson closed the public hearing.
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Councilmember Lessner stated when they spoke with tenants, 5-6 years ago, many expressed the
amount of space they could lease was far too much. He expressed shared agreement with Ms.
Herrington.

Coundilmember Nicol made a motion to approve major warrants for the development of a new
retail building within Fairview Town Center located at . Councilmember
Lessner seconded the motion and the motion was unanimously approved.

PUBLIC HEARING — TOWN INITIATED ZONING; Mr. Roberts gave a presentation on
agenda item 6(e), consider and take necessary action on Town initiated request to establish
zoning on properties within Town Limits that are annexed, but un-zoned. The subject properties
are generally located at: a 1.058-acre parcel of land located in abstract A79 1, Samuel Sloan
Survey, Sheet l,Tract 17; a 0.811-acre parcel of land located in abstract A791, Samuel Sloan
Survey, Sheet 2, Tract 100; a 4.69-acre parcel of land located in abstract A28, Calvin Boles
Survey, Sheet 2, Tract 223; a 37.46-acre parcel of land located in abstract A28, Calvin Boles
Survey, Sheet 2, Tract 133; a 1.0-acre parcel of land, located in abstract A28, Calvin Boles
Survey, Sheet 2, Tract 134; and a 16.0-acre parcel of land located in abstract A28, Calvin Boles
Survey, Sheet 1, Tract 8.

Campbell Property (4.69-acre parcel; 37.46-acre parcel; 1.0-acre parcel)
Mr. Roberts stated this property is 3 individual parcels with the same owner. He stated at the
March 10 joint PZ and Council meeting the recommendation was to zone the parcels at RE-2;
however, at the April 12 PZ meeting with further discussion, and public comments, the
commission reconmended it be zoned as agricultural district. He indicated he received 3 letters
of opposition, including one from the owner, however those were specifically in opposition to
the RE-2 zoning.

Mr. Roberts stated there are no development plans for any of the zoning requests.

Councilmember Powell stated she believed agricultural zoning was more in alignment with the
desire of the family.

Mayor Pro Tern Adler inquired if agricultural is more restrictive than RE-2 and if the agricultural
zoning was in the wishes of the property owner. Mr. Roberts stated agricultural is more
restrictive and the comments received from the property owner was specifically opposing the
recommendation of RE-2.

Mayor Culbertson opened the public hearing.

Diana Musset, , stated she met with the landowner and that she was pleased with
the agricultural zoning.

Kevin Higgins , inquired if in the future could it be rezoned for RE-I, RE-2
or RE-3. Ms. Couch stated we cannot prevent an applicant from submitting an application of
rezoning; however, if that were to occur it would go through the same process of notification and
holding a public hearing so that citizens would have an opportunity to address the Planning and
Zoning Commission as well as Town Council.
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Bruce Kelly, inquired what the term “ag” means. Mr. Roberts stated the
agricultural district allows for farming, raising of animals, barns or a single family residence.
Mr. Kelly inquired if that means one house per lot. Mr. Roberts stated one house and there could
also be a caretaker quarters.

Victoria Higgins , expressed her support of the zoning to agricultural.

Mayor Culbertson closed the public hearing.

Councilmember Powell made a motion to approve Town initiated zoning for the subject
properties generally located at: a 4.69-acre parcel of land located in abstract A28, Calvin Boles
Survey, Sheet 2, Tract 223; a 37.46-acre parcel of land located in abstract A28, Calvin Boles
Survey, Sheet 2, Tract 133; a 1.0-acre parcel of land, located in abstract A28, Calvin Boles
Survey, Sheet 2, Tract 134; also known as the Campbell property, with a zoning classification of
(AG) Agricultural District. Councilmember Little seconded the motion and the motion was
unanimously approved.

1.058-acre parcel
Mr. Roberts stated at the March 10 joint PZ and Council meeting the recommendation was to
zone the parcel at RE-I and the recommendation was upheld at the April 12 PZ. He indicated
that he has received I letter of support.

Councilmember Powell expressed that while her desire would be to zone as RE-3 the property
just over an acre in size.

Mayor Culbedson requested clarification from Ms. Couch and Mr. McCoy on the matter of
zoning the parcel at RE-3.

Mr. McCoy stated it would make the property unusable.

Mayor Culbertson opened the public hearing.

Cynthia Bmgge, , inquired what it means if it were to be zoned RE-I. Mr.
Roberts stated it is currently its own parcel with a residential structure. Ms. Brugge inquired if it
could be sold and what are the rules of gaining access to the property. Mr. Roberts stated there is
currently an access easement that crosses through the adjacent property.

Bruce Kelly, , stated there is a current easement through his property line
however he is no longer the owner of the parcel and the current easement is no longer valid.

Roland Feldman, , inquired about other zoning options for this parcel. Mr.
Roberts stated no other zoning for this parcel would makes sense due to the size.

Barbara Isaacs, , inquired how it was detennined to be unzoncd. Mayor
Culbertson reviewed town processes for reviewing zoning in town.
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Bruce Kelly, communicated the zoning history of his property as well as
adjacent parcels.

Mayor Culbertson closed the public hearing.

Mayor Pro Tern Adler made a motion to approve Town initiated zoning for the subject property
generally located at: a 1.058-acre parcel of land located in abstract A791, Samuel Sloan Survey,
Sheet 1, Tract 17, with a zoning classification of (RE-I) One-Acre Ranch Estate District.
Councilmember Powell seconded the motion and the motion was unanimously approved.

0.811-acre tract
Mr. Roberts stated at the March 10 joint PZ and Council meeting the recommendation was to
zone the parcel as (PC) Planned Center District and at the April PZ meeting the recommendation
was to zone as (PC) Planned Center District with an RE-i base with modified design standards
for smaller setbacks. He indicated he received I letter of support outside of the notification
boundary.

Mayor Pro Tern Adler inquired if the setbacks are consistent with the flood plain. Mr. Roberts
stated the setbacks provided are in relation to the parcel and not the flood plain.

Councilmember Lessner inquired if there was a residence on the property. Mr. Roberts stated
there is a residence as well as an accessory structure.

Mayor Culbertson opened the public hearing.

Barbara lsaacs, , inquired if the owner has been notified and their position on the
re-zoning. Mr. Roberts stated the owner has been notified and is in support of the zoning.

Cynthia Brugge, , expressed her concern with increased density.

Bruce Kelly, , expressed his concern with the lack of landowner input with
regards to land use.

Cynthia Brugge , further expressed her concern with density.

Mayor Culberson closed the public hearing.

Councilmember Hendricks made a motion to approve Town initiated zoning for the subject
property generally located at: a 0.81 1-acre parcel of land located in abstract A791, Samuel Sloan
Survey, Sheet 2, Tract 100, with a zoning classification of (PC) Planned Center District.
Councilmember Little seconded the motion and the motion was unanimously approved.

16.0-acre tract
Mr. Roberts stated at the March lOjoint PZ and Council meeting the recommendation was to
zone the parcel as Agricultural District. He stated he received I letter of opposition. He has
spoken with several residents who indicated concerns with the zoning however their concerns
were alleviated once they had an understanding of the agricultural zoning.
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Mayor Culbertson requested for Mr. Roberts to share why agricultural is the considered zoning.
Mr. Roberts stated due to the majority of this parcel being located in a flood plain the only other
zoning classification would be the Open Space Flood Hazard District which does not allow for
the construction of a home. He indicated there is a residential structure located outside of the
flood plain and agricultural zoning would allow the owners to reconstruct their home in the event
of a catastrophic event.

Mayor Culbertson opened the public hearing.

Sietske RolL, , inquired if this was the Willis’ property. Mr. Roberts stated it
was not; this property is held in a trust.

Mayor Culbertson closed the public hearing.

Mayor Pro Tern Adler made a motion to approve Town initiated zoning for the subject property
generally located at a 16.0-acre parcel of land located in abstract A28, Calvin Boles Survey,
Sheet 1, Tract 8, with a zoning classification of (AG) Agricultural District. Councilmember
Lessner seconded the motion and the motion was unanimously approved.

Us 380 TXDOT PLAN: Mr. Chancellor discussed agenda item 7(a), US 360 TXDoT plan.

Mr. Chancellor stated currently US 380 does not meet the future needs of Collin County
therefore TXDOT is conducting a feasibility study for various routes. He stated Thursday night
was the first of 3 public meetings being held by TXDOT. He stated the options are to do
nothing, grade separation at key intersections or construct a freeway for all or certain sections of
the highway. He indicated one route option, the red route, would come close to Fairview at the
east side of the airport on the McKinney side of Wilson Creek. He also indicated the route
would overlap an 82.2-acre parcel of Town owned land.

Mayor Culbertson expressed his concerns of the ambient noise that would occur due to the
elevated roadway over a flood plain and with the route being sandwiched between Wilson Creek
and the airport gives a greater possibility for TXDoT to extend the project further south
additionally impacting Fairview residents.

An attending resident inquired about the timeline of this project. Mr. Chancellor stated this
project is still several years away as it is still in the planning stages and will require right-of-way
acquisitions as well as environmental clearance before it can move forward.

Mayor Culbertson and Council agreed on the Town’s position and to draft a letter of opposition
to the red route.

Ms. Couch suggested Council vote on the action to be taken.

Councilmember Hendricks made a motion to approve Town Staff to draft a letter to the Texas
Department of Transportation outlining the Town’s thoughts on the potential options of US 380
and the route that is currently shown as the red route not be considered for future planning
purposes of US 380. Councilmember Little seconded the motion and the motion was
unanimously approved.
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PLANNLNG FOR FUTURE TOWN FACILITIES: Ms. Couch discussed agenda item 7(b),
planning for ftture town facilities, including the citizen committee process. She reviewed the
results of the last joint meeting of the CRG with the Town Council and the process for the
upcoming CRG meeting. She stated in the last meeting members suggested submitting questions
and the submission deadline was set as May 1. She indicated that a compilation of the questions
and answers will be sent to the committee by May 8. She also stated the at their last meeting the
committee identified high priorities and the fire station was at the top of the list. She indicated
the next meeting will be May 10 and the fire station would be the primary focus.

Mayor Culbertson expressed his gratitude to the CRG for their feedback and the progress of the
committee.

MCKINNEY AIRPORT UPDATE: Councilmember Hendricks gave a presentation regarding
agenda item 7(c), update of the McKinney Airport Master Plan and Layout Plan.

REPORTS FROM STAFF:
Mr. Chancellor discussed agenda item 9(c), regarding an update on Stacy Rd.

Mr. Ventura gave a presentation on agenda items 9(a) and (b), regarding the Monthly and
Quarterly Financials ending March 31, 2018.

Ms. Couch indicated the Volunteer Banquet will be held next Tuesday, May 8 at Heritage Ranch.

Mayor Culbertson adjourned the meeting at 10:30 p.m.

Ebeflson\iY

Adam Wiliçum. Alternate Town Secretary
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From: David Mathews [mailto: ] 

Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2018 1:25 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 

Subject: Keep 380 on 380 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

 

Stephen, I live in Whitley Place in Prosper. I am voicing my preference to keep 380 on 380 and not ruin people’s lives, 

investments and savings by approving a bypass. Bypass option B would negatively affect the value of my property in 

Whitley Place to a great degree. We moved to Whitley Place in order to get out of the congestion and commotion of 

Stonebridge Ranch. It is a wonderful, peaceful neighborhood that would be changed forever by bypass option B. 

 

Thank you for your consideration, 

 

David Mathews 

 

[A Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) message]<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-

3A__www.txdot.gov_inside-2Dtxdot_media-2Dcenter_featured.html&d=DwIGaQ&c=pgTKN5yjcEYSPUPpeP-

zuA&r=Do0hs007mNVABlxnQFgFRZAuXXi2aQYL-ZYagjMaLV0&m=odZtAN0kGmL_t5OtcIRSYAGKeV-Xq4DX-

Zmsrko2snQ&s=1aa7tkEdZAnn5jgIShG8KP7yKlQnCiVvnxMsk0iGsQs&e=> 



Texas
Depa#ment

of T,ansporlalipn

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026
October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking mmen s on osed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmark d b October 26, 2018.

Please Print

we I dye 1d1tJ dud vUted ‘at i: , ILUI in ic, 6, cud iclchUi ic A11 to TADOT, do

not agree with these proposed bypass loops to Hwy 380 from Denton County to Hunt County. As we have stated these

bypass loops are, at the very least, an insufficient and inadequate quick fix and do not address the broader future vision

of Coffin County traffic gro.vth.
Coffin County does need another east to west major freeway from county line to county line to relief Hwy 380 as

well as other crowded, insufficient roadways and accommodate future growth in the northern section of the county. This

prndnmintnIy riini cprtnr nf rnihn rnunh, whirh Ic mnctly npn, iindoølnpnH ?rpc wniild hFl lcc dicruptiv Rnd

catastrophic to the public with much less displacement of homeowners, business owners, and stakeholders. The

construction ot a major treeway in this rural section north ot Hwy 380 obviously would better meet the tuture

transportation needs of Collin County as a whole. It would also handle more traffic, offer a smoother flow of traffic.

decrease hours of travel and hours of congestion delays. Additionally, motorists could go from county line to county line

bypassing the cities main streeL dreas.
Currently, Hwy 380 through Princeton is going to be expanded to six lanes with a concrete median which will

definitely help get the morning and evening commute traffic through of the city more quickly. However, with a new major

ficewoy tjupi, the LcJuiIty, tl,c,c wwUuld Le ,., d for “bypa3 lUUps”. The byp0s l00p3 3hould be tabld 0nd quick

consideration of constructing a freeway just north of Prosper, McKinney, Princeton and Farmersville. New construction

of a major freeway in the northern rural sector of the county will be far less expensive and disruptive than a poorly thought

out plan to reconstruct an already, busy, overcro’.vded Eingle major high’.’ny that hc no other ‘ziable routec ‘.vhile under

construction. What a traffic nightmarelt
(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDDT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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Department

of flanspodatlon

Thursday, October 4, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p-rn.

Independence High School

Tuesday. October 9. 2018
6:00 p-rn. to 8:00 p.m.

Collin College Central Park Campus
Conference Center

Thursday, October 11,2018
6:00 p-rn. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. AN written comments arewelcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that appiy to you:a lam erroyed by TxDOT
I do business with TxDOT
could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The envircnmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental lawsfor this project are being, or have been, carried-out by TxOOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandumof LA?derstanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4, 2018 Tuesday, October 9, 2018 Thursday. October 11, 2018

6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Coilin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School

Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

and voiced our opinion at numerous meetings, written comments, and telephone call to TxDOT, we do

not agree with these proposed bypass loops to Hwy 380 from Denton County to Hunt County. As we have stated these

bypass loops arc, at the very lca5t, an insufficient and inadequate quick fix and do not address the broader future vision

of Collin County traffic growth.

rnffin rnunty dnec need nnnther nct tn ‘pct mnfnr fropuiny from rntsnty ne tn ç0unty line tn relief Hwy 0 s ‘Nell

other crowded, insufficient roadways and accommodate future growth in the northern section of the county. This

predominately rural sector ot Collin County which is mostly open, undeveloped areas would be less disruptive and

catastrophic to the publir with much less displacement of homeowners, business owners, and stakehnlders The

construction of a major freeway in this rural section north of Hwy 380 obviously would better meet the future

transpoRdtlon needs of Collin County as a whole. it would also handle more traffic, offer a smootner flow of trartic,

decrease hours of travel and hours of congestion delays. Additionally, motorists could go from county line to county line

bypassing the cities’ main street areas.

Currently, Hwy 380 through Princeton is going to be expanded to six lanes with a concrete median which will definitely

help get the morning and evening commute traffic through of the city more quickly. However, with a new major freeway

crossing the county, there would be no need for “bypass loops”. The bypass loops should be tabled and quick

consideration of constructing a freeway just north of Prosper, McKinney, Princeton and Farmersville. New construction

of a major freeway in the northern rural sector of the county will be far less expensive and disruptive than a poorly thought

out plan to rprnnstriirt an already, hiicy overcrowded single major highway that hac no other ,iahlp rniitec while under

construction. What a traffic nightmare!
(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

rj I am employed by TxDOT
3 I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: Ic’
ADDRESS:

f

CITY: l
- Wj 11it ‘I 1i•iUi





1

From: Debbie Fahrenthol
Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2018 3:21 AM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: US 380 Comment 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

It seems to really make more sense to put a loop around Princeton to the north and not wipe out all businesses 

along  Highway 380.   That way the commuters will take the loop and let Hwy 380 be more accessible for Princeton 

residents and shoppers. Much like the Loop 288 in Denton. Where we can better get out of our subdivisions and use  the 

highway.    

 

Debbie Fahrenthold 
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Texas

Depaflment
ci Transpoflation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

KeecD ,MO OPt 5W, Mo 73y4ss

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDDT
U I do business with TxDOT
3 I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: Veiu 91jrlCtsk-
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From: Dennis DeMattei [mailto:t  

Sent: Friday, October 12, 2018 8:02 AM 

To: Stephen Endres 

Subject: 380 Bypass Proposals 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

 

Hello, 

 

I appreciate this opportunity to express my views on this bypass situation.  I live in Prosper and intend to live out my life 

here. 

 

1. I find it highly unusual that the red option B through Prosper as proposed was only made public on or about Oct 4th, 

2018 only allowing weeks for this community to organize and evaluate its position before the Oct 26th deadline, while 

the other previous proposals have been public for over a year. I do not believe this affords due process to this 

community and would be subject to legal challenges if allowed to proceed in this matter.  This may involve a self serving 

motivation..  ( Pun intended)  This looks like a bait and switch in the eyes of this community. 

 

2. TexDot studies reveal that red option B is the least safe option as compared to the other proposals.  Safety is of prime 

importance now and in the future as the population increases and road demands increase. 

 

3. The short distance between two points is a straight line. It would seems only logical to take this into consideration in 

engineering and planning. 

 

4. Cost of Red Option B will exceed the current costs estimate as this community will demand that extensive noise 

abatement measures be taken such as below grade construction and sound walls. 

 

5  Your studies have shown that the existing 380 will need to be improved in the near future, regardless of any bypass 

constructed.  It would be a more efficient use of funds to address this now with improvements to the existing alignment. 

( Green alignment) 

 

6. The Town of Prosper is coming out with a strong resolution against any bypass through Prosper and supporting the 

Green alignment.  You stated that TexDot does not violate the City or Town’s desires. I hope this is true. 

 

7.  There are demonstrated techniques previous used by TexDot to reduce right of way requirements that would 

mitigate the impacts of the Green alignment. 
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I could list many more concerns, but I know how busy you are and only hope to point out the advantages of the Green 

alignment and the vast opposition for the Red alignments. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Dennis J. DeMattei 

 

[A Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) message]<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-

3A__www.txdot.gov_inside-2Dtxdot_media-2Dcenter_featured.html&d=DwIGaQ&c=pgTKN5yjcEYSPUPpeP-

zuA&r=Do0hs007mNVABlxnQFgFRZAuXXi2aQYL-

ZYagjMaLV0&m=Bxytzh40z3YqO92ZRQvcINo9vnTpfj0wsksTZJw2_uQ&s=zrd36veVIQNUdmp6yNfVF2JV3l6vLPXq3c3HntE

APsk&e=> 
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From: Diana Finch < > 

Sent: Saturday, October 13, 2018 7:31:06 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 

Subject: Comment Form for Proposed Improvements to US 380  

  

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

When my family moved back to this area in 2009, we narrowed our search to a house in Tucker Hill and one in Whitley 

Place. While we loved both homes (and the Tucker Hill house was less expensive), we elected to purchase in Whitley 

Place in Prosper because we could envision that 380 would need to be widened in the not-to-far-future and it seemed 

that the developers of Tucker Hill had not thought that one out when designing the neighborhood.  Imagine our surprise 

when we discovered just a few weeks ago that 380 could potentially invade our area and effect our home values! 

Basically, Tucker Hill's poor planning could effect neighborhoods all around them. This does NOT seem fair. 

1. Essentially, a low density planned development along Custer will be scrapped, making other neighborhoods in this 

area less desirable. 

2.  Prosper ISD has a planned school along CR 123, young teen drivers will now be required to navigate a busy 

thoroughfare.  

3.  A much treasured MainGait, a beautiful equestrian therapeutic center on Custer will be obliterated. 

I could go on, but I know you have heard it all.  

I've heard of a plan to lower the 0.3 mile of roadway in front of Tucker Hill (like we've seen TXDOT successfully do in 

other areas) that would have less impact. Could we please consider that as the optimal resolution and keep 380 on 380? 

Thanks for your kind consideration. 

Diana Finch 
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Texas
Department

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 360 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11 -022, 01 35-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4. 2018 Tuesday, October 9. 2018 Thursday, October 11,2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Collln College Central Park Campus Princeton High School
Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

lam strongly against any Bypass option that goes through any part of Prosper, and am against any Bypass option west of (-75
(both Red Options). strongly support fixing 380 on 380 west of 1-75 (Green Options).

Keep close to TXD0Ts ideal freeway spacing of 5 miles apart, with 380 being about 5 miles from both 121 and the Outer Loop. On
Custer Road, the distance between 121 and 380 is 6.1 miles. The distance between 121 and Bloomdale Road where the Bypass
would be is 9.5 miles. This is too far apart based on TXD0T’s ideal freeway spacing.

When Stephen Endres spoke to the Prosper Town Council Meeting on July 24, 2016 he said that TXD0T rarely, if ever, goes
against the recommendations of the cities. Both Prosper and Frisco passed resolutions saying they don’t want a Bypass through
their cities, and yet TXDoT bowed to political pressure from a vocal minority of people in Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch to add
a Bypass Red Option B starting in Prosper at the last minute when it wasn’t even an option in the April/May public meetings. The
Town of Prosper has limited commercial frontage, and a Bypass through Prosper would further limit our Town’s tax base, home
prices, and future economic viability.

In the public response to TXDoT’s April/May public meetings, 3,384 people said they wanted to Fix 380 on 380, while only 1,502
people said they wanted a Bypass option. That is a ratio of 2.19 to 1 that prefers to Fix 380 on 380 versus a Bypass. Why is the
new Red Option B through Prosper even an option, other than an obvious bowing to the special interests of Tucker Hill and
Stonebridge Ranch who knowingly built their homes on a highway.

The residents of Tucker Hill received a discount when purchasing their homes because of their location close to a highway. The
residents of Prosper paid a premium when we purchased our homes to live in a nice and quiet area far away from a highway. It is
not fair that Tucker Hill residents are trying to shift the economic burden caused by their own poor planning to the residents of
Prosper. In order to avoid having 0.3 miles of frontage road on a freeway, Tucker Hill is trying to get TXD0T to build a freeway next
to and through hundreds and thousands of existing and future homes and acreage of people who purposefully chose to buy homes
far away from highways and freeways. Do not cave into pressure from a vocal minority from Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch
that don’t want to face the consequences of their decision to buy a home close to a highway that was slated for future expansion.
Fix 380 on 380l fljoj,.ni- Secre1n’i / flt*nrtç C2rIs1-e. Thz,Ms ges;Jt.i&j 4BC1a1ILfltd

(I-’er I exas I ransportation coae, 2U1.b1 1(a)(b)): cneCk eacn or me tollowlng coxes mat app’y to you:

IZI I am employed by TxDOT

U I do business with TxDOT i’Jj

U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: Da*tid- Bvuwkt
ADDRESS:

CITY:
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Une to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJ5: 0135-11422, 013542459,013543448,013544432,013545426

October 4. 2018 -6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comrpents on the proposed project. All written comments are
- welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

JZ upporl- -+he eReeN Qf”anment uI’r Hwc 3S’O
1bs t ÷he ophrna) and msP S’6’c,enr D--&h
-Fr’ dS- We6fr +nt-F#ic t1v’Dtt h fl1Ckin%y
an (rosper. 1% t2ypaS is unl7ecessaryt

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:o I am employed by TxDOT
O I do business with TxDOT
0 I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws forthis project are being, or have been, carried-out by TxDQT pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: Oiflrnn D&.*ue?
ADDRESS:

Gin:
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From: Don Daugherty [mailto:   
Sent: Friday, October 12, 2018 2:15 PM 

To: Michelle Raglon 

Subject: US 380 feasibility study questions 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Hi, 

I have a business property on hwy. 380 near WinCo on the east side of Hwy 75. 

 

If one of the green models is selected, will it take out all of my property? 
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If my property is taken, about what year will that happen? 

 

 

Thanks for the update, 

LLC 
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Texas
Department

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin COUnty, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
Li I am employed by TxDOT
Li I do business with TxDQT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

NAME:

CITY:

__

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

IscI)
ADDRESS:
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From: Donna Breedlove [mailto:   
Sent: Sunday, October 07, 2018 11:06 AM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: AGAINST 380 in Prosper 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Mr. Endres - as resident of Whitley Place in Prosper and a real 
estate professional in Collin County, I implore you and your team to 
take a step back and reconsider all options for 380. 
 
Sometimes what initially appears to be the cheapest fix is not and it 
appears to me that long-term plans were quickly shelved and there 
is a current rush to appease a vocal minority of homeowners trying 
to kick their problem down the road to Prosper. 
 
I can understand that you and your team are working to develop the 
best solution to the problem. However, there were reasons for the 
original plan and to change horses in the middle and penalize 
residents who did their homework on potential growth says volumes 
about the integrity of the process and will have ramifications for 
property owners far beyond individual neighborhoods. 
 
If I can be of assistance in working with your team, please let me 
know. 
 
Thank you for your time. 
Donna Breedlove 















Texas
Deparwtenl

of T,ansponatthn

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 11,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

Ii I am employed by TxDOT
U Ido business with TxDOT
Li I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for

this project are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum of

understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

NAME: tt-&5H (fL-6 Y
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
38O.. US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement
process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name:______________ Address:

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner wne Nearby Resident
Other, please specify:

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD PROSPER

1W

H
No preference

— Prefer green alignment I
— Prefer no-build alternative

/
— Other, please specify:

0 COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify: —

C

PRO7SJ

MCKINNEY
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION -___

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION I --

‘380’
I

— No preference

— Prefer green alignment - option A

— Prefer green alignment - option B

Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

•FM 1827 to CR 559

No preference

— Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify: —

EW HOPE

I _c_

I
‘I- _LtL —

CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.

SacrMs Likar A

L?CW A Si(ctr

c.P w’o&tY 44t441sJfl Pofl
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Deflnt

of 7)Bnspoflatlon

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to Us 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School

Tuesday, October 9, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Collin College Central Park Campus

Thursday. October 11,2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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NAME: ELAINE \SU1ULA

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

LI I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2Q14, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT. “

ADDRESS:

CITy:

. -



Texas
Departnent

of T,anspoftation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026
October 9, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, 2Q1.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

Li I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business wiUtTDOTJ
J I could behefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmentaIreWev,consuItation, 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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: EI 1t6OD.C J- O.hnrtt’e.. ilwrv’pson

ADDRESS:

CiTy:
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

No preference

L. Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify:

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey
DRIVE
38

• LA. I A T IF F A B. F

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment /

CONTACT INFORMA11ON:

Name: OZ(xYDti*’ ‘3*CL1± Address:

Oth:r,ple:sesp:cify:

this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner Property Owner

1

PROSPER

/
U
z
0
—

289
• TClA5

• tOLL

2’
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

— No preference

Prefer green alignment - option A

— Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

Q FM l827toCR 559

— No preference

Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

OCR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.

LOWRYCROSSING
- . --

2

0

U
z

I z
I

THANK YOU
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From: e  [mailto:e   
Sent: Friday, October 26, 2018 10:22 PM 
To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: Keep 380 on 380 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Dear Mr. Endres, 

  

I would like to share my comments concerning the 380 bypass evaluation.  It is best to keep 380 on 380 for the 

least disruption to communities, cost considerations and fair partnership.  It is not fair to affect the homes, 

neighborhoods and property values of residents and homeowners in communities who did not purchase on 380 

so that those who did purchase on 380 can move the highway closer to others.  Please keep 380 on 380 as there 

are ways to expand it on 380 in the best interest of all. 

  

Thank you very much for your consideration and support! 

  

Eric Youtsey 

  

 

 







Texas
Department

of Tmnspodatlon

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting;.-,...

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal enviranrflWntal 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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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From: Craig Farrill [mailto: ]  
Sent: Wednesday, October 24, 2018 9:21 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: US380 Written Comments 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Dear Mr. Endres: 
 
My name is F. Craig Farrill, PE. 
 
I live in Whitley Place in Prosper, TX and have four points for you and your team to consider: 
 
Point #1: I support the US 380 Green Route as the only viable solution. 
 
The Green Route: 
 

1. Properly recognizes that the origin and destination of US 380 traffic is to/from 
McKinney. People are trying to drive to businesses, homes, schools and government offices 
in central McKinney along US 75, not to drive around McKinney. The Bypass or Red Route 
Options falsely assume that a large majority of drivers want to avoid central McKinney. The 
vast majority of traffic has McKinney as its origin or its destination; the small minority of traffic 
is passing through McKinney. Traffic data has not been presented that would validate that vast 
majority of traffic is “through” traffic. It is not reasonable to expect that drivers will use a Bypass 
which does not take them to or return them from their central McKinney destination. 

 
2. Can leverage advanced highway design techniques developed and successfully 

deployed by TxDOT in many high-traffic highways such as US 75. Prosper resident Ben 
Pruett put together a proposal which has been provided to TxDOT. It offers the solution of a 
well thought design that would actually depress/lower US Hwy 380 in front of Tucker Hill 
making it virtually invisible from ground level.  The access roads for east/west lanes would be 
at current grade level and would be cantilevered over the lowered US Hwy 380 providing easy 
access for those residents with no homes lost. Below grade, limited access highways with 
cantilevered service roads (or “advanced highway design”) have been widely used by TxDOT 
(e.g. US 75 near Highland Park) and NTTA and would work well for US 380.  The Green 
Alignment avoids the destruction of hundreds of homes and business along Bypass Option 
routes, minimizes the exercise of eminent domain for land necessary for right-of-way adjacent 
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to the Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch communities, and eliminates the need to purchase 
hundreds of millions of dollars of properties and land to  support the Bypass routes.  

 
In my opinion as a professional engineer, advanced highway design is the only viable solution for US 
380 between the Denton county line and US 75. 
 

3. Provides the shortest highway route and provides the traffic load capacity where the 
capacity is needed - - in a straight line from Denton to McKinney       

 
I believe we should keep US 380 on its current alignment.  
 
Point #2: I reject both Red Route Options for a 380 Bypass as unnecessary, ineffective, 
economically infeasible, and undesirable to the people of Prosper and McKinney. 
 
The Red Route Option B would be devastating in several respects. Red Route Option B would: 
 

1. Cut through and eliminate the 14-acre ManeGait Therapeutic Horsemanship center, a non-
profit organization serving hundreds of adults and children with disabilities and volunteer 
opportunities for over 2,000 North Texans. 

 
2. Jeopardize the quality of peaceful, rural residential life for Whitley Place residents in its 554 

home sites. Whitley Place would be the closest Prosper subdivision to the proposed Red 
Route B. 

 
3. Also come perilously close to the nearby historic Walnut Grove Cemetery (the oldest portion of 

which was established in 1852). 
 

4. Come dangerously close to the two properties owned by the Prosper Independent School 
District, and planned for use to build two new high schools:  

a. The property in the historic Rhea’s Mill area to the east of Custer Road between 
Bloomdale Road and Frontier Parkway,  

b. The property along E. First Street between Custer Road and Coit Road. 
 

5. From an economic standpoint, eliminate the possibility of the planned development of 
hundreds of high-quality, single-family residential homes on the south side of East First 
Street.  Consequently, the Town of Prosper would be deprived of a significant future tax 
base.  The Town of Prosper is only 27 square miles and must capitalize on the available land 
to keep the town attractive to new residents and to productively raise the tax base. 

 
6. Provide virtually no benefits to the Town of Prosper, its schools, residential neighborhoods and 

residents. 
 
For these and other reasons, Red Route Option B should be eliminated as an unacceptable and 
unworkable. 
 
Point #3: I recommend Accelerated Surface Street Construction North of 380 
 
Rather than build a limited access highway bypass highway north of US 380, I suggest TxDOT 
instead accelerate the construction of full six-lane major thoroughfare surface streets north of US 380. 
By adding East-West full six-lane roads, thousands of drivers could avoid US 380 altogether, thereby 
reducing the projected traffic load over the next 50 years. 
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I would suggest that TxDOT look at three such East – West six-lane roads: 
 

1. Expand E. First Street East to six lanes from Prosper through McKinney to US 75 
 

2. Expand E. Prosper Trail East to six lanes from Prosper through McKinney to US 75 
 

3. Expand Rhea Mills East to six lanes from Prosper through McKinney to US 75 
 
These surface street expansions would produce 18 East – West traffic lanes which could permanently 
remove hundreds of thousands of vehicle trips from US 380 in the future. Local McKinney and 
Prosper residents could and would avoid US 380 as the McKinney residents south of US 380 
currently do. 
 
Furthermore, I would suggest that TxDOT look at three North – South six-lane connecting roads: 
 

1. Expand Coit Road to six lanes from US 380 to Rhea Mills 
 

2. Expand Custer Road to six lanes from US 380 to Rhea Mills 
 

3. Expand Lake Forest Drive to six lanes from US 380 to Rhea Mills 
 
The surface street expansions would produce 18 North – South traffic lanes which could permanently 
remove hundreds of thousands of vehicle trips from US 380 in the future. Local residents could and 
would connect with east-west roads and avoid US 380 as the McKinney residents south of US 380 
currently do. 
 

 
 
Accelerated surface street construction north of US 380 would:  
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1. Support the existing long-term land use plans of Prosper and McKinney. 
2. Have far fewer unforeseen and unexpected neighborhood impacts 
3. Provide multiple east-west traffic detours from US 380 during its multi-year reconstruction 
4. Improve access to the ManeGait Therapeutic Horsemanship center and allow it to operate and 

grow for years to come 
5. Maintain the quality of peaceful, rural residential life for Whitley Place residents in its 554 home 

sites 
6. Not disturb the historic Walnut Grove Cemetery in east Prosper 
7. Enable the two properties owned by the Prosper Independent School District to be built out as 

high schools in accordance with the Prosper Land Use Plan 
8. Allow the planned development of hundreds of high-quality, single-family residential homes on 

the south side of East First Street in the Town of Prosper, creating a significant future tax 
base.  The Town of Prosper would be able to capitalize on the available land (only 27 square 
miles), to keep the town attractive to new residents, and to productively raise the tax base and 
provide services to the public. 

9. Provide substantial traffic carrying benefits to the Town of Prosper, its schools, residential 
neighborhoods and residents for the next 50 years 

10. Dramatically reduce the hundreds of houses and businesses needing to be destroyed and 
removed to allow the Red Option Bypass 

11. Not divide up, isolate and permanently separate the dozen McKinney neighborhoods north of 
US 380 with a limited-access Bypass highway 

12. Provide substantial traffic carrying benefits to McKinney, its schools, residential neighborhoods 
and residents for the next 50 years 

 
Point #4: In conclusion: I recommend Accelerated Surface Street Construction North of 380 be 
done in addition to a less-costly expansion, modernization and improvement of US 380 on its 
current route and alignment. 
 
=============================================================================
================================== 
 
Please feel free to contact me at or on my mobile at  I would be happy 
to discuss any of these four points further.  
 
=============================================================================
================================== 
 
Respectfully, 
  
Craig 
____________________________________ 
  
F. Craig Farrill, PE 

______________ 
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To: Stephen Endres, P.E. TxDOT
Date: 10/18/2018
Re: US 380 bypass

The metric “Enhances Regional Mobility” is not a valid metric for comparing the Green alignment to the
Red alignment, it is only valid for comparing any new road improvement, either green or red alignments,
to the no-build option. For this reason, it needs to be removed from consideration in the matrix you
have constructed.

I’ve talked to the engineer who is responsible for these metrics, you may run this by her. Assuming that
my understand of regional mobility is, as explained to me by your engineers, getting vehicles through
the entire county. Regional mobility subsumes the traffic demand metric, your engineer and myself
agree on this point. To see why regional mobility is not a good metric for comparison between green
and red alignments, you need to take each case separately. For these cases, traffic demand is the
independent variable and regional mobility is the dependent variable since regional mobility subsumes
traffic demand. Also, regional mobility subsumes traffic demand on both red and green alignments
assuming red alignment is built.

Case 1—single road option, build green alignment, no red alignment exists.

VARY INDEPENDENT VARIABLE RESULT

Traffic demand on green increases regional mobility increases on a freeway.
Traffic demand on green decreases regional mobility increases because lighter traffic

on a freeway.

Case 2— bypass built, red alignment, and existing 380 is still there, two roadways.

VARY INDEPENDENT VARY INDEPENDENT RESULT

VARIABLE_G VARIABLE_R
Traffic demand green increase Traffic demand red increase Regional mobility increase
Traffic demand green increase Traffic demand red decrease Regional mobility increase
Traffic demand green decrease Traffic demand red increase Regional mobility increase
Traffic demand green decrease Traffic demand red decrease Regional mobility increase, light

traffic

Case 3— no build.

VARY INDEPENDENT VARIABLE RESULT

Traffic demand 380 increase Regional mobility decrease, traffic jams
Traffic demand 380 decrease Regional mobility increase, light traffic

Conclusion:
Regional mobility increases with either of the green or red alignments. As long as there is a road
improvement, regional mobility improves. That’s the only conclusion that can be drawn from the



regional mobility variable. Only the no-build option will negatively affect regional mobility due to traffic
jams.

The only case that can be made for regional mobility in a red alignment scenario is a slight improvement
of regional mobility over the green alignment only because there are two separate roadways. However,
this improvement is negated because two choke points are introduced to the roadway where the bypass
merges onto 380. In practice, 290 east of 35, south of Ladybird lake has that exact attribute.
Additionally, the speed limits will need to be lower on the bypass because of the bends in the road,
which undoubtedly will cause accidents, further lowering traffic mobility. At the very least, the regional
mobility metric should have a lower weighting significance than traffic demand.

Traffic demand remains the only reliable market-oriented variable. Traffic demand is central to all well-
constructed models or consideration, and conforms to economic principles, engineering principles, and
common sense. The supply side of the market equation follows the demand side, that is, supply follows
demand and satisfies demand. What good is a road if it’s not used, see loop 288 in Denton. Meanwhile
traffic demand on existing 380 will increase, even with a bypass in place. Disavow yourselves of the
notion that by designating the bypass US 380 people will use it because their GPS tells them, that’s
trying to create a demand with supply.

In conclusion, your models show that only the green alignment fully satisfies traffic demand. The traffic
demand model most closely represents the physical system. The model’s equilibrium or stability point is
the green alignment. The dynamics of the physical system will conform with the dynamics of a well
defined model.

il



To: Stephen Endres, P.E. TxDOT
Date: 10//2018
Re: US 380 bypass

The current version of the TXDoT feasibility report is well done. I’ve identified three important points. The first and 
most important is the market-oriented solution to the US 380-expansion project. The traffic demand metric is the 
only market-oriented metric in the matrix. Traffic demand in each segment is fully satisfied by only the green 
alignment (the existing 380 route). Your trip demand models are accurate. The demand for expanding 380 on the 
green alignment is reinforced by the fact that the biggest block of survey respondents chose the green alignment 
and rejected bypass alignments. Further reinforced by the residents in cities of Frisco, McKinney, and Prosper 
choosing the green alignment and rejecting bypass alternatives. 

Secondly, the only party requesting a bypass alignment is the Tucker Hill developer, identified as a stockholder in 
your study. But this is a business (special interest) asking the government to subsidize (bail out) its bad business 
decision. Market forces need to determine the alignment of 380, not a developer who has made a poor business 
decision and now is requesting relief at the expense of the region. 

If the metric of Traffic Demand is ignored, it does not magically go away – see pg. 11 “Traffic Demand Model 
Evaluation” of US 380 Feasibility Study. Traffic demand for travel on existing 380 (not a bypass) will continue to 
grow. Put in system engineering terms, ignored, it will produce an unstable system. The demand will grow and 
superimpose on itself. The POLES ARE NOT IN THE NEGATIVE SIDE OF THE Z-PLANE!!! Only by building a road that 
services the traffic demand will the system be stable, equivalently, by moving the poles into the left side of the z-
plane. 

The third point is the costs of each alignment. Although the green alignment has the highest cost, the cost is 
acceptable. In fact, voters would gladly approve bond initiatives to pay for this alignment. Remember that it’s the 
voters, i.e., tax payers that pay for the roads, not TXDoT, and if we accept the cost, that removes the cost as an 
obstacle in consideration. 

Finally, the metrics a) Enhances Regional Mobility, and b) Supports Future Regional Economic Growth, are the least 
significant metrics for the question of 380’s alignment. First, regional mobility measures how much time is spent in 
the vehicle, equivalently, how fast a vehicle travels. That’s attributable to the fact that, in this case bypass, the 
road is empty. Just like Loop 288 in Denton, it will not be used. The metric Regional Mobility is the stochastic 
opposite of the Traffic Demand metric. Second, Future Economic Growth cannot be measured reliably. Any 
extrapolation is unreliable at best. Please answer this question honestly, did you think Hillary Clinton was going to 
win the election? Or, did you think the economy would hit historic growth rates under Donald Trump? The point 
being no one can predict the future, and any metric based on future economic growth is unreliable regardless of 
what model is used.  

Public demand and traffic demand all favor fixing US 380 on 380 and reject any bypass alternatives. Metrics and 
survey results in your feasibility are repeating the same conclusion, favoring fixing 380 on 380, all driven by 
demand. The other side of the market equation is supply. TXDoT satisfies that demand by building the right road, 
which your feasibility study is stating, reinforcing, and repeating is the US 380 green alignment. 

Fred Costa, Ph.D.
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From: gaby smith [ ]  
Sent: Sunday, October 07, 2018 4:34 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: 380 bypass 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

 

Dear Mr. Enders- 

 

I am appalled and infuriated at the recently released public proposals from TxDOT on October 4 regarding possible 
plans to address the ever-increasing congestion on US Highway 380. In the Spring of 2018, public proposals 
included five options (two to improve the existing highway and three to build a by-pass north of the existing highway 
and reconnect to the highway just east of Custer Road) but did not include any options to build a by-pass entering 
into the town limits of Prosper.  
 

Suddenly, with the newly-released October proposals of just three solutions, Prosper residents face the prospect of 
a by-pass coming into their small community and destroying land which is zoned for single family residences that 
would significantly add to the town’s tax base. The Town of Prosper is only 27 square miles and it must absolutely 
capitalize on the land that it has to keep the town attractive and productively raising the tax base. A by-pass entering 
Prosper would also dramatically damage the quality of life for residents of Whitley Place in Prosper who moved to 
the community for the tranquility of being far-removed from the highway. There are 554 home sites at Whitley Place 
that would be severely impacted. Unlike some people in McKinney, they were thoughtful in their individual decisions 
on where to build or purchase a home. This newly-emerged proposal of a by-pass into Prosper was not even a 
consideration in the Spring.  

It would appear that TxDOT yielded to political pressure brought to bear by the small but very vocal community of 
Tucker Hill in McKinney which I understand presented a petition to create a by-pass that would reconnect to the 
highway in Prosper. It is apparent that mistakes were made by the City of McKinney and Southern Land Company 
(developer of Tucker Hill) in ever allowing Tucker Hill to be built so close to the northern side of the existing 
highway. Now Prosper residents find themselves threatened because of this lack of planning in another city. Tucker 
Hill fronts approximately 0.3 of a mile along US Highway 380. They now want to push their lack-of-planning mistake 
onto Prosper residents as the way to solve their ineptitude. At the same time, they want a costly and intrusive by-
pass built through a huge expanse of Collin County for a mere 0.3 of a mile.  
 

Thank you for your consideration with this sensitive issue.  
 

Best Regards, 
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Mr. & Mrs. Smith 

Whitley Place residents 
 

 

 

 

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE device 
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From:  

Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2018 12:10 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 

Subject: 380/bypass concerns  

  

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Dear Mr. Endres, 

  

This letter is in regards to my life time of working and saving to have my dream of a small ranch with 
animals and the Red bypass alignment that was unveiled at the October 9, 2018 presentation at 
Collin College. I appreciated your comment that adjustments could be made and to send specific 
concerns and proposals about the section east of Hwy 5/ McDonald that connects with FM 2933. I 
live at  with 10 acres and the red would take a rather high percentage of my property 
and would change the ranch forever. We can NOT duplicate what we have like all the numbers of 
folks with a house and lot. Makes no sense to me to disrupt/change my ranch and 4 others within a 
1/2 mile stretch east side of FM 2933....UNIQUE BY NATURE 

I was told that during the meeting that the least number of public responses came from the red route 
area that is east of Hwy 75, running southeast across CR 331 toward FM 2933 and then turning 
south. I can see why people would say that – it’s fewer people living on large acres of cattle and 
horse farms and crop producing land, These roads are used weekly by cycling groups for training and 
competition as well as for recreational purposes. FM 2933 and CR 331 are also daily used by farmers 
transporting hay and cattle to market as they were originally built to do. Because properties here 
range from a minimum of 10 acres to several hundred, our population is much lower and we cannot 
compete with the number of protests generated by Tucker Hill & others neighborhoods. 

  

Of the 4,000 responses TxDOT received, nearly 1900 voted for an alignment along the existing US 
380. That was the preference of RESIDENTS of Prosper, Frisco, and McKinney. Commuters routinely 
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look for the most direct route to their destination (primarily Hwy 75-S and 121-S) which 380 provides. 
This has been the acknowledged major east/west route for many years. 

  

The study in 2017 by the Perryman Group, commissioned by Collin County leaders, found that while 
businesses would be disrupted in the short-term, the long-term result would be very favorable to 
McKinney.  It would appear that the potential temporary loss of business tax dollars is the driving 
force behind the McKinney City Council's recommendations, not the welfare of the vast majority of 
their constituents.   

  

With the outer loop only partially built, there is no data for how much relief it will provide. Is it wise or 
fiscally responsible to build an entire new bypass without that knowledge? We have to look no further 
than Denton's little-used bypass.  At the working city council meeting on Monday, October 15 it was 
acknowledged that 380 will be improved regardless of whether a bypass is built. That's quite a price 
tag that no one seems to be addressing. 

  

When we moved to McKinney 8 years ago, we searched for our retirement home that was well away 
from both 75 and 380. Our ranch 2 miles north of 380 and 2 miles east of 75. We are in a part of 
McKinney that has been designated agricultural/ green space in its master plan. When the bypass 
proposals were announced, two of which (yellow and red) would cut our ranch front pasture in 
two.  We were further shocked when NTMWD's plan to build a sewage treatment plant 1/4 mile up 
from us.    

  

Because we live in the ETJ (not by choice) we have no representation or protection. It appears 
that the best we can do is emphasize our support for Expanding 380 or provide input in the hope that 
some adjustment will be made to the red alignment (if chosen) to preserve our neighborhood of farms 
and ranches if not the peace, quiet, and night sky we treasure and expected to enjoy for our 
remaining years. 

  

Best choice: Expand 380- It will have to be done and is the wish of the majority of residents 

  

Finish the outer loop before building a bypass - see if it alleviates traffic issues first before 
committing funds for yet another road 

  

If all else fails: 

Move the red alignment east of Hwy 5 and north of 380 fully into the floodplain- it is a short 
section and will preserve the working farms and businesses. We are aware it costs more, but what 
price do you place on homes and farms families have spent years, even generations, building? One 
of our neighbors lives in one of the oldest houses in Collin County. 

  

Last resort: If the red route gets further study, please modify the stretch that curves from the 
floodplain onto FM 2933. 
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As currently drawn, this alignment cuts off the front of our neighbors farm and those of our northern 
neighbors. For us, that means losing prime hay production acreage and the resulting income, our 
front entry gate, pasture for the horses and cows grazing and the entire front fencing for that pasture.  

  

We will lose mature, producing pecan trees as well as trees planted for shade and for hiding 2933 
from our view.  Our neighbors will lose an equestrian center, pasture, hay production, and we will end 
up with a bypass nearly in our living room. 

  

The property owner on the west side of FM 2933 across from us is absentee. Mrs. Glazer lives in 
Dallas and is in declining physical and mental health. Indeed, she has never resided on the property. 
Her son has reported an "organic farm" on the tract, but the caretaker’s house, cabin, and small 
garden plot appear abandoned. We propose that the red route shift west to be completely on 
that side of FM 2933 as there are no structures that would be lost on that property!!  Why disrupt 4 
ranches when it could be re-routed to truly not disrupt anything on the west side? 

  

I understand that this is a long explanation of our position. I appreciate your thoughtful consideration 
of it as you move toward a decision.  

  

A final thought: the geographical boundary of the east fork of the Trinity River has thus far prohibited 
development in this part of the county. Population projections show this area will not increase much in 
years to come. Property owners, therefore, will not be able to rely on development to help sell 
devalued land lost to a bypass that will not benefit them. 

PLEASE KEEP 380 ON 380 

Gary W.Sanders 
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October 23, 2018

Texas Department of Transportation
AHN: STEPHEN ENDRES, P.E., CS..! 0135-11-O22ETC., US 380

Re: Future path of U5380 through Collin County

Dear Sirs or Madam:

I am writing to you concerning the above captioned matter. We built our home in Whitley

Place in Prosper, Texas in 2010 because of the quiet nature of the area. That was truly the

deciding factor when we chose Whitley Place over other neighborhoods nearby. Whitley Place

is far enough from U5380 to avoid most of the noise that is generated by the highway.

At a recent meeting put on by ThDOT on October 4th, I was appalled to learn that the agency

had included a new proposed routing for U5380 through Prosper. This “option B” was not part

of the original considerations and showed up now as an apparent, knee-jerk reaction to the

complaints of a few citizens in McKinney, Texas. The Town of Prosper has been very thoughtful

in its deliberations and planning for U5380. The same cannot be said for Mckinney.

The implementation of “Option B” will lessen the home values in eastern Prosper and reduce

property tax revenue for the Town. TXDOT efforts to resolve traffic problems in McKinney,

Texas at the expense of the residents of Prosper, Texas is not only unfair but unreasonable.

Said traffic issues on U5380 are occurring as a direct result of the decisions made by the people

of McKinney. Prosper should not be responsible for that decision making.

Accordingly, I implore you to choose the “GREEN OPTION” and KEEP U5380 on U5380.

for your attention,
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From: George Spence
Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2018 6:52 AM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Cc: Michelle Raglon; tkimmey@burnsmcd.com 

Subject: The US380 Green Option 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

October 23, 2018 

 

 

Texas Department of Transportation 
ATTN: STEPHEN ENDRES, P.E., CSJ 0135-11-022ETC., US 380  

 

 

Re:  Future path of US380 through Collin County 

 

 

Dear Sirs or Madam: 

 

I am writing to you concerning the above captioned matter.  We built our home in Whitley Place in Prosper, 

Texas in 2010 because of the quiet nature of the area.  That was truly the deciding factor when we chose 

Whitley Place over other neighborhoods nearby.  Whitley Place is far enough from US380 to avoid most of the 

noise that is generated by the highway. 

 

At a recent meeting put on by TXDOT on October 4th, I was appalled to learn that the agency had included a 

new proposed routing for US380 through Prosper.  This “option B” was not part of the original considerations 

and showed up now as an apparent, knee-jerk reaction to the complaints of a few citizens in McKinney, 

Texas.  The Town of Prosper has been very thoughtful in its deliberations and planning for US380.  The same 

cannot be said for McKinney. 

 

The implementation of “Option B” will lessen the home values in eastern Prosper and reduce property tax 

revenue for the Town.  TXDOT efforts to resolve traffic problems in McKinney, Texas at the expense of the 

residents of Prosper, Texas is not only unfair but unreasonable.  Said traffic issues on US380 are occurring as a 
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direct result of the decisions made by the people of McKinney.  Prosper should not be responsible for that 

decision making. 

 

Accordingly, I implore you to choose the “GREEN OPTION” and KEEP US380 on US380. 

 

 

Thank you for your attention, 

 

 

 

 

 

George W. Spencer 

Victoria H. Spencer 
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Texas
Depadmenl

at Transpoflatthn

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 01 35-11-022, 01 35-02-059, 0135-03-048, 01 35-04-032, 01 35-05-026

Thursday, October 4, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School

Tuesday, October 9,2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Collin College Central Park Campus
Conference Center

Thursday, October11, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(Sfl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDDT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: ,4%Aw %-ree
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October11, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: GLin;s Box
ADDRESS:

0

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
LI I am employed by TxDOT
LI I do business with TxDOT
LI I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for

CITY:



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION —_______

DRIVE
380. US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: d/ rn BOX

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter

Other, please specify:________________________________

Business Owner Property Owner ident

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

preference

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify:

0 COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

No preference

Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

zPrefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

Addr

PROSPER

Ui
z
-J

z
0
z

I

0

Other, pleas specify 1&ottt’1S/f//ttdtAhtSóUL9hbt AudNshe&r n5afr.
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US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION / --
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,,Ziiopreference I

— Prefer green alignment - option A

McIrnnln

— Prefer green alignment - option B J A
IJ,,,I

— Prefer no-build alternative iFI ‘-

— Other, please specify:

Q FM 1827 to CR 559

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

,z’fer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify: —

A®
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION -_______

:

0

LOWRY CROSSING

I. —

CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

éZrno-buildalternEe

Other, please specify:

0
U,
U,

p
Ui
2

0
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2

I

Please provide any additional co ment here.
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MEETING COMMENT
Proposed improvements to US 380 frOm Denton

CaBin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03448,0135-04-032,013545-026

October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project All written comments arewelcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.81 1 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TXDOT
U I do business with TxDQT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

I

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal envimnmental laws forthis project are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum ofUnderstanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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County Line to Hunt County Line
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Texas
Department

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

l lam employed byTxDOT -,;

J I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 December16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
380 US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMATiON:

Name: nr

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter

Other, please specify:

_________________________________

Business Owner Nearby Resident

LU
z

.113—
z
0
z
LU
C

Addres

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

— No preference

Zrefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify: —

PROSPER

F

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

%fer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

PRO
6

3. /

MCKINNEY

— Other, please specify:



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION -________

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

— No preference

— Prefer green alignment - option A 7
fr

0
— Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative /
— Other, please specify:

Q FMI827toCRS59

— No preference (
— Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative —

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

fer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.
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From: Hilde W [ma
Sent: Friday, October 05, 2018 9:46 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Cc:  

Subject: US 380 Feasibility Studies 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Mr. Endres,  
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What do the different colors (red, orange and yellow) mean on the maps as shown under the Revised Red 

Alignment Route Maps w/ Options A and B,  
• Sheet 3 –McDonald St./Highway 5 to Longneck Rd./FM 75 

Our property and others are colored in orange and the road will go right behind our house according to the Revised Red Alignment 
Route Map. For your convenience I've attached a picture of the map area to this email.  
 
I'm looking forward to hearing from you soon. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Hilde Wilkinson  
 

 

  

Right-click or 
tap and hold 
here to  
download 
pictures. To  
help protect 
your privacy, 
Outlo ok 

prevented 
auto matic  
download of 
this pictu re  
from the  
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MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 01 35-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All

welcome All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

Li lam employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT

I COuld benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The °flvironmental 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 Sc. 327 and a Memorandum of

Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDQT.
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TOWN OF

P SPER
“A Place Where Everyone Matters” Engineering Department

P0 Box 307 • 200 South Main Street Prosper, Texas 75078 • 972.569.1198

October 19, 2018

Stephen Endres, P.E., Project Manager

Re: Resolution 18-89

Dear Mr. Endres,

Included is a copy of the Resolution 18-89, approved by the Town Council on Monday, October 15,
2018.

If you have any questions, feel free to contact meat

Sincerely,

Hulon T. Webb Jr., P.R
Executive Director of Development & Community Services



TOWN OF PROSPER, TEXAS RESOLUTION NO. 18-89

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF PROSPER,
TEXAS, SUPPORTING U.S. HIGHWAY 380 AS A LIMITED ACCESS
ROADWAY BUT STRONGLY OPPOSING RED ALIGNMENT OPTION B AS A
BYPASS OPTiON FOR U.S. HIGHWAY 380 WITHIN THE CORPORATE LIMITS
OF THE TOWN; DECLARING THE TOWN COUNCIL’S OPPOSITION TO ANY
ALIGNMENT OF U.S. HIGHWAY 380 IN THE TOWN THAT IS NOT
CONSISTENT WITH THE CURRENT ALIGNMENT OF SAID HIGHWAY;
REPEALING RESOLUTION NO. 17-29; MAKING FINDINGS; AND PROVIDING
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) has held three public
meetings in October 2016 relative to a feasibility study of expanding U.S. Highway 380 in Collin
County to a Limited Access Roadway; and

WHEREAS, previous public meetings earlier in 2018 did not include a bypass option for
US. Highway 380 within the Town’s corporate limits; and

WHEREAS, on April 11, 2017, the Town of Prosper adopted Resolution No. 17-29 in
support of the current alignment of U.S. Highway 380 expanding to a Limited Access Roadway
(LAR); and

WHEREAS, the Town’s Thoroughfare Plan, adopted after multiple public hearings and
intensive citizen input, depicts U.S. Highway 380 along its current route; and

WHEREAS, TxDOT now shows a bypass option for U.S. Highway 380 within the Towns
corporate limits, outside the current alignment of U.S. Highway 380, such bypass option now
known as Red Alignment Option B; and

WHEREAS, Red Alignment Option B was shown by TxDOT as an alternative without
effective public input from the residents of Prosper, and the failure to receive such input has
resulted in a seriously flawed recommendation by TxDOT; and

WHEREAS, Red Alignment Option B is totally inconsistent with the Town’s adopted
Thoroughfare Plan; and

WHEREAS, by this Resolution, the Town Council desires to express its strong opposition
to Red Alignment Option B and the Town will not support such alternate; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council further declares its opposition to any alignment of US.
Highway 360 in the Town that is not consistent with the current alignment of U.S. Highway 380.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF
PROSPER, TEXAS, THAT:



SECTION 1

The findings set forth above are incorporated into the body of this Resolution as if fully set
forth herein.

SECTION 2

The Town Council supports U.S. Highway 380 being a Limited Access Roadway.

SECTION 3

The Town Council of the Town of Prosper, Texas, hereby expresses its strong opposition
to Red Alignment Option B, the bypass alignment for U.S. Highway 380. Moreover, any future
alignment of U.S. Highway 380 in the Town shall be consistent with the current alignment of U.S.
Highway 380 and the Town Council hereby expresses its strong opposition to any alignment that
is not consistent with the current alignment of U.S. Highway 380 in the Town.

SECTION 4

TxDOT’s Red Alignment Option B bypass alignment for U.S. Highway 380 is not in
conformance with the adopted Town’s Thoroughfare Plan and the Town Council hereby
expresses no support for any amendment to its Thoroughfare Plan relative to approval of Red
Alignment Option B.

SECTION 5

The Town Council hereby directs no further Town staff coordination with TxDOT or any
other entity related to the preservation of right-of-way for the expansion of U.S. Highway 380 as
a Limited Access Roadway while there exists a Red Alignment Option B.

SECTION 6

Resolution No. 17-29 adopted by the Town Council on or about April 11, 2017, is hereby
repealed in its entirety.

SECTION 7

Any and all resolutions, rules, regulations, policies, or provisions in conflict with the
provisions of this Resolution are hereby repealed and rescinded to the extent of any conflict
herewith.

SECTION 8

This Resolution shall be effective from and after its passage by the Town Council,

DULY PASSED AND APPROVED BY THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF
PROSPER, TEXAS, ON THIS 15TH DAY OF OCTOBER, 2018.

Resolution No. 18-89, Pig. 2



Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY:

Terronce S. Welt Town Attorney

Resolution No. 1649, P.g. 3
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From: Ivan Clemons [mailto:iv
Sent: Friday, October 26, 2018 7:00 PM 
To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: Proposed improvement to US 380 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Please accept this as my wife and I letter of concern about the proposed improvements to US 380. My wife and 

I live in the Heatherwood community in McKinney with our family. We were lucky enough to build our home 

and we selected our lot as we knew county road 123 was slated to become a two lane road. We are now being 

told it is in scope to become a bypass. Reviewing the county plans for the next couple or years and seeing an 

expansion of a road is one thing but now that’s being changed to a bypass. We were not able to make an 

informed decision of where we built our home as the information provided was incorrect. We are now facing 

the possibility of having to live near a bypass with small kids. We do not want this bypass in our backyard. We 

are asking that this is built somewhere else. Our subdivision is fairly new. If the city wanted to build a bypass 

this area should not have been zoned for residential homes. We look forward to hearing that the right decision 

has been made and this bypass will be moved.  

 

Thank you.  
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From: J. David Thompson [mailt
Sent: Friday, October 26, 2018 2:49 PM 
To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: 380 expansion/bypass 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Mr. Endres, 
 
    We have followed the proposed 380 improvements/bypasses closely, attending a total of five TXDOT meetings, as we 
live on our farm on FM 2933, and have much at stake. All of the proposed northern bypass routes affect us directly, and 
the now preferred red route essentially ruins our farm by taking acreage and destroying the fencing and layout of our farm 
and pastures. Obviously, the proposed northern bypass destroys the rural ambiance of our farm and chosen way of life, 
by placing a multi-lane controlled access bypass, with its attendant traffic, noise, and lights next to our farm and 
home.  We live in the McKinney ETJ, and have been designated as a farm area in the Comprehensive Plan adopted by 
the McKinney City Council, yet we have no elected representative on the McKinney City Council, and find ourselves 
basically without a political spokesperson.  
 
    The question/issue that we have not heard addressed, despite our repeated questions: Where is the traffic study which 
examines east/west traffic on 380, examines destinations for that traffic, and substantiates that a 380 northern bypass 
around McKinney will actually decrease the traffic load on 380 itself? We drive 380 essentially every day, and we know , 
as should you, that very little of the traffic on 380 is trying to go north; most of the traffic on 380 is trying to go south to 
Dallas or Plano. We are all aware that the 380 northern bypass around Denton is little utilized. The 380 northern bypass 
routes around McKinney do not make transportation sense, especially since the Outer Loop has been agreed upon by the 
Council of Governments (for decades), has been partially built, and needs to be finished before any 380 northern bypass 
is even considered. 
 
It would appear that the choice of the red 380 bypass route has become a political decision, and not a transportation 
decision. Thank you for the opportunity to express my opinion and for accepting my letter. 
 
J. David Thompson 

  
To help protect your privacy, 
Micro so ft Office prevented  
auto matic downlo ad o f this  
picture from the Internet.
A Texas Department of  
Transportatio n (TxDOT) 
message
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of TmnspodaUon

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

‘

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am empldyed by TxDOT /
U I do business with TxDQT’
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

— No preference

Vefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

V7Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey
DRIVE
38O..

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMA11ON:

Name: 5fl9Av/o /%c.41PfP41 Address:

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner Nearby Resident

Other, please specify:

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD PROSPER

U
z

0

)TOIL



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION —

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION / — Pb
—

I •-.—-- 4
— No preference I $

— Prefer green alignment - option A ‘I
/0’

MCKINNEY P
.X. Prefer green alignment - option B /

39’

— Prefer no-build alternative
.— / -

— Other, please specify: -

Q FM l827toCR 559

— No preference —

— Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative 1—

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 55910 HUNT COUNTY LiNE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.
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Texas
avpamnent

of Tmnsportal ion

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Cohn County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
J I am employed by TxDOT
3 I do business with TxDOT
3 I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

CITY:

NAME:

ADDRESS:
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Texas 

Department 
of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026 

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are 
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
□ I am employed by TxDOT
□ I do business with TxDOT
□ I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

Name:

Address: IP

City



October 17, 2018 

TxDOT Dallas District Office
Attention: Stephen Endres, P.E., CSJ 0135-11-022 ETC., US 380 

Mr. Endres,

I have been closely following the 380 Bypass discussion on-line, in the newspapers, and on the television. 
I request you vote no to the bypass, especially as it relates to Prosper Trail/Bloomdale and Custer.

While I do not live in Prosper or McKinney, I am a concerned citizen who believes in planning for the 
future. Prosper has always been a town in the top echelon of communities. It is an affluent area with quite 
neighborhoods and a great school system. People pay quite a bit in both home prices and taxes to live in 
this family-oriented community. Prosper has always been forward thinking in its development. They have 
ensured that development is not allowed to take place too close to 380 as it has always been inevitable that 
380 will need to be widened. I am sickened to hear that other cities, such as McKinney, did not have this 
forethought and allowed developers (such as that of Tucker Hill) to build so close to 380 that room for 
expansion is not allowable.

The proposed bypass options will only be a short-term fix, if that. I do not believe many commuters will 
drive several miles out of their way to miss a few lights, only to have to head south again to reconnect to 
380. Additionally, with the growing Collin County population, 380 must be addressed at some point. If 
you do not do it now, you will only have to do it again later. This will result in more tax payer dollars being 
spent. You should correct the problem the right way in the first place.

I cannot imagine the impact this bypass will have on the homeowners in Prosper. Their property values 
will plummet with a highway right next to them. Their children will no longer be playing in a restful and 
quite community. Businesses will come in and take over the bedroom community aspect. Additionally, 
you need to consider the impact to other aspects of the community, as well, not just the homeowners along 
your proposed right of way. For example, Mane Gait will be destroyed by the bypass as your alignment 
runs right through their property. This beautiful, serene not-for-profit helps hundreds of people each year.

Please, vote to keep 380 on 380. It is inevitable that it will need to be fixed in the future. Do it right the 
first time and save hassle and money in the long run.

Sincerely,

James Jagers















TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: iirAss (}leAdeRs Address:

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner Property Owner I9èaibNRet’

Other, please specify:

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

No preference

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

PROSPER

Uiz



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION /No preference I

Prefer green alignment - option A I I
tcxr.€y 041.

— Prefer green alignment - option B ‘I’
LN

— Prefer no-build alternative .

— Other, please specify:

QFM1827t0CR559

— No preference I NEWNOPE

—K Prefer red alignment -

—c-fl’

— Prefer green alignment ‘I LOWD’—_—_)\%..

I !
— Prefer no-build alternative J

— Other, please specify:

CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

.J( Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.
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I have been involved with the prospects of improving Highway 380 since Feb. 2017

when we found out quiet by accident that the city of McKinney was proposing a

bypass. At that time, all three proposed routes would have destroyed our

neighborhood! I became very involved and have appreciated TxDOT’s willingness to

seek citizen input I have attended almost all of your meetingsand have been

encouraged by your proposed changes.

While all routes have impacts, the GREEN ROUTE to fix 380 ON 380, will be the best

choice because it already has a footprint, it is 5.4 milestom the Outer beep1

widening will have a very positive impact on McKinney’s economic development as

per the Perryman Study, preserves the natural beauty of the NW sector of McKinney

rather than making it a maze of concrete with three highways dicing it up into a

concrete jungle, avoids destroying the quality of life for over 5,000 current

homeowners; who would have a highway 20’ from their homes, avoids negative

impacts on an existing elementary school and a future high school, and saves Mane

Gait Therapeutic Horsemanship which has been serving children and adults with

special needs for over ten years.

I very much appreciate your willingness to listen to our comments. I know your job

is very tough. I urge you to chose the green route to fix 380 on 380 because it

supports both Prosper and McKinney Comprehensive Plans and preserves the

beautiful NW sector of McKinnby, Prosper, and so many surrounding areas! My

sincere hope is that a handful of county and city officials’ and developers’ opinions

won’t outweigh the desire of the thousands of people who choose to live in

McKinney because it has open green space and who deliberately and thoughtfully

chose to purchase homes AWAY from Highway 380. I do care about the residents of

Tucker Hill and your creative engineers have already shown ways to proteët and

even enhance their neighborhood. One neighborhood who CHOSE to live on

Highway 380 should not be allowed to decide the fate of the entire NW sector of

McKinney and Prosper. Thank you for listening and good luck with this project!

ncerebr

n dare

cfl

(Per Texas Trinsportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The envfron,uqnta( review, consultatio..i, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws

(or 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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.















Texas
Department

of Tmnsportadon

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School

Tuesday, October 9, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Collin College Central Park Campus

Thursday, October 11,2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

3 I am employed by TxDOT
U j do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday. October 4. 2018 Tuesday. October 9,2018 Thursday. October 11,2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Collin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School
Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Keep close to TXDoT’s ideal freeway spacing of 5 miles apart, with 380 being about 5 miles from both 121 and the Outer Loop. un
Custer Road, the distance between 121 and 380 is 6.1 miles. The distance between 121 and Bloomdale Road where the Bypass
would be is 9.5 miles. This is too far apart based on TXDoT’s ideal freeway spacing.

When Stephen Endres spoke to the Prosper Town Council Meeting on July 24, 2018 he said that TXD0T rarely, if ever, goes
against the recommendations of the cities. Both Prosper and Frisco passed resolutions saying they don’t want a Bypass through
their cities, and yet TXD0T bowed to political pressure from a vocal minority of people in Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch to add
a Bypass Red Option B starting in Prosper at the last minute when it wasn’t even an option in the April/May public meetings. The
Town of Prosper has limited commercial frontage, and a Bypass through Prosper would further limit our Town’s tax base, home
prices, and future economic viability.

In the public response to TXD0T’s April/May public meetings, 3,384 people said they wanted to Fix 380 on 380, while only 1,502
people said they wanted a Bypass option. That is a ratio of 2.19 to 1 that prefers to Fix 380 on 380 versus a Bypass. Why is the
new Red Option B through Prosper even an option, other than an obvious bowing to the special interests of Tucker Hill and
Stonebridge Ranch who knowingly built their homes on a highway.

The residents of Tucker Hill received a discount when purchasing their homes because of their location close to a highway. The
residents of Prosper paid a premium when we purchased our homes to live in a nice and quiet area far away from a highway. It is
not fair that Tucker Hill residents are trying to shift the economic burden caused by their own poor planning to the residents of
Prosper. In order to avoid having 0.3 miles of frontage road on a freeway, Tucker Hill is trying to get TXD0T to build a freeway next
to and through hundreds and thousands of existing and future homes and acreage of people who purposefully chose to buy homes
far away from highways and freeways. Do not cave into pressure from a vocal minority from Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch
that don’t want to face the consequences of their decision to buy a home close to a highway that was slated for future expansion.
Fix 380 on 380!

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

Li I am employed by TxDOT
Li I do business with TxDOT
Li I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: S&soi& frbwki. 4 I’*

ADDRESS:

CITY:

____
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of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

.The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All wriften comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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ADDRESS:
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

— Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey
DRIVE

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMA11ON:

NarneS’SQJcc

What is your interest in this study?

Other, please specify:

I Address:

(Circle any) Commuter Business Owner roperty Oin Nearby Resident

PROSPER

LU
z
-1

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

— No preference

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION -

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION __t1
.

— No preference fr

Prefer green alignment - option A

— Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

FM 1827 to CR 559

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
38Q. US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMATiON:

Name: JCC& ThOm?sofl Address: i

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner Property Owner Nearby Resident

cer’please specify: 3cr’ o ñ uJ neil’

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

— No preference

Prefer green alignment

0 COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

PROSPER

LU
z

Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

— Other, please specify:



Q FM 1827 to CR 559

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Xrefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify: —

CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

— No preference

— Prefer green alignment - option A

— Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:
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0 Please provide any additional comment here.
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Texas
Department

Of Tmnspa€iation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 11,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments arewelcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply
U I am employed by TxDOT of
U I do business with TxDOT °
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws forthis project are being, or have been, carried-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum ofunderstanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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From: Joe P. Mossinger (TMNA) [   
Sent: Monday, October 08, 2018 6:05 PM 

Cc: John Hudspeth; Stephen Endres; Michelle Raglon; tkimmey@bursnmcd.com 
Subject: NO Bypass through Prosper 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

 

Dear Sir/Madame, 

 

I am writing this letter to indicate my strong opposition to the bypass proposed in Prosper.  I moved to Texas three 

years ago and chose Prosper for many reasons, but the main reasons were the location away from lots of traffic, 

schools and the small town feel.  I am so disappointed that Prosper is even a possibility of getting this bypass.  These 

are the main reasons I DO NOT support a bypass running through Prosper.  Prosper was never supposed to be 

involved in the 380 bypass to begin with, the traffic issue is in McKinney NOT Prosper.  Whitley Place and many 

more homes (approximately 5,000) are impacted by the bypass rather than keeping the alignment of 380.  Don't let a 

developers greed of building too close to 380 (Tucker Hill) become our problem.  The proposed bypass would pass 

very close to two new high school sites and represent safety, noise and other negative impacts.  Lastly, and the one 

that impacts me the most is Whitley Place property values would go down considerably.    I moved here 4 years ago 

with Toyota and about 20 Toyota team families also live in Whitley Place as Prosper has been a strong relocation 

place for all our families. 

 

According to your own slide presentation MOST residents in Prosper, Frisco and McKinney prefer freeway along 

existing US 380.  Again, I strongly oppose a bypass in Prosper and urge you to keep 380 on 380. 

 

Please call me with any questions or concerns! 

 

Joe Mossinger 
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Texas
Department

of Ttnsporaticn

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018. -&. i,.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2Q14, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: iA , (c

ADDRESS:

Cliv:
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
38O US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment. TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: .1)C$L VjL4ISL9t1(J Address:

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner Property Owner Nearby Resident

Other, please specify:

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

/

LU
z

— No preference

/ _rrS t
y. Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative •TOLL Lu,2i
/ I

— Other, please specify:

________

9 COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

U.



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION
I -

— No preference

— Prefer green alignment - option A

t
WCI3.EY

c
Prefer green alignment - option B

“9

— Prefer no-build alternative
L

— Other, please specify:

FM 1827 to CR 559

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

IPrefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0
— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

D I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDDT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 USC. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executer! by FHWA and TxDOT.
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Texas
Depamnent

at Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-028

October 9, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(Sfl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2Q14, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: c3hk Fj&/%jf





John M. Worley – Comments  
on October 2018 TxDoT Meetings on US380 

John M. Worley Personal Comments Page 1 

It appears to me that, in a rush of wanting to build new roads in Collin County, all involved organizations (TxDoT, 
NCTCOG, Collin County Commissioners, etc.) are looking only at part of the situation. In addition, it appears to me 
that these groups are working with poor background information as well as poor projections for the future.  

Population and Growth Rate Projections 
1. The population projections are not believable. 

 Using every available unoccupied acre of land (not zoned 
commercial and not flood plains) in Collin County, every one 
of those acres would need to have 6 residences.  

 That is High-Density Urban density. There could be no farms left, 
no ½-15 acre ranchettes, no new parks, no new schools, etc.  

 Some legal changes (mandatory sales of all acreages, preventing 
single home construction on lots larger than 65’x110’ etc.) would 
be required to make this happen. Market pressure alone would 
not free enough acres to support this population growth. 

2. The growth rate projections are not believable. 
 NCTCOG figures show the entire 16 county region gained 

1,937,733 people from 2000 to 2017.The projected increase 
for Collin County alone is 2,095,909 from 2035 to 2050.  

 In order to meet the population projections for 2035 to 
2050, at least 9 cities need to experience an Average 
Growth Rate of from 12% to over 25% (every year for at 
least 15 years). Plano, Allen, and McKinney growth rates 
(during their boom) were only in the 6% to 9% range! The 
projected growth would require about 70,000 
residences be built every year for 15 years.  

 That is 270 new residences to be completed every 
working day of every week of every month of every 
year for 15 years! 

Infrastructure 
3. The infrastructure required to support an additional 2.5+ 

Million new residents in Collin County extends far beyond a few 
new freeways and wide thoroughfares. No one appears to be addressing this issue. 
 NTMWD will need more reservoirs and considerably more filtering and pumping capacity for potable water, 

more sewage treatment plants, more landfills, and considerably more pipelines. In order to fit 2.5+Million 
additional residents, these facilities will most likely not be able to fit into existing Collin County. 

 Additional power generation capacity may be required. Additional transmission lines will certainly be 
required. The same must be considered for natural gas, telecommunications, etc. 

 All of these must compete with roadways for space. NTMWD has already had to warn TxDoT that the proposed 
routes impact and/or displace existing, new, and planned facilities and pipelines. 

4. This infrastructure cost will approach $50 Billion - over $20,000 per new resident! That infrastructure must be in 
place before all those new residents come. So, the 1M current residents will get to pay it – at $50,000 each. 

 For the new 2.3 Million people, residence cost (primarily as mortgages) will approach $200 Billion or more. 
Many of those people will have an existing residence to sell (from somewhere) also. 

 Commercial development will be additional cost.  

2050 Population Density and 
2035-2050 Average Growth Rate 



John M. Worley – Comments on October 2018 TxDoT Meetings on US380 

John M. Worley Personal Comments Page 2 

Travel Demand Models 
5. The Travel Demand Models appear to me to be flawed. According to NCTCOG, the models were developed in 

2011 based on the 2000 census. With that as a basis, predictions to 2050 and beyond are made.  
 It is not obvious if the Demand Models use the locations 

where most people are employed (driving to and from work). 
Most employers are in the southwest part of Collin County 
and south into Dallas County (in the green area shown at the 
right). No proposed routes travel that direction. 

 The NCTCOG proposed roads in the eastern part of the 
county appear to be designed to funnel people south into a 
zone with very few employers. The TxDoT proposed US380 
appears to funnel people into Denton and Hunt counties, 
again where there are very few employers. 

 What does this say about the Travel Demand Models? 

6. No one appears to be planning roads to support the 750,000+ 
people projected to move into the far northeast section of the 
County (Blue Ridge and Farmersville, shown by the light pink in the black marked area at right). 

 That is more people than in Plano and Allen combined – and in an area that is smaller. Look at how many roads 
Plano and Allen have already. 

 With a maximum projected traffic flow of only 90,200/day for US380, and few other roads in the area, 
apparently almost none of the 750+ thousand people projected for Blue Ridge and Farmersville will take US380. 
Based on the projected lack of Congestion in that area, maybe the 750+ thousand new residents will all work 
from home. 

7. The traffic projections provided are of only minimal value and certainly not sufficient for use to make decisions. 
 TxDoT only provided travel projections for the US380 system as a whole. Each segment needs these 

projections in order to make intelligent choices between Red and Green for each section. 
 Red Route traffic will primarily flow through the section rather than terminate there (shopping, employment, 

etc.). Green Route traffic will be a mixture of through traffic and traffic terminating there. TxDoT appeared to 
not be able to break down traffic for each section as flowing through or terminating within that section. 
Traffic terminating in a section would probably take the existing US380 rather than the Red Route. 
 What are those figures for the existing US380 with the Red Route in place?  

 Or, are you saying that if we build the Red Route, we can completely shut down the rest of existing US380? 

The Decision Makers 
8. Cities are being allowed to make the decisions on locations they do not have any legal right to make. Most of the 

routes are not within city limits or ETJ, while the people being affected by the location decisions are excluded 
from city council discussion, and have almost no say-so in the matter. 
 TxDoT allows Princeton to have significant 

input on the Red Route (marked in black) 
and NCTCOG allows Princeton to have 
significant input on the Lake Corridor 
Thoroughfare and the Spur 399 Extension 
(marked in blue). However, only about 
10% of their preferred routes are actually 
within the Princeton City limits or ETJ.   

Major Employers now, Congestion in 2050 



John M. Worley – Comments on October 2018 TxDoT Meetings on US380 

John M. Worley Personal Comments Page 3 

US380 Plan Issues 
9. If the Red Routes are intended primarily for flow of traffic through a region, while existing US380 is intended to 

handle local traffic, it makes little sense to bring all the through traffic south 4 miles to US380, only to then go 
back north for a mile, before turning 3 miles south again back to US380 (as shown in the green oval). 

10. Continuing the Red Route east from where 
it crosses US75 over to SH78 or the Outer 
Loop (as shown in maroon) would allow 
through traffic to flow, while opening up 
the northeast parts of the county for 
development (and serving the 750,000+ 
people projected to live in the area). 

 Carrying through traffic on past 
Farmersville before returning to US380 
could also eliminate the need for the 
(Red) Farmersville Bypass. It might 
even mean that the bridge across Lake 
Lavon would not need to be widened. 

 The part of US380 from US75 south to US380 could line up with Airport Road (shown in black), and would 
not need to be a freeway. This would save a lot of money.  

 The project to add medians and then 1 more lane each direction to US380 east should then provide 
enough capacity for local traffic. 

 If Princeton feels “left out” with my proposed US380 highway bypassing it, convert the Spur 399 Extension 
(shown in blue) back to a freeway or to have Grade Separated Intersections. 
 This would also provide the lake area residents a good route toward the southwest, where most of the 

employers are located, rather than a route toward the northwest on US380, away from the employers. 

NCTCOG Plan Issues 
11. NCTCOG appears not to be forthcoming 

with details at this time, based on their 
website content. The chart at right (March 
2018) is the only information I can find on 
their website. It appears that they have 
backed down from their original plans of 5 
new freeways along with a new bridge 
across Lake Lavon to this current proposal 
to mostly widen existing roads.  

 NCTCOG has changed the Lake Corridor 
Thoroughfare to follow FM463 and 
FM458 and then a new route south to 
FM982. I propose a return to the plan 
to follow FM75 south, then Beauchamp 
Blvd. to meet the Spur 399 Extension. From there, it would use FM546 to FM3286 (both maybe widened). 

 NCTCOG has changed the Spur 399 Extension to be a normal city street. I propose to either convert it back to 
a freeway or use Grade Separated Intersections. I also propose a new section to tie from Airport Road at the 
Spur 399 Extension to FM1378 – their Western Corridor Thoroughfare.  

Detail calculations for all of my statements above are available upon request. 
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MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CS.Js: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday. October 4,2018 Tuesday1 October 9,2018 Thursday, October 11,2018

6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Collin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School

Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are

welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

Unfortunately, the TxDOT bypass proposals divert attention from the real problem — heavy

traffic on Highway 380 between Custer and Highway 75. That roadway needs to be widened

via the TxDOT proposal that takes the minimal right of way area. The congestion on 380 will

not be resolved by any bypass. Attention should be focused on improving Highway 380 along

the existing route.

The proposed bypass routes run from Highway 380 north to Bloomdale. Both of those routes

will adversely affect a number of residential neighborhoods without providing any relief for the

drivers who need to move through McKinney.

The TxDOT proposal does not include highways similar to LBI or George Bush that circumvent a

metropolitan area. Instead, the bypass will move travelers from a highway (Highway 380) to a

city street (Bloomdale). Spending a huge sum of money for that purpose makes no sense at all.

Bottom line — The existing route of Highway 380 requires attention — a bypass will not remedy

that problem.

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws

for this project am being, or have been, carried-out by TxDO T pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum

of Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs; 01 35-11-022, 01 35-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print — / /
—i—— ‘t’eL_ I a
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written comments are
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDQT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project are being, or have been, carried-out by TxDQ T pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

—I
NAME: “- i4 , Gn

f€e/Zs -f-Ate /i.ec-r
Ciq7-, 1uc t’.-i7 nU

1,,-cc’ S-r%nel rlcjc, Iia . h.#c yz / &onJo f-at

U.-e± D1 ,ij&c.j 3’j3 - As—f1i, ,1o.C+I, Px’-/zc’s., cn.i/
b

iliS,L*i 5x4.e.1J,, n cTEIn-.PLVLfdC 2y l7cø n’i

C ,f-...., iN /-o,ic-r JS,5,fu i/-e c1 ni

4 r ‘4Aa fl M9d/CJC ,Yt,ZtW EX4e hJ -, ,,, /,-/‘

&e/}ic.e’. flc.ic’a_/4.,f

/I 7L b:’.Zh r ‘ an

flf77m.i ;%- r-ilrj cE

1



































:3LNVN

JQQXjpueVMHdXqpojnoexepue‘frLQ&‘91.ieqwooopajep6uipuejsiapu

pwnpueiowofA.jepuezcosnc&ojjuensindjxjAq;no-peweo‘ueeqweqio‘Euseqeiepefoidsjqj
iojSM&IIeluewuoJ!nuoI°PdoqeoiddeXqpeisnbeiSUOIIOCietflopue‘UCQefinSUOC‘MOIAOJIeluewuoJ!AuoOLJj

bu!}uewwooweiqo!14Mnoqewe}!ioqjoJOpeiojd0144WOJJAiuelauowpjeueqPiflODn

jooxi144IMssauisnqopjr

jQQXjAqpeAoidLuaweir

:noAoAiddejeqjsaxoqOulMoiloleqjjoqoea:((g)(e)I.L-9[O‘epouoiAeuodsueii5xojJad)

o7c%
Q19JjQjflyj%4-afltj(flQvPtvc

UQQ]o.JuvJqJaytf/SJ2C1*QACIAcu-P!tti‘
:7

YfrQF?P?QJ4VaJ

ajesuawwOouO1IIJM
•SLat‘9ieqojoAqpaJew3sodeq3SflWSUOWWOOUa44!JM1WewooleM

liveloidpesodoidequosuewwoo.jnoAOuijees!uoqepodsuei10uawpedesexejeqj

ie;ueaouaiejuosndwe)JBdIEJIUOD—afieiioouio
•urd00:9o‘w’d00:9-9L0‘6iaqop

9Z0-90-9C0‘tCO-V0-9tL0‘BtO-C0-SCLO‘690-l0-9CL.0‘tZO-I.LSELO:srso
sexej‘A;unoUO3

OU!1AUnO3UflH0;aUA;unouo;uewojo;sluewaAOJdwlpesodoid
1NNOIINJWLNODONIfl3W

uoqcziodcurilID
uauarnda

SRXI



•i. . ‘Ma bid; eziv

Tan
Department

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-046, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

thursday, October 4, 2018 Tuesday. October 9, 2018 Thursday, October 11,2018

6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School CollIn College Central Park Campus Princeton High School

Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are

welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

I am strongly against any Bypass option that goes through any part of Prosper, and am against any Bypass option west of 1-75

(both Red Options). I strongly support fixing 360 on 380 west of 1-75 (Green Options).

Keep close to TXDoT’s ideal freeway spacing of 5 miles apart, with 380 being about 5 miles from both 121 and the Outer Loop. On

Custer Road, the distance between 121 and 380 is 6.1 miles. The distance between 121 and Bloomdale Road where the Bypass

would be is 9.5 miles. This is too far apart based on TXDoT’s ideal freeway spacing.

When Stephen Endres spoke to the Prosper Town Council Meeting on July 24, 2018 he said that TXDoT rarely, if ever, goes

against the recommendations of the cities. Both Prosper and Frisco passed resolutions saying they don’t want a Bypass through

their cities, and yet TXDoT bowed to political pressure from a vocal minority of people in Tucker Hill and Stonebhdge Ranch to add

a Bypass Red Option B starting in Prosper at the last minute when it wasn’t even an option in the AprillMay public meetings. The

Town of Prosper has limited commercial frontage, and a Bypass through Prosper would further limit our Town’s tax base, home

prices, and future economic viability.

In the public response to TXD0T’s April/May public meetings, 3,384 people said they wanted to Fix 380 on 380, while only 1,502

people said they wanted a Bypass option. That is a ratio of 2.19 to 1 that prefers to Fix 380 on 380 versus a Bypass. Why is the

new Red Option B through Prosper even an option, other than an obvious bowing to the special interests of Tucker Hill and

Stonebridge Ranch who knowingly built their homes on a highway.

The residents of Tucker Hill received a discount when purchasing their homes because of their location close to a highway. The

residents of Prosper paid a premium when we purchased our homes to live in a nice and quiet area far away from a highway. It is

not fair that Tucker Hill residents are trying to shift the economic burden caused by their own poor planning to the residents of

Prosper. In order to avoid having 0.3 miles of frontage road on a freeway, Tucker Hill is trying to get TXD0T to build a freeway next

to and through hundreds and thousands of existing and future homes and acreage of people who purposefully chose to buy homes

far away from highways and freeways. Do not cave into pressure from a vocal minority from Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch

that don’t want to face the consequences of their decision to buy a home close to a highway that was slated for future expansion.

Fix 380 on 380!

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT

U I do business with TxDOT

U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws

for this project are being, or have been, carded-out by TXDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum

of Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: fosk rtwtt
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

written comments are
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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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

LU
2

2

--

---

C
2
0
2

• TOLL

/

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey
DRIVE
38O

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment. TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: JO64TORk?/OkI Addr

________________________

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter

pIease specify:

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD PROSPER

Business Owner Property Owner Nearby Resident

No preference

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify: —

— -=1

0

—fl



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

— No preference

Prefer green alignment - option A /
MCKNNEY

— Prefer green alignment - option B -

— Prefer no-build alternative
n

— Other, please specify:

____________________________________________________________

Q FM l827toCR 559

— No preference I —-

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

___________________________________________________________

Q Please provide any additional comment here.
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-----Original Message----- 

From: JS D 

M 

To: Stephen Endres 

Subject: 380 Bypass 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

 

Mr. Endres: 

 

I support improving the current alignment of Highway 380 (green) for the following reasons: 

 

1) The current alignement would cost the least, as it’s the shortest distance between two points. 

 

2) The impact of a diversion would inflict untold amounts of harm to existing businesses along would-be-diverted 

portion of the route. 

 

Thank you for your time. 

 

JS De Mattei 

 

[A Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) message]<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-

3A__www.txdot.gov_inside-2Dtxdot_media-2Dcenter_featured.html&d=DwIGaQ&c=pgTKN5yjcEYSPUPpeP-

zuA&r=Do0hs007mNVABlxnQFgFRZAuXXi2aQYL-

ZYagjMaLV0&m=sz6YI4FQAuZ_G9O9v6ljplMfDa_o8nhCSFZ8IfYFQ3I&s=g_5XJpB6IT9vz_13A-

8wrMX9fMKRjWBG5fs9wp1QjJI&e=> 
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-----Original Message----- 

From

Sent: Saturday, October 13, 2018 7:42 PM 

To: Susie Williams 

Subject: keepitmovingdallas.com Contact Us submission 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

 

Submitted on Saturday, October 13, 2018 - 19:42 

 

Please use the email address in the submission below. If you click "reply" to 

this email, it will send the email to the administrator of the 

keepitmovingdallas.com website and not to the user who submitted the contact 

form. 

 

Submitted values are: 

 

Your Name: Judy Jones 

Reason for contacting us: Other 

Message: Keep TAXES down.. use existing 380 and widen & update.  NO need to 

build brand new roads.  I live in Princeton--alignment FM1827 to CR559 

 

  

Right-click or 
tap and hold 
here to  
download 
pictures. To  
help protect 
your privacy, 
Outlo ok 

prevented 
auto matic  
download of 
this pictu re  
from the  
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MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4,2018 Tuesday. October 9,2018 Thursday. October11, 2018

6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

independence High School Collin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School

Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are

welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

I am strongly against any Bypass option that goes through any part of Prosper, and am against any Bypass option west of 1-75

(both Red Qptions) I strongly support fixing 380 on 380 west of 1-75 (Green Options).

Keep close to TXDoT’s ideal freeway spacing of 5 miles apart, with 380 being about 5 miles from both 121 and the Outer Loop. On

Custer Road, the distance between 121 and 380 is 6.1 miles. The distance between 121 and Bloomdale Road where the Bypass

would be is 9.5 miles. This is too far apart based on TXDoT’s ideal freeway spacing.

When Stephen Endres spoke to the Prosper Town Council Meeting on July 24, 2018 he said that TXDoT rarely, if ever, goes

against the recommendations of the cities. Both Prosper and Frisco passed resolutions saying they don’t want a Bypass through

their cities, and yet TXDoT bowed to political pressure from a vocal minority of people in Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch to add

a Bypass Red Option B starting in Prosper at the last minute when it wasn’t even an option in the April/May public meetings. The

Town of Prosper has limited commercial frontage, and a Bypass through Prosper would further limit our Town’s tax base, home

prices, and future economic viability.

In the public response to TXD0T’s April/May public meetings, 3,384 people said they wanted to Fix 380 on 380, while only 1,502

people said they wanted a Bypass option. That is a ratio of 2.19 to 1 that prefers to Fix 380 on 380 versus a Bypass. Why is the

new Red Option B through Prosper even an option, other than an obvious bowing to the special interests of Tucker Hill and

Stonebridge Ranch who knowingly built their homes on a highway.

The residents of Tucker Hill received a discount when purchasing their homes because of their location close to a highway. The

residents of Prosper paid a premium when we purchased our homes to live in a nice and quiet area far away from a highway. It is

not fair that Tucker Hill residents are trying to shift the economic burden caused by their own poor planning to the residents of

Prosper. In order to avoid having 0.3 miles of frontage road on a freeway, Tucker Hill is trying to get TXD0T to build a freeway next

to and through hundreds and thousands of existing and future homes and acreage of people who purposefully chose to buy homes

far away from highways and freeways. Do not cave into pressure from a vocal minority from Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch

that don’t want to face the consequences of their decision to buy a home close to a highway that was slated for future expansion.

Fix 380 on 380!

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.611 (a)(5)): check eacn 01 me tollOwlhg ooxes mat appiy tu yvu.

U I am employed by TxDOT

U I do business with TxDOT 1

U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting “ 1,

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: Stdi.nM- nWPt

ADDRESS:

CITY:
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
380 US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment. TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMA11ON:

Name: )(ftat ëg\AL Address:

________________________

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner Property Owner Nearby Resident

Other, please specify: 0g. ‘ush*€iten’. I ‘(4 -4z z1VC P-1LV.
‘4k

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD PROSPER

— No preference

— Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative
— /
— Other, please specify:

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment
U

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

r

.-fl_ J

P RD S P 5

38W:

MOKINNEY

a
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey

Q S2UR 399 EXTENSION

No preference

[S
— Prefer green alignment - option A

— Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative
. /

— Other, please specify:

(Page 2)

;;INrY#ç

Q FM 1827 to CR 559

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify: —

M’SAt k- 9ixi 5X 7AC L1A

THANK YOU

I NEW HOPE
- —I

LCWRYCRQSSNG

rA 4t
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CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

S

0,
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K

Q Please provide any additional comment here.
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Texas
Department

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m-to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

C 2
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• lip’ I “i_ID IàVè
(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you: r,

LI I am employed by TxDOT
LI I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2Q14, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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From: Karen Thompson [ ]  
Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2018 12:28 PM 

To: Stephen Endres; jdavidthompson@netscape.net 
Subject: US 380 Expansion/ Red route- Karen & David Thompson, 1974 Bellemeade Lane, McKinney 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Dear Mr. Endres, 

 

Thank you for taking time to listen to my concerns regarding the proposed Red bypass alignment that was 

unveiled at the October 9, 2018 presentation at Collin College. I appreciated your comment that adjustments 

could be made and to send specific concerns and proposals about the section east of Hwy 5/ McDonald that 

connects with FM 2933. 

 

It was noted during the meeting that the least number of public responses came from the red route area that is 

east of Hwy 75, running southeast across CR 331 toward FM 2933 and then turning south. This is an area of 

picturesque working cattle and horse farms, as well as crop-producing land (soybeans, hay, corn, etc.). These 

roads are used weekly by cycling groups for training and competition as well as for recreational purposes. FM 

2933 and CR 331 are also daily used by farmers transporting hay and cattle to market as they were originally 

built to do. Because properties here range from a minimum of 10 acres to several hundred, our population is 

much lower and cannot compete with the number of protests generated by Tucker Hill & others neighborhoods. 

 

Of the 4,000 responses TxDOT received, nearly 1900 voted for an alignment along the existing US 380. That 

was the preference of RESIDENTS of Prosper, Frisco, and McKinney. Commuters routinely look for the most 

direct route to their destination (primarily Hwy 75-S and 121-S) which 380 provides. This has been the 

acknowledged major east/west route for many years. I cannot find sympathy for neighborhoods such as Tucker 

Hill whose developers knowingly built along the highway and which the residents willingly bought into, then 

actively worked to put the problem into other areas while protecting their own. The study in 2017 by the 

Perryman Group, commissioned by Collin County leaders, found that while businesses would be disrupted in 

the short-term, the long-term result would be very favorable to McKinney.  It would appear that the potential 

temporary loss of business tax dollars is the driving force behind the McKinney City Council's 

recommendations, not the welfare of the vast majority of their constituents.   

 

With the outer loop only partially built, there is no data for how much relief it will provide. Is it wise or fiscally 

responsible to build an entire new bypass without that knowledge? We have to look no further than Denton's 

little-used bypass.  At the working city council meeting on Monday, October 15 it was acknowledged that 380 



2

will be improved regardless of whether a bypass is built. That's quite a price tag that no one seems to be 

addressing. 

 

When we moved to McKinney 9 years ago, we deliberately searched for a retirement property that was well 

away from both 75 and 380. Our farm is 2 miles north of 380 and 2 miles east of 75. We are in a part of 

McKinney that has been designated agricultural/ green space in its master plan. In March we were finally able 

to begin construction on our home. Three weeks later the bypass proposals were announced, two of which 

(yellow and red) would cut our farm in two or cut off the front of our farm and those of our neighbors 

along  FM 2933. We were further shocked when NTMWD's plan to build a sewage treatment plant 1/4 mile up 

from us was leaked (no pun intended) and confirmed by Ms. Raglon when she said the yellow route had been 

eliminate to accommodate the plant.  

 

Because we live in the ETJ (not by choice) we have no representation or protection. It appears that the best we 

can do is emphasize our support for Expanding 380 or provide input in the hope that some adjustment will be 

made to the red alignment (if chosen) to preserve our neighborhood of farms if not the peace, quiet, and night 

sky we treasure and expected to enjoy for our remaining years. 

 

Best choice: Expand 380- It will have to be done and is the wish of the majority of residents 

 

Finish the outer loop before building a bypass - see if it alleviates traffic issues first before committing funds 

for yet another road 

 

If all else fails: 

Move the red alignment east of Hwy 5 and north of 380 fully into the floodplain- it is a short section and 

will preserve the working farms and businesses (see photo A). I am aware it costs more, but what price do you 

place on homes and farms families have spent years, even generations, building? One of our neighbors lives in 

one of the oldest houses in Collin County. 
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Last resort: If the red route gets further study, please modify the stretch that curves from the floodplain 

onto FM 2933 (see photo B). 
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As currently drawn, this alignment cuts off the front of our farm and those of our southern neighbors. For us, 

that means losing prime hay production acreage and the resulting income, our stone gate, pasture for the 

registered Shorthorn cattle we breed and produce, and secure pipe fencing for our cattle. A pet cemetery and a 

hand-dug 1800s stone well will be next to the bypass, as will our home. We will lose mature, producing pecan 

trees as well as Texas ash trees that we planted for pasture shade and as a buffer against FM 2933 (see photo 

C). Our neighbors will lose an equestrian center, pasture, hay production, and one will end up with a bypass 

nearly in their living room. 
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The property owner on the west side of FM 2933 across from us is absentee. She lives in Dallas and is in 

declining physical and mental health. Indeed, she has never resided on the property. Her son has reported an 

"organic farm" on the tract, but the caretaker’s house, cabin, and small garden plot appear abandoned. We 

propose that the red route shift west to be completely on that side of FM 2933 as there are no structures that 

would be lost on that property (see Photo D). 
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Protect the community water line that runs from the south to the north along the west side of FM 

2933  This extensive water line supplies us, our neighbors to the south, and on around to CR 331 and CR 338. It 

would have to be moved with the current alignment. The individual property water supply lines run east under 

FM 2933 from that main line on the west side of 2933. Additional right-of-way space would need to be added 

on the west side to protect those lines ( also photo D). 

 

I understand that this is a long explanation of our position. I appreciate your thoughtful consideration of it as 

you move toward a decision.  

 

A final thought: the geographical boundary of the east fork of the Trinity River has thus far prohibited 

development in this part of the county. Population projections show this area will not increase much in years to 

come. Property owners, therefore, will not be able to rely on development to help sell devalued land lost to a 

bypass that will not benefit them. 

 

Sincerely, 

Karen and David Thompson 
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Coilin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Coffin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

written comments are
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Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the followiNg boxes that apply to you:

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:

ADDRESS:

















MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4, 2018 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All 
written comments are welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 
2018. 

Please Print:

The recently added NEW Red Route B crossing through low to medium density 
housing in the Town of Prosper is currently projected to be the “least expensive 
pathway” per the recently distributed financial analysis of the two routes by TxDOT.  
Any financial comparison of the remaining routes by TxDOT must include the 
following:

1. Include the cost of mitigating the impact to residential neighborhoods.  
Red Route B in the Town of Prosper is adjacent to existing residential 
neighborhoods and cuts through low to medium density housing as planned 
in the Town of Prosper Comprehensive Land Use Plan of 2016.  Therefore, 
mitigation for Red Route B should include depressed main lanes and 
cantilevered service roads for the entire pathway of Red Route B in the Town 
of Prosper.  The inclusion of these mitigation costs fairly replicates the 
mitigation already included in the financial analysis of the Green Route 
keeping 380 on 380 as it passes through the housing developments of Tucker 
Hill and Stonebridge Ranch in the City of McKinney.

2.  Include the cost of revising Prosper’s 2016 Comprehensive Land Use 
Plan. Placing a highway through land slated for low to mid-density homes 
will have rippling disruptive impacts throughout the entire comprehensive 
land use plan of this small, 27 square mile community who has proactively 
planned a low to medium density housing community.

Not including the costs of mitigating the impacts to current and future housing in 
the Town of Prosper when comparing Red Route B and the Green Route shows 
preferential treatment to residential communities in McKinney who chose to locate 
homes along an existing US Highway and artificially deflates the cost of placing the 
highway through the Town of Prosper. More importantly, not including the cost of 
mitigation forces replication of the problems created by poor planning in the past by 
one city to an adjacent city in the future or worse, dictates future land use to a 
sovereign municipal entity,



In summary, any fair cost comparison of Red Route 3B to the Green Route must 
include mitigation to current residential neighborhoods and future residential 
neighborhoods planned for in the Town of Prosper Comprehensive Land Use Plan of 
2016 and the cost of re-evaluating the Town of Prosper’s Comprehensive Land Use 
Plan.   Not to do so artificially deflates the true cost of placing the highway through 
the Town of Prosper.

(Per Texas Transportation Code, 201.811(a)(5):  check each of the following boxes 
that apply to you:

_____ I am employed by TxDOT

_____ I do business with TxDOT

______ I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am 
commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:  Kathleen A. Seei
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October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project are being, or have been, cathed-ovt by TxDQT pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and ejecuted by FHV/A and TxDOT.

NAME: WN&\\t i P
ADDRESS:

CITY:

_________________________
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

CaBin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
3 I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDQT.

NAME: /çJ11IeS-vt— .Jwjer
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CITY:
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 3B0 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

J I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

NAME:

ADDRESS:
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I TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION -________

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey
DRIVE
380.

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TXDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: ,k’ceI-L St1

____

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any)

Other, please specify:

A

Commuter Business Owne(iopert’On Nearby Resident

9 DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD PROSPER

No preference

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify: —
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION -_____________________

US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

— No preference

• 75

±. Prefer green alignment - option A

V MClNNEv

!i.. Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative .•-

— Other, please specify:

0 FM lB27toCR 559

preference ( —

— Prefer red alignment 4
— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

$ No preference

— Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

__________________________

0 Please provide any additional comment here.

THANK YOU
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From: Keith Womack
Sent: Monday, October 15, 2018 9:24 AM 

To: Michelle Raglon 
Subject: 380 by-pass is a bad idea 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Dear Ms. Raglon,  

As a resident of Collin County, I am deeply concerned, appalled and exasperated at the recently released public 
proposals from TxDOT on October 4 regarding possible plans to address the congestion on US Highway 380. 
Simply stated, the recently added proposals do not adequately address the issue and only destroy the quality of life 
in the Prosper community, which has long planned for the expansion of US380 on the front print of 380. 

  

In the Spring of 2018, public proposals included five options (two to improve the existing highway and three to build 
a by-pass north of the existing highway and reconnect to the highway just east of Custer Road) but did not include 
any options to build a by-pass entering into the town limits of Prosper.  As was shared in many public meetings, 
Prosper resident did not comment en masse as there was no impact to the community based on the Spring 2018 
proposals. 

  

There are several points that you should consider before making your recommendation: 

DETRIMENTAL IMPACTS TO QUALITY OF LIFE AND TAX BASE -- Suddenly, with the newly-released October 
proposals of just three solutions, Prosper residents face the prospect of a by-pass coming into their small 
community and destroying land which is zoned for single family residences that would significantly add to the town’s 
tax base. The Town of Prosper is only 27 square miles and it must absolutely capitalize on the land that it has to 
keep the town attractive and productively raising the tax base. A by-pass entering Prosper would also dramatically 
damage the quality of life for residents of Whitley Place in Prosper who moved to the community for the tranquility of 
being far-removed from the highway. There are 554 home sites at Whitley Place that would be severely impacted. 
Unlike some people in McKinney, they were thoughtful in their individual decisions on where to build or purchase a 
home. This newly-emerged proposal of a by-pass into Prosper was not even a consideration in the Spring. 

IDEAL HIGHWAY SPACING – As shared in numerous studies and in community meetings by TxDOT officials, the 
ideal spacing between major highways is approximately 7 miles. Based on the 380-bypass plan, the spacing would 
be approximately half of that amount. Given this approach, studies have shown that many commuters and travelers 
will avoid the by-pass and simply use the existing US380. Therefore, the benefits of a by-pass will not yield their 
intended effect and traffic will continue to grow on this highway causing the need for further infrastructure spending 
that is not considered in your evaluation. 
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COLLATERAL DAMAGE -- A by-pass cutting into Prosper also threatens the Prosper ISD-owned land in the historic 
Rhea’s Mill area on Custer Road between E. Prosper Trail and Frontier Parkway. Building a by-pass adjacent to the 
high school which is planned for the east side of Custer Road is simply not a well-advised move. As former 
educator, I am deeply concerned about the safety and security of students from many perspectives. None of this 
impact was considered by the TxDOT.  

This ill-conceived by-pass plan also jeopardizes the nearby historic Walnut Grove Cemetery (the oldest portion of 
which was established in 1852).  

Finally, the proposed route goes directly through the Mane Gait Therapeutic Horsemanship Center for children and 
adults with disabilities.  This is a phenomenal facility that helps hundreds of families in Collin and surrounding 
counties with their treatment for autism, physical and mental issues as well as other special needs.  Surely the 
TxDOT would not deprive these valuable members of our society from their much needed therapy or further 
complicate treatment through distruption. 

  

TxDOT CITIZEN SURVEY -- Slide 7 of TxDOT’s own Power Point presentation published this month clearly shows 
that the majority of respondents to a TxDOT survey from Prosper, McKinney and Frisco do not want a by-pass but 
rather, prefer to improve US Highway 380 by making it a limited access freeway. It is only the relatively small 
number of Tucker Hill residents who are clamoring to build a by-pass into Prosper. They are certainly not 
representative of the entire city of McKinney. 

TOWN OF PROSPER STANCE -- The Prosper Town Council has taken a “gentleman’s approach” to the dilemma 
by simply issuing a resolution (presented to TxDOT) in the Spring stating its opposition to any by-pass entering 
Prosper. It was not so emboldened as to tell McKinney or Southern Land Company how to fix the problem they 
created or how to build a by-pass in McKinney or improve the existing highway in that city. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT AND INCONVENIENCE – Slide 15 of the same presentation shows projected comparative 
costs of the Green Route (improving the existing highway), Red Route Option A (by-pass through McKinney), and 
Red Route Option B (by-pass through Prosper). Costs are estimated at $916M, $748M, and $645M, respectively. I 
would emphatically suggest that the cheap or “low bid” approach is not the optimum solution. Even if a by-pass were 
to be built (Red Route A or Red Route B), which would destroy homes and privately owned ranches, and impact the 
quality of life in many subdivisions, the reality is that US Highway 380 would still have to be improved at the further 
expense of taxpayers. Many travelers along the highway corridor from US Highway 75 (Central Expressway) in 
McKinney to Denton, Texas, will simply not opt to drive on a by-pass that adds miles to their commute by taking 
them northward and out of their way. US Highway 380 would still see increased traffic as Collin County grows in 
population. The shortest distance between two points is a straight line and that’s why it is imperative to improve the 
existing US Highway 380. Additionally, what is not factored into the financial comparison is the loss of taxes to the 
Town of Prosper that would otherwise be generated with high quality, single-family homes being built in the 
southwest quadrant of the intersection of E. First Street and Custer Road. 

YIELDING TO POLITICAL PRESSSURE -- It would appear that TxDOT yielded to political pressure brought to bear 
by the small but very vocal community of Tucker Hill in McKinney which I understand presented a petition to create 
a by-pass that would reconnect to the highway in Prosper. It is apparent that mistakes were made by the City of 
McKinney and Southern Land Company (developer of Tucker Hill) in ever allowing Tucker Hill to be built so close to 
the northern side of the existing highway. Now Prosper residents find themselves threatened because of this lack of 
planning in another city. Tucker Hill fronts approximately 0.3 of a mile along US Highway 380. They now want to 
push their lack-of-planning mistake onto Prosper residents as the way to solve their ineptitude. At the same time, 
they want a costly and intrusive by-pass built through a huge expanse of Collin County for a mere 0.3 of a mile. 

  

THE SOLUTION – As it stands, the TxDOT should fulfill the vision that has long been held and keep the US380 
corridor on its existing footprint. The majority of cities along the US380 corridor have planned for this eventuality, so 
a change of course now will only negatively impact those that appropriately planned. 

KEEP 380 ON 380! 

Sincerely, 

 Keith 

----------------------------------------------------------- 

Keith M. Womack, MBA 
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The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project Allwelcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

written comments are

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
0 I am employed by TxDOT
0 I do business with TxDOT
O I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws forthis project are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum ofUnderstanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
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October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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written comments are

T Am’ t ok rc4cwsL -Wp (1iVTP4-d- &A

n?tSo I1 rae ID
onJj 3 reusA ci..itry1vn€nt4—opttons cs-p;c

Lucks c .*evt+cct4 jviviwt.1- op-hon
c’\ Sft)dy1c Is’+or. eA opk-ton .c pe%— c& /ciLir
nptcon * ayi-t ts c SeFftch inierec+ nf

CA jLAAr1P tin& aeIpe +0 prb Mrttnnejls
)5sue. &n±o ?rocter P-b senn,c n (uLd-l.
flflUA c %ewnrr i’, i ftv / 04ru1 n4 n- •+k-i-

J. .-

uApev\;v\€D 2W is cuK ic’ec/ckd-,),o nt’cecs1*tA.
j g*t%Strv ‘1. tt3pctsj qp4

prflnr.r -iyu’ h’evik&e -Fw p Vcvr(
J

- J r’u’%’—pr3it- .-

rievpJon wiesil- ns L.e-iI 4.c IDr4atr.+AtCC,JnS*iec if
I tYcv’k- HbUC’-rOr i4s9en(r-

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
I am employed by TxDOT

LI I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws I
this project are being, or have been, carried-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandur
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: ‘wL\ S
ADDRESS:

4

R&ne Uni-1-.

CITY:



,Texas
Doflmanr

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0136-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High school

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking ;our comments on the proposed project. All written comments arewelcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
As a Collin County taxpayer I am very upset about the proposed plans to address the congestion on US Highway

Please Print specifically the Red Alignment B option that was recently proposed which is West of Custer Road & entering
into the town limits of Prosper.

In the Spring of 2018, public proposals included five options but didn’t include any options into Prosper. My husband and I moved

from California and did our homework when we moved into Whitley Place in Irosper. i pont uiideista,id low out indiduals

from ins neignbodng uvi ni Lu ly A T,ker 11111 can uco political cut tn h,ru n nRw proposed alignment added at this late date in

fimp in order to avoid having any of the originally proposed alignment put near there housing complex.

Shame on the builders and, to a point, the people who purchased the homes for not being more thoughtful to where me nomes
were quIlL. But iluw, ;t suddenly b000mo ProspQr’o prnhlnm hpcaiice of their jack of due diligence.
I’m very happy that the Prosper Town Council has filed a resolution adamantly against bringing the 380 bypass to our town. The
small but vocal folks in I ucker MW wno keep or’ w-dnhny t0 uh th0ir problcm ovor to ue ar deep’y cnitkh and I’m saddened
by this since Texas was supposed to be such a caring, God fearing, tight community.” Is this how caring people treat others not
living in their same housing community? Shame on them and sname on TxDOT lvi buwiny duwn to political proccures by
hiirilc who would gain the most by pushing their problems onto others.
I also want you to be aware that a by-pass culling into Prosper threatens the Prosper lU-owneG iana in uie hlstuiic. Rhea’s Mill
.a on Custer Road botxoon E. Prycpnr Trail and Frontier Parkway. This ill-conceived by-pass plan not only jeopardizes the

nearby historic Walnut Grove Cemetery (the oldest portion of which was established in 1852), but also the Mane Gait
I nerapeudc Hoi bIi i idi lbl up C0 utar for children ond adult& with dirahilitinc
Prosper resident Ben Pruefl has put together a proposal which has been provided to TxDOT. It offers the solution of double-
decking US Highway 380 as it passes oy i ucker Hill i LI 10rtl 0;de 0f the highway and Stcno1nidg Pnrh on the south side.
The lower portion of the highway would provide access to homes and businesses while the upper deck would provide
unimpeded traffic flow between Mckinney and Denton. This concept avoids pesiructlun oil lull gild Iso minimizea the
exerci9 nf nminpnt domain for land necessary for right-of-way along the Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch communities. In my
opinion this is the only viable solution.

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws forthis project are being, or have been, carried-out by TxDQT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum ofUnderstanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: Kevin Jones

ADDRESs:

Cry:



Texas
Departmentor Tmnspprtatlon

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

3 I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDQT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHV’A and TxDOT.

NAME:

ADDRESS:

CITY:
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From: Kristin Haas 

Sent: Monday, October 22, 2018 11:55 AM 
To: Stephen Endres 

Cc: Lisa Martinez Anderson 

Subject: 380/75 Interchange 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Stephen, 

 

Good afternoon! RBFCU owns property on Highway 75 near the 380/75 interchange – and looks like it would be affected 

if the green alignment is chosen at that intersection…other then what’s noted below on the website, when is the 

anticipated 1) vote to approve an alignment and 2) start date for any construction and 3) how will utility easement 

realignment, etc be handled if/when it impacts a property? 

What are expected project milestones? 

Summer 2017 – Study begins 

Spring 2018 and Fall 2018 – Public open house meetings will be held to discuss the project and gather feedback from the public 

Spring 2019 – Project implementation plan finalized that would include a recommended alignment(s) 

Many thanks, 

Kristin M. Haas 

RBFCU  
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Texas

Department
at Rwispcnat,on

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

No &7?’-’g1— /0JL non€ - .?1k

I k1/e c.nct rLaxe 4/u rou4.

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
Li I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 20 14, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: t
ADDRESS:

___________________________

CITY: STATE: ZIP:















US380 was known to be the “next” East/West through way
connecting Collin and Denton Counties for the last 50 years or
more. McKinney’s insistence on building adjacent the highway is a

city issue not a counly issue. Prosper is being asked to take the
brundt of this poor planning and losing taxable current and future
assets. This is not right.

Keep the right of way on US380. Sony for McKinney’s loss of
revenue but they keep right on issuing permits like it is their right.

Do the right thing.









October 17, 2018

TxDOT Dallas District Office
Attention: Stephen Endres, P.E., CSJ 0135-11-022 ETC., US 380 

Mr. Endres,

My name is Lauren Hayes, and my husband, daughter, and I live in Whitley Place at the corner of Prosper 
Trail and Custer Road in Prosper, Texas. When we were looking to build our home five years ago, we 
selected Whitley Place and Prosper for the idyllic atmosphere and comfortable neighborhood. Whitley 
Place is quiet, family friendly, and enjoys a sense of community where children and adults alike are outside 
regularly. We knew it was a distinct possibility that Prosper Trail and Custer Road would both be widened 
to 4 or 6 lane roads, so we chose our homesite accordingly. We planned ahead for the future. Now, we 
are being faced with a bypass of 380 being positioned in our backyard - right down Prosper 
Trail/Bloomdale and Custer. We, along with most of our neighbors, would never have purchased our 
homes here if this had been a future option. Please, vote no to the bypass, especially as it relates to 
Prosper Trail/Bloomdale and Custer.

By running the bypass down Prosper Trail, east Prosper will be changed negatively forever. Gone will be 
the days of our quite neighborhood as the increase traffic will make the noise unbearable. Additionally, 
the bypass would negate our idyllic, family-oriented area. I worry about the impact to the children of the 
community with the proposed bypass. The bypass would go right by the proposed Prosper high school 
on ProsperTrail, and the overflow traffic (heading towards Preston orTollway) would run right by Cockrell 
Elementary in Whitley Place at Prosper Trial and Escalante. The increased traffic would negatively impact 
both schools. I cannot imagine my small child playing on Cockrell's playground with the bypass overflow 
traffic rushing by her. Additionally, the proposed right of way passes directly through Mane Gait, a 
therapeutic horsemanship non-profit that helps hundreds of children and persons with disabilities a year. 
I have personally known children that have gone there, and I have seen the help they have received. You 
cannot take this away from our community.

East Prosper is an affluent area with homes starting around $500,000 and minimal business activity. This 
bypass would dramatically reduce the value of our homes, a fact about which my husband, neighbors, and 
I are not comfortable. Also, a major route would create opportunities for more business to move into the 
area. When we purchased our home, we specifically looked for an area with higher home values, limited 
traffic, and minimal businesses. The cities that did not plan for growth (such as McKinney) should not 
harm the communities that (like Prosper) did plan.

I propose planning for the future - just as my husband and I did when we selected Prosper and Whitley 
Place and just as Prosper did when it laid out its town. The bypass is nothing more than a short-term fix 
for a long-term problem. Collin County is expected to double in size in the next 20 years. A bypass will 
not alleviate 380 for long. The capital expenditure and hard-earned tax payer dollars required to build 
the bypass will be wasted in a few short years, and a long-term solution will be required. I believe there 
are two options: fix 380 on 380 or build a 380-type alternative farther north. By building a bypass that 
does not solve the problem and only minimizes the real issue for a few years is not a good use of financial
resources.



Please, do not allow other cities with poor planning to become the problem of Prosper - and specifically 
Whitley Place. As my mother (a school teacher) always says, "A failure to plan on your part does not 
constitute an emergency on mine." The "school children" in other cities should not be allowed to impart 
their problems on the responsible planners in other areas. Vote no to the 380 bypass and stand up for 
responsible city planning!

Sincerely,

Lauren Hayes
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Texas
Ovpadinent

of Tmnspoflation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

t 380 O

iO jPftS3 THaDL1&+ PPoslW,TtLftS.

(Per Texas Transportation Code,

LI I am employed by DOT
3 I do bu&ness with T CT
LI I could bene%io etarily from

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: C
ADDRESS:

§201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

the project or other item about which I am commenting

CITY:







TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
38O. US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

%ONTACT INFORMATION:

£12 L’L-cO

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter

Other, please specify:

Business Resident

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

No preference

VPrefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify:

0 COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

\“Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

Address:

PROSPER

LIJ
z

z
O
U
z
0
z
U
0



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey

SPUR 399 EXTENSION
— No preference

— Prefer green alignment - option A

‘Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

FM/827 to CR 559

No preference

— Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

CR9 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

V No preference

— Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

Please provide any additional comment here.

(Page 2)
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Texas
Department

of Tmnspoflaticn

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

-x 861

‘6’

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

LI I am employed by TxDOT
Li I do business with TxDOT

I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:

ADDRESS:

ZeA F/

F,, Y /124 : Rô cil 3o
/37Os LA! 3s6.

C ny:















Texas
Department

of Tmnspo#ation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026
October11, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Princeton High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome, All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

(‘1/c.i tezVcP(D &I 1(t c f fPj’PA!J I cC

,n.rAeJ,’ow t.orwfr At, S(+ *0 AANd%t *4.. mrr-.i*
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-1-k€. , & )Att

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
J I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: £;AJJ4



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION -___

DRIVE
38O. US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment. TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: I.. ,aJ Pt
-I

Address

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter

Other, please specify:

__________________________________

Business Owner Owner Nearby Resident

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

No preference

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

In)

‘p
KiNN

PROSPER

LU
z
-J

z
0

z
LU
0

U

— Other, please specify:



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION I’r
No preference

—

— Prefer green alignment - option A

— Prefer green alignment - option B

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify:

Q FM 1827to CR 559

No preference

Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

X. Prefer green alignment 7
Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

Q Please provide any additional comment here.

THANK YOU
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From: Lindalouise De Matt
Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2018 8:39 AM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: Keep 380 on current 380 allignment 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Dear Mr. Endres, 
 
We are multi-generational native Californians that witnessed what poor highway planning did to the 
state and that was one of the reasons we chose Texas.  I can actually give you the history of how 
California got into the mess that it did and doing things like the bypass through McKinney into 
Prosper, or even coming down Custer Rd, which will affect Prosper, is a great example of why the 
California road system is such a mess today, and highly unsafe. 
 
One of the things that impressed us the most about Texas was TxDot and the superior, well thought 
out road systems.  We know a young, but brilliant road engineer on the east coast that came to visit 
Texas and was thoroughly impressed with how it was done here, the ideal way, saving lives, fuel, and 
making traffic flow better. Another thing that he mentioned was that the best way to reconstruct a 
road, although initially more costly, was the way that TxDot improved 75 in Collin County.  They 
basically dug up the road and started fresh. This not only makes the road safer, last longer, but saves 
a great deal in the long run in every aspect of road maintenance and safety.   
 
Part of the consideration of cost should be that the present 380, whether by-passed or not, will need 
upgrades and need to be maintained. Keeping 380 on 380, although perhaps more expensive initially 
will save in the long run in many aspects, primarily monetarily, fuel consumption, and lives. The flow 
is already better at the points between Prosper and Frisco where this has been done. It also gives 
one a choice to use the local frontage roads, or actually get on the trucking route, whichever  one is 
more comfortable with. This will not only keep the businesses thriving that are on that route, but bring 
in more customers as well.  When we drive down to Galveston on 45, we purposefully choose the 
areas in Houston that have this feature when we need to stop. 
 
I can spot a driver that has been transplanted recently from California in a second, because of the 
aggressive driving that is necessary there, just to stay alive on poorly planned roads.  Once adapted 
to the roads, most are amazed at the courtesy and ease displayed here, mostly due to TxDots careful 
planning.   
 



2

We chose Prosper and Whitley Place because we wanted to finally be free of noise, yet have the 
ease of getting around safely and efficiently. We also chose it because of ManeGait, not only for their 
contribution to people in need of treatment, but because of the relaxed pastoral setting it provides. 
 
I also have experience with what will happen if either of the bypasses are approved. Back before 
GPS’s were instantaneously suggestive of the quickest routs possible, I had a daily weekday drive 
from the southern end of the Santa Clara (Silicon) Valley, CA in order to pick up a carpool from the 
high school my son attended.  To make the drive less stressful, and not have to go on 101, a major 
trucking route, I would take the backroads through farmland in the valley, very similar to what we 
have here in this part of Collin. It took me a bit longer, but for me the extra time was worth it and the 
roads were barely known and much less crowded. Any delays I had were tractors on the two lane 
road, which I actually enjoyed because the scenery was so lovely, as it is here.  
 
That all ended suddenly when the traffic reporter for a San Francisco station mentioned a pile up on 
101, and in California, that can take hours to clear, mainly because they don’t do what TxDot does 
and build local frontage roads. The traffic report then proceeded to detail my country route, and from 
that point forward, it was full of traffic.  
 
This will happen at least tenfold into Prosper and Celina with ANY bypass, because now you do not 
even need the traffic reporter, the GPS tells you the suggested alternative routes,  those routes lead 
directly into Prosper’s local roads,  which are planned for 6 lanes only for local traffic and pass by 
hundreds of homes. ALL of the east/west roads are subject to that, bordered by hundreds of homes. 
This includes the two streets north and south of Whitley Place and other neighborhoods, Prosper Trail 
and First Street. Prosper has carefully planned this, as they did with 380, and it was public 
information posted by our builders as we considered the neighborhood. 
 
We checked out the roads carefully, KNEW that 380 was a candidate for widening, because of the 
right of way was apparent, especially around Tucker Hill and chose not to even consider it because of 
that. We KNEW it was interstate and a trucking route, and we were on it in New Mexico, before we 
moved here. 
 
Please do not let someone else's poor planning destroy the peace and quiet we carefully chose 
because we had faith in TxDot.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Linda Louise De Mattei 
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October 17, 2018

TxDOT Dallas District Office
Attention: Stephen Entires, P.E., CSJ 0135-11-022 ETC., US 380 
4777 East U.S. Highway 80 
Mesquite, Texas 75150-6643

Mr. Endres,

1 have been closely following the 380 Bypass discussion on-line, in the newspapers, and on the television.
I request you vote no to the bypass, especially as it relates to Prosper Trail/Bloomdale and Custer.

While I do not live in Prosper or McKinney, I am a very well-read, concerned citizen who believes in 
planning for the future. Prosper has always been a town in the top echelon of communities. It is an affluent 
area with quite neighborhoods and a great school system. People pay quite a bit in both home prices and 
taxes to live in this family-oriented community. Prosper has always been forward thinking in its 
development. They have ensured that development is not allowed to take place too close to 380 as it has 
always been inevitable that 380 will need to be widened. 1 am sickened to hear that other cities, such as 
McKinney, did not have this forethought and allowed developers (such as that of Tucker Hill) to build so 
close to 380 that room for expansion is not allowable.

The proposed bypass options will only be a short-term fix, if that. I do not believe many commuters will 
drive several miles out of their way to miss a few lights, only to have to head south again to reconnect to 
380. Additionally, with the growing Collin County population, 380 must be addressed at some point. If 
you do not do it now, you will only have to do it again later. This will result in more tax payer dollars being 
spent. You should correct the problem the right way in the first place.

I cannot imagine the impact this bypass will have on the homeowners in Prosper. Their property values 
will plummet with a highway right next to them. Their children will no longer be playing in a restful and 
quite community. Businesses will come in and take over the bedroom community aspect. Additionally, 
you need to consider the impact to other aspects of the community, as well, not just the homeowners along 
your proposed right of way. For example, Mane Gait will be destroyed by the bypass as your alignment 
runs right through their property. This beautiful, serene not-for-profit helps hundreds of people each year.

Please, vote to keep 380 on 380. It is inevitable that it will need to be fixed in the future. Do it right the 
first time and save hassle and money in the long run.

Sincerely,

Lois Jagers
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MEETING COMMENT FORMProposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County LineCollin County, TexasCSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.Independence High School
The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. Al( written comments must be postmarked by Qctober26, 2018.As a Collin County taxpayer I am very upset about the proposed plans to address the congestion on US HighwayPlease Print 380, specifically the Red Alignment B option That was recently proposed which is West of Custer Road & enteringmm the town limits of Prosper.
In the Spring 012018, public proposals included five options but didn’t include any options into Prosper. My husband and I movedfrom California and did our homework when we moved into Whrney Place in -‘rospr. I duuit u.idcitg,,d same indi’Mualsfrom the nelyltbuuiii t.uiiuiiuiity of Tueker Hill san use pçiitiyal rinnt In have a new proposed alignment added at this ate date intime in order to avoid having any of the originally proposed alignment put near there housing complex.
Shame on the builders and, to a point, the people who purchased the homes for not being more thoughtful to where me nomeswere built. BuL i,ow, why dc0 ;t suddenly beeeme PrQsp?r’° prnhlem hpr.aiisp of their lack of due diligence.I’m very happy that the Prosper Town Council has filed a resolution adamantly against bringing the 380 bypass to our town. Thesmall but vocal folks in I ucker MgI wno Keep on WdI ‘tiny Lu 1.suoh their preblem ever to us are ‘lvnply caifich and I’m saddenedby this since Texas was supposed to be such a “caring, God fearing, tight community.” Is this how caring people treat others notliving in their same housing community? Shame on them and sname on Txt’OT Fiji buwi,iy dunn’ to elitieal pressures byçitiai who would pain the most by pushing their problems onto others.I also want you to be aware that a by-pass cutting into Prosper threatens the Prosper lSU-owneo lana in the hlstui Ic RI ledS Millalga on Buster need between . Prrpor Trail and Frontier Parkway. This ill-conceived by-pass plan not only jeopardizes thenearby historic Walnut Grove Cemetery (the oldest portion of which was established in 1852), but also the Mane GaitI nerapeuilc HurselldIllliFJ etr for ehildren and adults with enhiliting

Prosper resident Ben Pruett has put together a proposal which has been provided to TxDOT. It offers the solution of double-decking US Highway 380 as it passes oy i ticker Hill on the nut U, 0de of the highway and Stonebfldg Pnnrh on the south side.The lower portion of the highway would provide access to homes and businesses while the upper deck would provideunimpeded traffic flow between McKinney and Denton. I his concept avoias oestwcdoi I oil lUlll iiJ alO minimizes theeer° nf ominent domain for land necessary for right-of-way along the Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch communities. In myopinion this is the only viable solution.
(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting
The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal envfronmental 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 16, 2Q14, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

NAME: Lora Jones



 

From: Lorri Deem

Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2018 11:37 AM 

To: Stephen Endres 

Subject: 380 Feedback: Please include this in your findings  

  

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

  

Dear Mr. Endres, 

  

As TxDOT gathers community sentiment through surveys and emails, please include this in the findings: 

  

Top Reasons to keep 380 on 380: 

  

1.      No one losses their home by 380 staying on 380.  No one losses their home by 380 staying on 380.  No 

one losses their home by 380 staying on 380 

2.      To save 12 neighborhoods (11 in McKinney and 1 in Prosper) from isolation by becoming a 

neighborhood located alongside a bypass as well as being negatively impacted financially through 

reduced property values created from a bypass.  Residents in Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch 

knowingly purchased along 380 and are now wanting to make this someone else’s problem 

3.      An improved 380 coupled with the future outer loop is the ultimate solution and allows the ideal 5 mile 

spacing between 380 and the outer loop 

4.      Prosper is NOT in support of the B option recently identified.  This option will go against the will of the 

residents and city government who oppose the use of Prosper land which will drastically change the 

https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__aka.ms_o0ukef&d=DwMF-g&c=pgTKN5yjcEYSPUPpeP-zuA&r=Do0hs007mNVABlxnQFgFRZAuXXi2aQYL-ZYagjMaLV0&m=f8nbRfm3OodLwLVzOclRPvLWQbnycO3A-Eg6Cjm0qTE&s=QxHty_lrb2V4D6bESsOI_Sqp9zxzSjSvU0pF5eaYpCE&e=


usage of this land and negatively impact existing home values in Whitley Place as well as the loss of 

future tax dollars from the currently zoned residential land the bypass would cut through  

5.      The B option will destroy the land where Mane Gait is located.  This is a charity who has successfully 

helped a countless number of the area’s disabled children, veterans etc. 

6.      There are many McKinney residents in favor of the 380 improvement and do not stand in alignment 

with Tucker Hill and Stonebridge residents 

7.      Prosper residents have already voted in favor of the 380 improvement and planned accordingly 

8.      Businesses in McKinney located along 380 will ultimately gain consumers with the increased traffic 

generated from an improved 380.  The interim time frame during construction will be inconvenient but 

that was a known risk of opening along 380.  If McKinney officials guaranteed these new businesses that 

there would be a bypass, they over reached their political boundaries.  McKinney cannot have its cake 

and eat it too 

  

Thank you for your time, 

  

Lorri Deems 
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MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4,2018 Tuesday, October 9, 2018 Thursday, October11, 2018

6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Collin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School

Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are

welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print 14 S

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
LI I do business with TxDOT
LI I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDQT

NAME: L%V&à€. \tcQ\\

ADDRESS:

CIT



COMMENT CARD

To TXDOT:

First off, know that I am FOR FIXING 380 ON 38011 am AGAINST ANY BYPASS.

Constructing either Red A or Red B bypass creates islands in the Northwest sector of Mckinney. With the

bypass inserted between the Outer loop and the current 380, the land and developments become

isolated strips. In listening to TXDOT (feel this is something you try to avoid.

380 ALREADY HAS A FOOTPRINT. Expanding it is far less permanently disruptive than creating a new,

unwanted, bypass that goes through or EXTREMELY NEAR established neighborhoods. It is shocking that

a bypass would be considered that literally runs within feet of SO MANY neighborhoods.

Many of us purchased our property many years ago. We always knew 380 would be expanded, but

never in our wildest dreams could we have imagined an 8-10 lane LAR destroying everything we have

worked for, which is a peaceful home and quality of life. I have lived in Walnut Grove for over 40 years.

The RED B bypass, as it crosses Custer Road, destroys ManeGait, a therapeutic horsemanship center,

and highly affects several families, mine included, in the northern portion of Walnut Grove, a

community that has been established for over 45 years. Not only the 8-10 lane highway, but also the

ensuing commercial and retail property would totally change the character of Walnut Grove.

You say that 380 would become an arterial if a bypass were chosen. However, I don’t think you can

compare it to a Virginia Street, or an Eldorado. These arterials do not continue east of McKinney. 380

continues to Princeton and Farmersville and BEYOND. Drivers will continue to use 380 as a highway

because it is and will continue to be a straight shot to the east. Also, the huge increase in commercial

and retail that is planned for the current 380 corridor invites traffic to remain on 380. Some of this

commercial and retail is already completed (Costco, etc.) and many others are soon to be constructed.

Please listen to the strong wishes of the people, the stakeholders, who are directly affected by either of

the Red bypasses. I believe your surveys will continue to show, as before, that the majority of people

want 380 to remain in its current footprint.

Thank you for giving us an opportunity to have stakeholder input for such a monumental and life

changing decisionl
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

121/26- %h4 N or” fl-i op€ fl-i, j cri9 f4 4r0-rA

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the prolect or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum of

Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: NA. R.AMmy
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CITY:
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026 

October 9, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College - Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are 
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
□ I am employed by TxDOT
□ I do business with TxDOT
□ I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

Name: ^Cjlcolrfl zlee UufiSQAJ

Address:

City:
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US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement 
process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents, 

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineering judgment

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: lCfi!M Ixt iftyQs^ Address:. /?0IJ_ CouAsfc

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner (^Property OwngtjfNearby Resident) 

Other, please specify:________________________________________________________________________________________

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COIT ROAD

No preference

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

___ Other, please specify:

¥

y

2B9

0 COIT ROAD TO FM 1827

___ No preference

J^Prefer red alignment - option A

___ Prefer red alignment - option B

___ Prefer green alignment

___ Prefer no-build alternative

------Other, please specify:----------------------------

PROSPER

300

MCKINNEY



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

Q SPUR 399 EXTENSION
___ No preference

/ © 1\
^ Prefer green alignment - option A W-—^

___ . Prefer green alignment - option B

___ Prefer no-build alternative

380

MCJUNNEY

Other, please specify:

^ FM 1827 to CR 559

___ No preference

4^Prefer red alignment 

Prefer green alignment 

Prefer no-build alternative

___ Other, please specify:

Q CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE
___ No preference

Prefer red alignment

___ Prefer green alignment

___ Prefer no-build alternative

___ Other, please specify: ________

rhNtWHOPE

PRWCET

LQWV CROSSING
I
I l-.

J\ I '

n
'°U~P. 3 Lit

380

e.c/u
Please provide any additional comment here. ^ f
ifASL ‘/a/-£(uY zy ~h? -fuls- oe

<?tuP 4g> (/^ * £?* \ itft r'
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------------------------- z&^7,--------------------------------------------------- ^----------- a---------------------  ,—T7i--------------------------
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From: 
 11:22 AM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: Fwd: US 380 feedback (Collin County) 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

 

Stephen - I have reviewed the feasibility study and the proposed routes for Highway 380.   My wife and I own 3 

investment properties in the Heatherwood subdivision.  The proposed outer loop option would adversely affect 

not only the three property values, but also the income potential for each home.  As a real estate Broker, I 

understand the adverse impacts a major thoroughfare can have on property values. Candidly, we would never 

have purchased these homes if there was any idea that the 380 corridor would be moved from its current 

location.  Furthermore, I believe it has always been understood that Highway 380 in its current location would 

eventually be converted into a major thoroughfare or freeway as it bisects Collin County.   Any lack of planning 

by the City of McKinney is just negligent on their part.  Prosper and Frisco planned accordingly.   

 

While I do have friends in the Tucker Hill neighborhood and I am sensitive to their concerns, I can't support 

their position for an alternative route. That is akin to buying a home near the airport and complaining about the 

noise. Additionally, there would be less residents disturbed by the current location versus the number of 

residents (current neighborhoods and future developments) on the proposed bypass.  Lastly, there is a future 

outer loop just to the north of where the 380 bypass is proposed.  The 2 projects would be redundant and serve 

the same corridor, and neither would alleviate the traffic and congestion currently on Highway 380.   

 

Highway 380 needs to stay where it is currently located.   

 

Mark Baglietto 
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School

Tuesday, October 9,2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Collin College Central Park Campus

Thursday, October11, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
I am employed by TxDOT
I do business with TxDOT
I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDQT.

NAME: fj&€iC S. RomLFbG
ADDRESS:
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10/8/2018

As a long time Prosper resident, I would like to give you my input on the proposed 380 bypass proposals.

It has become obvious that Texdot is having some issues deciding how to expand HWY 380 that will be 
needed to accomodate the future growth predicted in Colling County in the not too distant future.

The obvious solution is to turn 380 into a freeway, as we saw with the expansion of 121, but the 
challenge seems to be that businesses and developers in McKinney had no regard for planning criteria 
so they built very close to 380. Now we have the housing area of Tucker HIll complaining about being 
too close to 380 if it expands.  Obviously they liked high traffic and noise or they would not have built 
their luxury development right on 380 in the first place. Now their solution is to swing traffic away from 
them and right into the edge of Whitley Place in Prosper.  Many of our home owners never considered 
building in Tucker HIll because it was so close to 380 to begin with, so why in the world would we want 
to pay the price for the incompetence of the planners of Tucker Hill or the City of McKinney?

If there is not enough room to expand 380 in McKinney, where planners were so short- sighted, I 
suggest Texdot makes the same decision they made in Austin, Texas  on HWY 35 South, which was the 
double decker concept. This concept can create an efficient highway moving traffic  quickly through 
McKinney and Prosper heading for Denton.

I request you serioulsy consider this proposal as it has already been proven in several areas in Texas.

Thank you for your consideration.

Marvin Yanof
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Proposed Improvements to US 380 from flenton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments an the proposed project, All written comments are
wecome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

LI I am employed by TxDOT -

LI I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

NAME: 1YIOfl&&Oxc
ADDRESS:
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From: Mary Hartnett  
Sent: Monday, October 08, 2018 10:59 AM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Cc: contact-planning@mckinneytexas.org; gfuller@mckinneytexas.org; Marc Williams 

Subject: US 380 Feasibility Study  

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Dear Mr. Endres, 

 

I live in the city of McKinney and have been following your 380 Feasibility Studies and would like to present a 

few thoughts/rhetorical questions. 

 

Looking at the data your team has collected and the analysis performed, there appears to be several things 

that don't make sense.  For instance, purposing two big loops going north off of 380 that swing back into 380 

instead of one larger loop does not seem like an option that will be desirable to any drivers. There is a lot of 

new housing development in the area around the black line I drew on your map, and the areas are in different 

cities, but that does not justify spending millions to make a less desirable path.   
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Who designed the new interchange at Hwy 380 and  Hwy 75 - are they involved with this study?  The new SE 

corner exit off of 75 onto 380 is a complete failure.  Exiting traffic is often backed up on 75 at 10 a.m., a time 

of the day when there is very little northbound traffic on 75, and it is much worse during rush hours. This exit 

is extremely dangerous and the failure of this design is unacceptable.  What was the cost of this failed recently 

constructed intersection that is within your Hwy380 Feasibility Study?   

 

You state that the main objective in improving US380 is for truck and freight transportation from Greenville to 

Denton.  How much of this traffic drives straight through and how much gets off to deliver to stores and 

businesses along the corridor between the two locations?  Not considering the immense cost in terms of 

money and land (environmental impact) of adding realignment portions of road, would it even alleviate the 

congestion problems?  Why not instead make intersection improvements with overhead bypasses at the most 

congested intersections such as was done at Preston Rd and 121?  Overhead bypasses could also be 

performed in phases as they are needed.  Who designed the Preston/121 intersection and are they involved 

with this study? 

 

What has happened with the outer loop that went through years of feasibility studies as you are now doing 

with this study?  It seems that after all the time and effort that went into that project that it has been 

dropped/delayed (other than the 2 lane initial section from Hwy 121 to Hwy 75) and that the majority of the 

eastern portion of the outer loop is not in the correct location to provide the needed relief of traffic 

congestion from Farmersville to Denton.  What is being done differently to ensure your current 380 project 

study is successful? 
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Lastly, have outside impartial consultants been used to verify the data presented??  Many of your time 

estimates and cost and impact numbers seem suspect.  It is easy to make numbers say anything you want and 

given your past track record in the north Texas area, I have great concerns about your current efforts.  

 

I have been extremely pleased with the planning efforts that have been presented by the City of McKinney 

over the past 5 years, and I would like to be able to have the same confidence in the TxDOT.  What are the 

qualifications and past performance records of the individuals who have performed your study?  I would 

suggest that a complete reevaluation of your team and this project would be performed before any decisions 

are made. 

 

Sincerely, 
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October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by PHWA and TxDOT
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U lam employed by TxDOT

U I do business with TxDQT

U could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
38O. US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,
businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: rYmoArc\ OTer\e)u4tc_ Address:

____________________________

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner Property Own

Other, please specify:

PROPER

• 12891
I ITLXAI

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

Nearby Resident

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

Zr No preference

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify: —

0



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION / E
— No preference

— Prefer green alignment - option A T i N
MCKINNEY -

Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative /
— Other, please specify:

0 FM 1827 to CR 559

— No preference

Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.

THANK YOU
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From: Matthew Osborn

Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 9:56 PM 
To: John Hudspeth 

Subject: Please do not run the 380 Bypass through Prosper... 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Dear Mr. Hudspeth, 
 
I am sure that you have been bombarded with messages from residents in both McKinney and 
Prosper, with conflicting views on if and where to construct a 380 Bypass.  Please accept this email 
as a respectful request from my wife and me to not put the Bypass west of Custer Road in 
Prosper.  We are owners of one of the over 550 houses in the Whitley Place community who are 
likely to suffer a dramatic drop in home value if we were faced with a highway next to our 
development. 
 
Unlike some residents in McKinney, we were thoughtful in deciding where to purchase our home, and 
chose a tranquil area far removed from a major roadway.  I submit to you that this is an issue of 
fairness, and we Whitley Place residents should not be unjustly penalized for the lack of planning of 
other towns and housing developments. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of this request. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Matt and Kari Osborne 
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0136-03-048, 0135-04-032,0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.81 1(a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
LI I am employed by TxDOT
LI I do business with TxDQT
LI I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by Fl-/WA and TxDOT.
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October 17, 2018

TxDOT Dallas District Office
Attention: Stephen End res, P.E., CSJ 0135-11-022 ETC., US 380 
4777 East U.S. Highway 80 
Mesquite, Texas 75150-6643

Mr. Endres,

My name is Matthew Hayes, and my wife, daughter, and I live in Whitley Place at the corner of Prosper 
Trail and Custer Road in Prosper, Texas. When we were looking to build our home five years ago, we 
selected Whitley Place and Prosper for the idyllic atmosphere and comfortable neighborhood. Whitley 
Place is quiet, family friendly, and enjoys a sense of community where children and adults alike are outside 
regularly. We knew it was a distinct possibility that Prosper Trail and Custer Road would both be widened 
to 4 or 6 lane roads, so we chose our homesite accordingly. We planned ahead for the future. Now, we 
are being faced with a bypass of 380 being positioned in our backyard - right down Prosper 
Trail/Bloomdale and Custer. We, along with most of our neighbors, would never have purchased our 
homes here if this had been a future option. Please, vote no to the bypass, especially as it relates to 
Prosper Trail/Bloomdale and Custer.

By running the bypass down Prosper Trail, east Prosper will be changed negatively forever. Gone will be 
the days of our quite neighborhood as the increase traffic will make the noise unbearable. Additionally, 
the bypass would negate our idyllic, family-oriented area. I worry about the impact to the children of the 
community with the proposed bypass. The bypass would go right by the proposed Prosper high school 
on ProsperTrail, and the overflow traffic (heading towards Preston orTollway) would run right by Cockrell 
Elementary in Whitley Place at Prosper Trial and Escalante. The increased traffic would negatively impact 
both schools. I cannot imagine my small child playing on Cockrell's playground with the bypass overflow 
traffic rushing by her. Additionally, the proposed right of way passes directly through Mane Gait, a 
therapeutic horsemanship non-profit that helps hundreds of children and persons with disabilities a year.
I have personally known children that have gone there, and I have seen the help they have received. You 
cannot take this away from our community.

East Prosper is an affluent area with homes starting around $500,000 and minimal business activity. This 
bypass would dramatically reduce the value of our homes, a fact about which my husband, neighbors, and 
I are not comfortable. Also, a major route would create opportunities for more business to move into the 
area. When we purchased our home, we specifically looked for an area with higher home values, limited 
traffic, and minimal businesses. The cities that did not plan for growth (such as McKinney) should not 
harm the communities that (like Prosper) did plan.

I propose planning for the future - just as my wife and I did when we selected Prosper and Whitley Place 
and just as Prosper did when it laid out its town. The bypass is nothing more than a short-term fix for a 
long-term problem. Collin County is expected to double in size in the next 20 years. A bypass will not 
alleviate 380 for long. The capital expenditure and hard-earned tax payer dollars required to build the 
bypass will be wasted in a few short years, and a long-term solution will be required. I believe there are 
two options: fix 380 on 380 or build a 380-type alternative farther north. By building a bypass that does 
not solve the problem and only minimizes the real issue for a few years is not a good use of financial
resources.



Please, do not allow other cities with poor planning to become the problem of Prosper - and specifically 
Whitley Place. Vote no to the 380 bypass and stand up for responsible city planning!

Sincerely,

Matthew Hayes





















Texas
Department

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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Tuesday, October 9, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Collin College Central Park Campus
Conference Center

Thursday, October 11.2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Princeton High School

The Texas Depanment of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201 .811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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. 321 and a Memorandum
of Understanding dated December 16, 2074, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
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From
Sent: Friday, October 26, 2018 3:56 PM 
To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: Fix 380 ON 380 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Please count me as a vote for NO BYPASS and to fix 380 on 380. 
  
McKinney has allowed commercial and residential construction to happen far too close 
to US380 even though the expectation of widening US380 to accommodate the future 
traffic demands was recognized years ago. 
  
Now the powers that be in McKinney have decided to push their problem onto our 
small town of Prosper. 
  
No ByPass is acceptable; 
  
1) Any ByPass will permanently isolate and divide the smaller communities north of 
US380. 
  
2) The environmental impact north of Tucker Hill will result in worsening the already 
bad Flood Plane status.  By the way, at the latest TxDOT presentation, how is it that 
TxDOT did NOT use the current map with the updated Flood Plane data in this area to 
show where the ByPass would be routed? 
  
3)  A ByPass through Prosper will require a new Master plan at great expense to cope 
with the additional traffic on the ByPass feeder roads. 
  
4)  The ByPass Red B will destroy the ManeGait Therapeutic Horsemanship 
conservatory and pass too close to the Historic Hunt Cemetery. 
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Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Coffin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

NAME:___________________________
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U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDDT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum of
understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: 4--c3ic-Jj VeL cjd
ADDRESS:

CITY:

Please Print

Wacjn 3?o ,j3ya

(Per Texas Tranportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:













,L
O

CD
C

D
ti

(13

-
‘—

.
.c

D3
(13

::
.

o
o

S
C

,

CD
CD C

CD
0

CD

CD o
3
n

C
O

ID
-

o
CD

- >
I)

0

m
.
D

)
Q

)

;
m. CD’<O Li

,

I
I\

‘C

S’—
T

h
t
0

-J 0
—

0) c
i

O
r-

Q
)

‘—
0
-

p
m CD

0
)
- C

C) C
D

9

0
_
fl

)

5
0

CD
o

a
w

—

a
-

?
.

3
w

z
g

D
W

O
—

CD
U

)
‘
<

C)
U)

CD
D

—
a

CD

o
D

’
<

-
1

-
l
.

—
x

>C
—

-

0
)
0
0
0

1 o
a

3 -
cm

D CD -0 I CD
-s

0 —
0)

o —
cy

I
a CD

0
—

a 0 7;
-

CD
0)

0)
0

0
0 a 0

— 0

3
D

8 z
a 0

3 a D D C
o

C) -c -0 ‘C 0 0 C

C
D

D

iF C) Cn
3
m

CD -.
=

0
—

—
V

Ii
°

(N
S

R
3

—
D

0
0

(N
S

o
C

\J
— 0
.0

0
_

w !
7

ç
.

:t
—

D
(3

s
-C

o
a 0

C

2 —
C

o
—

0
9

0
3

-D -V 0 -0 0
0 CD

a a
U)

—

5 C
a

3
VI

<
—

a
?

3
o

a

1 o
—

—
0

6
0
0
m

o
=

o
Z

-
0
o

0
..

o
a

Z

o — C
a

(a 6
! D

3
m

C
a

—
M

0 C
C

a
2

ci
,

—
6
0

C
n

2 —
0
)

‘C r 2 a

\\

n

(A
7

F

(/ 3

I D C -
t

I

A 3 r F 2 r F
C L -¼

C C, 0 0
•

CD 2
—

2 0 C
a

x
c

2
_
s

2
.0

a
o 0 -0 3

0
- L a

C
9

-
t 0
-

(A -
t IL

C

7
-

C
. 7







1

From: Nichole Johnso

Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2018 12:32 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 

Subject: 380 Bypass  

  

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Mr. Endres: 

I am a resident of Whitely place in Prosper. I am writing in support of the Green Alignment of 380 to fix 380 on 

380 and minimize the impact of this highway on my residence where we moved to because of it's 

quiet location away from highways but still easy access to highways such as 380. I am requesting you please 

take this into consideration in making your decision. KEEP 380 on 380, NO TO OPTION RED B!!!!! Thanks you 

for your time and consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

Nichole Johnson 

  

To help protect your privacy, 
Micro so ft Office prevented  
auto matic downlo ad o f this  
picture from the Internet.
A Texas Department of  
Transportatio n (TxDOT) 
message

 

 



Texas
Depa’lment

of TranspoflahtDn

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJS: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

written comments are
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(Per Texas Transportation ode, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

Ii I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

Uu A4,Wovhofl Li ?vDcflZA to voucc UWYCWC(Du&LM

A ‘1AI* ct 14AAAVTh

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: N[1(AANL DV.k&Yw\
ADDRESS:

.7

CITY:
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Smith, Chelsey

From: Nick Nordman 

Sent: Friday, October 5, 2018 3:08 PM

To: ray_smith@prospertx.gov; meigs_miller@prospertx.gov; 

curry_vogelsang@prospertx.gov; Jeff Hodges; jason_dixon@prospertx.gov; 

craig_andres@prospertx.gov; michael_korbuly@prospertx.gov; 

harlan_jefferson@prospertx.gov; John Hudspeth; Stephen Endres

Subject: 380 Expansion

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Just wanted to take a few minutes to email you concerning the TXDOT 380 Feasibility study. I am 
currently a homeowner in Whitley Place in Prosper TX. I am also a homeowner in McKinney and 
Frisco as well. I feel this gives me a bit of a different view on the current situation. With the upcoming 
expansion I feel it is vital to the continued growth of our area to expand and Fix 380 in its current 
location. I will discuss those items below.  
 
The reasons for fixing 380 on 380 are vast and a few of those are. In talking with TXDot 
representatives at the first meetings, The Prosper council meeting, and personal phone calls they 
have stated that even if a bypass is constructed that 380 will still need to be improved. If we are going 
to have to fix 380 anyway why would we spend twice the amount of money to acquire new land, 
displace current homeowners and then construct a new hwy. That same money could be used to fix 
380 which will happen anyway and the additional money would be used to help build the feeder roads 
like Custer and Bloomdale road to note a few. Also in talking with TXDOT they stated that is is 
optimal to have Hwys within 5 miles of each other which is the distance from Custer and 380 to the 
Outer loop. With the amount of time and planing going into the outer loop the construction of the 
bypass would not be optimal to meet the Future and current needs of our area. Also the changes to 
380 would be incremental where are the changes due to a bypass with be transformative.  
 
Another reason not to move forward with a Bypass is the amount of harm to current homeowners who 
took the time to build their homes away from the highway. Even in looking at the future building plans 
of both Prosper and McKinney Bloomdale road was only to be a 4/6 lane road. To change this to a 
limited access freeway wont fix the problem but will cause more issues in the long run and the arterial 
streets in these area are not built to handle that type of traffic due to the change in traffic patterns.  
 
Another reason for not building a bypass is allowing the Cities to plan how they want to design their 
city for future growth. The city of Prosper since last year has stated they do not want a bypass in 
Prosper and want to widen 380. Also that was shown to be taken into account with no bypass routes 
in the Prosper area. By not following the city it is undermining all the work they had put in to make 
sure the city is ready for the future. Propers is only 27 sq miles is size while McKinney is 66 square 
miles, plus and additional 50 square miles of ETJ to have tax revenue from. By putting in a Bypass 
thru Prosper it will take away the small portion of land on 380 that was currently have for retail and 
commercial tax base. This is vital for our small town to help ease the burden on its homeowners.  
 
The last reason for not expanding with a bypass is safety. My children attend Prosper Isd which has a 
planned High School off Bloomdale road. It scares me to think that they and others children would 
have to drive on a freeway to get to school. Thus changing our way of life which we took a lot of time 
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to Plan. We looked in Tucker Hill and in Stonebridge when purchasing and desired against those 
areas due to hwy 380. 
 
Please take these points into account when planning out the expansion of 380.  
 
 
Thanks  
 
Nick Nordman  
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
Right-click or tap and hold here to  do wnload pictures. To help p ro tect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
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- at Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

j t7 Tij-sr ‘y ‘4p -to LOCAL oLzrtcfløabJ5 S
ca c4vrLrc c: Me CELW

As E 4; (ita, 14 oU CA#\,

tt9 Cdcr’.l- bcceox a ‘)Orj

pcwil-i 4in. Th0, pothc& 1 n-tat t44 Co-c ofl1’?- (ccLcr
fl4(4vwg ‘c.S a4-’i&J11 opprnu”Q e-€#t.t.eLnjfl-vn’i- (1(

Q fbA-e L inTluev’ice qnrAecic , MaKe #v-

Z3- I1tj 4-c b aer & nkiroos -Ltr%1t112 CLICL..’LtC4fl h’jpcss

¶>cçtN-’ S V* & frwsc S411d f1’u Pcf1.iç

CodIe.

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:

________________________________________

ADDRESS:

________________________________________________

CITY: STATE: Zip:



Depaflment
of Wanspo,tatIon

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - CoIlin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4, 2018 Tuesday, October 9,2018 Thursday, October11, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Collin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School
Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October26, 2018.

Please Print

?\a&cc uscnace4-n cMckwnet -+0
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.611 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT

U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

NAME:

_______________________________________

ADDRESS:

_________________________________________________

CITY: STATE: 1% ZIP:
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4, 2018 Tuesday, October 9, 2018 Thursday. October11, 2016
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 pm. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Collin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School
Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. MI written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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anA A0 n,i+ flqj\fflfl*),

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
‘U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws
for this project are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum
of understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDQT.

NAME:

ADDRESS:

STATE: TX
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Texas
Department

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:

_________________________________________

ADDRESS:

_____________________________________________

CITY: STATE: Zip:
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MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are

welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print I zZ /1
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

Li I am employed by TxDOT

U I do business with TxDOT

U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:

____________________

ADDRESS:

____________________

CITY: STATE: ZIP:
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:

_____________________________

ADDRESS:

___________________________

CITY: STATE: Zip:



Texas
Depadment

of Transpcnjtion

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to Us 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

ThThxaDepartmentofTransportation is seeking your comments on The proposed projecL All written comments are

Please keep 380 on the 380 (the green route) for the additional following reason5:

1. Red Option B cuts thru some very beautiful land and trees, and comes very close to Whitley Place a large

expensive development that has ponds and Wilson Creek running through it. People bought in this area due to

the great master plan for what Prosper will be doing in the years to come.

2. Due diligence has not been given to Prosper and the environment Option B would cut through. There is a

beautiful and important horse farm Mane Gait Therapy Farm that provides a great service to the people of our

area. We were informed on October 4th of this new option and given only 22 days to respond to it. McKinney

and other areas have had close to a year to study this new Highway and comment on it. Twenty two days

hardly seems to be due process.

3. It is our understanding that TxDot was ordered to come up with another alternative to Red Option A that goes

by Tucker Hill. Interesting that the Judge who ordered it lives in Tucker Hill. Is Prosper to be the alternative

because Mckinney’s Planning and Development made a huge mistake in letting Tucker Hill build so close to the

highway? The people who bought there chose to do so and now want us to pay the price???

4. The price for Prosper would be a realignment of HWY 380 thru our eastern portion, cutting through Mane Gait

Farm, going very close to a historic cemetery, interfering with the Prosper ISO future school locations, and

ruining the peace and beauty of the country atmosphere for the residents of Whitley Place and others north

and to west of us. We also are concerned for our water resources with a huge highway coming through and

the hazardous materials that will be transported through our community.

5. This has got to be more expensive in the long run as

a. Prosper residents will expect to be paid for a new comprehensive plan,

b. Prosper will insist on the road being designed to have the smallest impact possible on the environment

(which Tucker Kill has already been promisedj and it will be much longer than the approximate one

mile thru Tucker Hill and Stonebridge area

c. Prosper taxes will be affected since so many single family expensive homes will be lost that are on the

master plan

d. Right of way issues will be complicated and expensive

e. If current US 380 is not improved, by 2045 it will need major expansions anyway more than doubling

the costs and Prosper will have had to endure this huge swath of roadway for nothing

f. Prosper has carefully planned for the expansion of US 380 through its town on the current route,

making sure there is adequate right of way for the anticipated freeway along that route. Why should

Prosper be singled out to “rescue” and sacrifice its environment and ambience for Tucker Hill and

Stonebridge. It is not right.

g. Also, it is my understanding that Red Option B highway is actually going to be a realignment of US Hwy

380 and the current 380 will be designated US Business 380. Where is the common sense in running a

major highway through a peaceful neighborhood when a perfect route is already in existence and

supports the business life of the towns it goes through?

6. The bypass will have a huge incremental impact on a community of people who bought in Prosper because of

its excellent land management plans. The current green 380 route has already been designed to have minimal

impact on the communities around it and provides an excellent route for getting to the Dallas Tollway or US 75

to the east. The additional distance added with the “bypass” does not seem worth the cost and heartache for

the communities it will impact.

7. It is just too expensive monetarily to build a bypass. Please select the green 380 route and improve what

already exists there.



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
38O US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment. TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: Address:

City & State: Zip:

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any)

Other, please specify:

€3
Email:

Business Owner tyOwne cjResei)

— No preference

Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

— No preference

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

z

0
z
C

z
Uia

PROSPER

,//l•” — -

CI

, I5aoi L
I L_...4
I 0!

I
,/‘

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

,b

MCKINNEV

— Other, please specify:



I TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION —

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION H
38&

— No preference
hJ

U

Prefer green alignment - option A
MCKNEY

— Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative
/

a

— Other, please specify:

Q FM 1827to CR 559

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

4% Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.

THANK YOU

I

LOWRY CROSSLNG

i

0l

a: LUz
-J

2
D
I



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ..

DRIVE
a a

380::,! US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment. TxDOT will consider input fmm affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name:

_______________________________

Address:_____________________________________________

Business Owner (tyer Nearby Resident

TOLL

— /
— Other, please specify:

__________________________________

9 COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

City&State:

What is your interest in this study?

Other, please specify:

Zip: 2 c 6 2L_._Email:

(Circle

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

— No preference

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

PROSPER

/
289

t

— Other, please specify:
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

— No preference

- Prefer green alignment - option A

M(XNEV

— Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 FM 1827to CR 559
.

— No preference
NEWHOPE —

— Prefer red alignment 4IØ
Prefer green alignment

LOWRY CROSSING

HI i
— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

25k Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.

THANK YOU
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All wriften comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print NO ccn\SS — 4( n.t.eLr
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] loop wV rJ 4L-u ,t-RZa ac&td I -?1I4 (tczzJ
4w (AL ptee.d b. c’d’fk c6’(r

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:

___________________________________________________
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Department

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

written comments are

Please Print Ov9 hcrv&sc o4wi 3tqfl ‘#u V&3ai6

,

&,qsckr(ui. -IhpJ-ati OI*iz loop htt5 )2LQjl ctpprovfcl.

vro oos-cd ),IJAILLscDA dJ’sizw* qjt hnas ard l2WsIaLcCeS (j1&L&CLL1L fl’1t14’18C,Cu+

11uapatiN-tv I

.à ctit ‘Htrtwti au hibr’ie
epfe (opy),

uji J1ie.lt-ea A-uIñ#I1 0tohohtcc o. ves-fr,( j,i1ke- in byt h1noa

cyaw* auocu
kij,pi 14-iS Iqc-1w1 & taokp,i ?1IJI.

Pro1>Qfl Oti7 eVUiUAI 7’1 de4eIOpQIL LanAPIcu’j (tczhü 0Ln5 ‘*u )aii4 Lo/1’etl

Olivn ?7 LLTtJ/ dfrsie+) {*vc *f ‘1St, gp1-pç n&

oxjA_ialI no-f 000DPna4f uJ mt-hOT cn apt

%D4-o eoywv rq.pj5, r p/au.ooitQ,rirnc o, ruicE.ntna’.
yp&S Up+ii 9-ard 3 do H’appocF &op.it’s IPhe1FEThCLP1 (dolL— mt1neq’5
(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

LI I am employed by TxDOT
J I do business with TxDOT
Li I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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
‘Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: P,imtt’ia Shniri
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and a Memorandum of
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To mail, please fold along dotted lines with this page on the inside, affix postage, and tape closed (do not staple).
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TxDOT DALLAS DISTRICT OFFICE

ATTN: STEPHEN ENPRES, P.E., CSJ 0135-11-022 ETC., US 380

4ZT7E. U.S: HIGHWAY•80

MESQUITE, TEXAS 751 50-6643
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MEETING COMMENT FORM

CoHEn County, Texas

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School
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NAME: B2±rtC’ck__
ADDRESS:

Cry

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

D I am employed by TxDOT +1 k.t an&
U I do business with TxDOT cc°
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

4*—

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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From: Patrick Skinner
Sent: Wednesday, October 17, 2018 4:07 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: US 380 Comment 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Stephen,  Surely someone has thought about merging the 380 Extension/Bypass with Custer Road, south to 380, then 

west – right?   

 

It would be a heck of an interchange – like a mini High 5 (75/365); 75/190; 75;121?   

 

Both McKinney and I think Prosper would be OK with it.   

 

Probably costly and tough for the Custer north of 380 section and 380 West, but could very possibly stop the protests? 

 

I appreciate what ya’ll do and know it’s tough sledding to get this one done.  

   

  
 

Confidentiality and Disclaimer: This email contains information intended for the recipient only.  Dissemination, 

publication, or copying of this email is prohibited.  The sender does not accept any responsibility for any loss, disruption, 

or damage to your data or computer system that may occur while using data contained in, or transmitted with this email.  If 

you have received this email in error, please notify us immediately by return email.  All email typically receive a return 

response within 24 hours.  However, should you not received a response within this time frame, please call me.  

 

  
To help 
protect your 
privacy, 
Micro so ft 
Office 
prevented 
auto matic  
download of 

this pictu re  
from the  
In ternet.
A Texas 
Department  
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to

Collin County, Texas
Hunt County Line

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026
October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

t\L s

nrfl):* fl) (eS(c \ITh

C c .C.ktJ1 L&ea flnim& O&nJ
r

nU)\ ‘ rtr k-a-h 8- -k--z
- p-j rfl nQi-’tJ-n.

L-4 viicq 0 rt(

aNJ S
t\—c nhctc, -1--n rtc*- ao c y-ot 4N.a;t4t

COue v -‘Q9j mckjkve o -f1& ( i-v —

s

4-c fl1A1r\ 4’l—e n-M-- VaC 4-3çqD

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT
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TEXAS DEPIATMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

No preference

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify: —

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

.X<’Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

i3Other, please specify: flpo-c% gJBcrr-Q--r3 Vn Lm-E clr’ Qr_-
—4--°-- 0Q 3fYFISTh .

US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey
DRIVE
38O.

PLANNING

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment.

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: S Address:

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter

Other, please specify:

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD PROSPER

Business Ownec rty Owner Nearby Resident

V



US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

• SP9J? 399 EXTENSION

.{ No preference

Prefer green alignment - option A

Prefer green alignment - option B

Prefer no-build alternative /

Other, please specify:

Q FM 1827 to CR 559

— No preference

Prefer

Prefer

Prefer

Other,

CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

No preference

— Prefer red alignment

•E’refer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify

jAr
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

,-1-,
‘75’

MCKNNtV

red alignment

green alignment

no-build alternative

please specify: —

0 /

rn/V
-v

Uiz

— I

0 Please provide any additional comment here.
&&hw— 3%O ICQ. I9S jj-5v&

_Qp.n

.C ( Op C
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MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Coffin County, texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are

welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

We have lived in Walnut Grove for 38 years. We raised our kids here and

celebrate lifes events here. It’s our home. Last year it became more than

that; it became my sanctuary as I walked these roads during my battle with

____

breast cancer. What the chemo, surgery and radiation took from me, God

____

gave back through the breeze, sunrise and sunsets, clouds and rainbows,

through the cry of the red wing hawk, doves and mockingbirds, through

visits with and encouragement from neighbors and all the while showing

His majesty in the changing of all four seasons. It bought peace, comfort

and healing.

Keep McKinney Unique by Nature. Please fix 380 on 380 with no bypass.

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT

U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: 2JQSCf?Dfl

ADDRESS:

CITY



Ar®
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: Address

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner Owner Nearby Resident

Other, please specify:

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD I PROSPER

U

No preference
F—’

Prefer green alignment I U

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify: —



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 CoIIin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION 4--s
No preference

— Prefer green alignment - option A
MCKII4NEY

.,X. Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative /
r

Other, please specify:

______________________________________________________________

FM 1827 to CR 559

— No preference

Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify: —

CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

No preference

Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.
ie J 3-<z Lc --r ctier 1+

U;k &d ixeL Aer(OCJ. /)i’ne

nn 32t’ )3MaJd1n 5U%iè,C,i+

c)h&t 4fcttay Mt,tik,’52 THANK YOU

0

0

1%

NEW opE L

! :

LOWRY CROSSING

A

a’!

z

2

r

in’Prct c+CMCJ-bt r.











0 CD 0 CD S CD 0
)

N
)

0

> C C

0

CD
C)

a
w

—

a-
!.

3
CD

D
a

—
D

C
D

O
-
‘

CD
0

‘
<

a)
0

CD
:3

—
a
w

-D
-
J

—
0

0
Z

’
<

—
x

x
—

.
0
0
0
0

— o
a

3
D

—
to

,
1.

3
CD -v CD

-
C) —

a)
0 -
,

0
1

a CD -
‘

CD
t1

0
:3

7c
_

CD
a)

a)
a-

0
o C

n — 2. 2 0

3
D

8
C 0

3
‘C

CD
0

— CD

a) -C -C 0 0 C

CD CD S CD CD 0 0 CD a) 0 a) 0
.

0 CD 0) 0 0 CD -Q 0
.

a) t t 0 0) CD CD B. 9 CD a) a)

—
I,

CD
•

jj-
C

D

3
m

C
D

X
-

a)
>

0

—
o

C
D

—
-C

—
-0

CD :3
CD Ii C t
th

—
CD

C
D

‘c
-C

o
CD 0

C 1

n •1
0

f
l
-
I

S
i

a-
m

1.3 0 1.3

-
I 0 -n 0 CD CD a -n .2 CD 0 -
I — CD :3 0 0 3 3 CD :3 CD -
I CD

0 ci, C 0 0 ‘3 Cs
’

-a b

0
0

—
CD

CA
—

0
1

a o
p

-
c

-C
M

’?
CD Z

a
Cs

’

:3
I

o
m

:3
-0

-
o
o

a
-a

t
o

ts
’

0
‘3 1.

)

0 ‘3 Cs
’ 6 U
I 6 1.
3

0
)

-D 0 -C 0 0 CD a B t 0 CD B CD 0 0

n
o

n

=
o
Z

0
0

g
B

o

H
0
Z

w
0
f
l

0
c
O

:3 r :3 CD 0 x C :3 0 0 C :3 r :3 CD

%
I
.

t
,
t N
C

.









Texas
Depadment

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

written comments are

2

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that app)y to you:

I am employed by TxDOT

LZI I do business with TxDOT
LI I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which lam commenting

Fhe 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 rnemorandum of

Unierstanding dated December 16, 2014, and e uted by FbIWA nd TxDOT.

NAME: %&k4 /JwjAes
ADDRESS:

Please Print ‘—F, Se-I, ,‘J fAe izeen

Ki’’p 3,?c on
.HPOyAs5-

I—

CITY:







NAME: f?e3tV CLV cu\

ADDRESS:

a

Texas
Department

ut TranspOrtation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

CoIIin County, Texas \
CSJs; 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.81 1(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
Li I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am 0mentiflg

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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Prosper Independent School District

October 19, 2018

Mrs. Holly Ferguson
Associate Superintendent Mr. Stephen Endres, P.E., Project Manager

Dr. Greg Bradley Texas Department of Transportation
Assistant Superintendent Dallas District Office

4777 East US Highway 80
Mesquite, Texas 75 150-6643

CERTIFIED MAIL #7015 1660 0000 4500 8522
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Dear Mr. Endres,

On Monday, October 15, 2018, the Prosper ISD Board of Trustees approved
Resolution 2018-03 opposing TxDOT options (Red A and Red B) as they pertain to the
U.S. 1-Iighway 380 Bypass within the boundaries of Prosper Independent School
District.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the Resolution. If you would like to contact me, I
may be reached

Regards,

Dr. Drew Watkins
Superintendent

Enclosure

Dr. Drew Watkins
Superintendent

www.prosner-isd.net



PROSPER IN DEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

RESOLUTION 2018-03

A RESOLUTION OF THE PROSPER INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT OF PROSPER, TEXAS,
SUPPORTING U.S. HIGHWAY 380 AS A LIMITED ACCESS ROADWAY BUT STRONGLY OPPOSING
RED AUGNMENT OPTION A AND RED ALIGNMENT OPTION B FOR U.S. HIGHWAY 380 WITHIN
THE DISTRICT BOUNDARIES OF PROSPER ISD; DECLARING THE ISD’S OPPOSITION TO ANY
ALIGNMENT OF U.S. HIGHWAY 380 WITHIN THE ISD THAT IS NOT CONSISTENT WITH THE
CURRENT ALIGNMENT OF SAID HIGHWAY.

WHEREAS, Prosper ISD currently owns a future school site for a fully comprehensive high
school with an expected enrollment of 3,000+ students and a future school site for a middle
school with an expected enrollment of 1,200+ students that is dangerously close to Red
Alignment Option A and Red Alignment Option B.

WHEREAS, Prosper ISD has been and is currently negotiating a future elementary school site
dangerously close to Red Alignment Option A and Red Alignment Option B prior to the
notification of these particular alternates.

WHEREAS, by this Resolution, the Board of Trustees for the Prosper Independent School
District, in a public meeting held on Monday, October 15, 2018, desires to express strong
opposition to Red Alignment Option A and Red Alignment Option B and the ISD will not support
such alternates.

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees, in a public meeting held on Monday, October 15, 2018,
further declares its opposition to any alignment of U.S. Highway 380 within the boundaries of
Prosper Independent School District that is not consistent with the current alignment of U.S.
Highway 380.

Board Secretary, Ms. Michelle McBride
J V

BtaLd President, Mr. Jim Bridges
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From: rachan
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 2:19 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: 380 bypass--Red route 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

 

 

Mr.Stephen 

 

I wanted to reach out to you regarding the red route for the 380 bypass.  

We would request you to use the green route instead of red one. We are a community of ranchers and farmers. 

We moved out here to develop a farm to grow organically grown fruits and vegetables to serve the growing 

population of McKinney as well for personal use. Farmers and ranchers feed the community and are necessary 

for the community. Besides the farming and ranching, there are many species of migrating birds and animals 

who populate this area twice a year. In addition to that, FM 2933 is used as a bicycle route for yearly events as 

well as a family bike rides. Having a major highway in our front pasture will destroy the land not only for 

farming but for natural habitat of migrating birds and animals.  

Looking at the information provided last night at the meeting, please reconsider and not take the cheapest route. 

It might not have as many houses but it provides locally grown food for the people living in those houses. We 

might not have the strength of a big developer or a might of a big corporation but our voice is just as important. 

McKinney is unique by nature and please keep a portion of it just as it is to portray that mission. 

The green route would make better sense if it was developed as 635 in North Dallas or I-35 in Austin. Thank 

you. 

--  

Sincerely 

Rachana Patel RN 

 

  

"We can't solve problems by using the same kind of thinking we used to create them" 

 -Albert Einstein 

  

Right-click or 
tap and hold 
here to  
download 
pictures. To  
help protect 
your privacy, 
Outlo ok 

prevented 
auto matic  
download of 
this pictu re  
from the  
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From: Rachelle Mossinger [
Sent: Monday, October 08, 2018 11:21 AM 

To: John Hudspeth; Stephen Endres; Michelle Raglon; tkimmey@bursnmcd.com; Rachelle Mossinger 
Cc: Joe P. Mossinger (TMNA) 

Subject: NO Bypass through Prosper 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Dear Sir/Madame, 

 

I am writing this letter to indicate my strong opposition to the bypass proposed in Prosper.  I moved to Texas three years ago and 

chose Prosper for many reasons, but the main reasons were the location away from lots of traffic, schools and the small town feel.  I 

am so disappointed that Prosper is even a possibility of getting this bypass.  These are the main reasons I DO NOT support a bypass 

running through Prosper.  Prosper was never supposed to be involved in the 380 bypass to begin with, the traffic issue is in McKinney 

NOT Prosper.  Whitley Place and many more homes (approximately 5,000) are impacted by the bypass rather than keeping the 

alignment of 380.  Don't let a developers greed of building too close to 380 (Tucker Hill) become our problem.  The proposed bypass 

would pass very close to two new high school sites and represent safety, noise and other negative impacts.  Lastly, and the one that 

impacts me the most is Whitley Place property values would go down considerably. 

 

According to your own slide presentation MOST residents in Prosper, Frisco and McKinney prefer freeway along existing US 

380.  Again, I strongly oppose a bypass in Prosper and urge you to keep 380 on 380. 

 

Rachelle Mossinger 

Resident of Whitley Place 
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here to  
download 
pictures. To  
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download of 
this pictu re  
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4.2016 Tuesday, October 9,2018 Thursday, October 11,2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Collin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School
Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
To whom it may concern: My family and I just moved here from high-priced, noisy, dirty, Southern California.

looked at several Texas cities and developments and chose Timber Creek in Mckinney, specifically for it’s location, solitude,

proximity to services & schools, and affordability. Our specific house location is located in the upper NW corner of the

development on a cul-de-sac called Bamboo Trail. I suffer from a hearing impairment called Meniere’s Disease. This

ailment unfortunately comes with a constant ringing (think Tinnitus but lox worse), dizziness and pressure inside my head.

With this disease, background noise makes it difficult to distinguish voices from one another unless a person is talking

directly to me. I write this letter to inform you the reason we chose our house location was specifically for the lack of any

street or bacqround noise except those found in nature. In selecting this location, we knew our property taxes were going

to be higher, but we looked at it from the standpoint of having our FIRST HOME in such a quiet place. The 380 Bypass now

puts it all in jeopardy! I understand the need for road expansion. We lived in Orange County where it is extremely over

crowded and polluted. However, when faced with building new roads, the CA mentality was to improve existing causeways

before building new ones. Case in point, the current expansion of the 405 Freeway, currently underway in OC. Rather than

build new roads, they are widening the freeway by one lane in each direction for 16 miles. They are also adding express

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
LI I am employed by TxDOT
LI I do business with TxDOT
LI I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws
hr 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 16, 2014, and executed by FUWA and TxDOT.

NAME:

__________

ADDRESS:

CITY: STATE: ZIP:
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022. 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4,2018 Tuesday, October 9, 2018 Thursday, October 11,2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Collin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School
Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Pnnt express lanes which function as toIl lanes for those who wish town the full 16 mile distance. You can read all

about it here: hftp:l/www.octa.netlProjects-and-Programs/Under-Constwctionll4o5-lmprovement-Projectflfrm=71 35

As I sit and write this note, I am looking out the back of my house at Erwin Park as the rain falls. I open my

window and all I hear is the wind, rain, the occasional bird, and the flowing creek as it drains past my house. This is

why we moved here. NOT to have a highway built in our back yard. If we wanted that, we would have stayed in Orang

County. I implor you to consider the credo that states, “Just because you can do a thing, doesn’t mean you should

do a thing. Mekinney is a beautiful town with a lot to offer. It’s attactive and affordable. However, I firmly

believe that constructing a new highway right through the middle of the most beautiful part of the town is a mistake.

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
3 I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The envimnmenta! 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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: Ray Baum

ADDRESS

___________________________________________________________

CIT
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From: Easterwood,Rebecc
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 8:47 AM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Cc: Rebecca Easterwood

Subject: Additional information US 380 Comment 

Importance: High 

  

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Additional Information: 

  

Attached is the “red route” – my property is right above the 500 mark.  If you see it cuts off our front pasture almost ½ 

way.  We have horses and cows  that graze on that front pasture. We also as a community have an arena at the ranch on 

the right – above the 1500 mark (another ranchers property)  that we do training and practice for equestrian eventing 

and just plain fun.  The pasture to the left of us is totally natural that we do trail rides on (Glazers property).  The 

property directly across from us (Glazers) have a big herb garden that Ms. Glazer comes out and tends to weekly.  So we 

have nature trails, herb gardens, horses and also this is a major bicycle route for pleasure for hundreds of bikers.  I was 

told that you have not heard much from people from my area….that is because we are all ranchers that live on 10+ acres 

– so we do not have that “community of hundreds” to rally around us – however, I feel we are JUST as important and 

our voice matters just as much. 

  

PLEASE consider altering this route to not mess us what we have worked for so hard to maintain around 

ed route would destroy what we have. 

  

  

  

Please do not do the RED route.  We bought our retirement ranch and are heartbroken that there may be a 380 bypass 

going through our Front pasture – 6 lanes.  If possible keep 380 on 380.  This makes NO sense.  This would destroy our 

retirement plans.  We bought our heaven on earth…..now they want to take it away.  We live on and it is 

a MAJOR bicycle route –  horse and cow country – WHY?  Please help us keep our little slice of heaven exactly that.  I 

have been to the meetings and am very despondent that the ONLY choices now are the RED route and the 380 on 

380.  The RED route is cheaper of course – which will make it the easy choice.  I don’t think they care about our 

properties.  Please pass this on so we can keep our ranches exactly that. 

  

Thanks. 

  
  

Rebecca Easterwood 
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E-MAIL CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information transmitted in this e-mail and in any replies and 

forwards are for the sole use of the above individual(s) or entities and may contain proprietary, privileged 

and/or highly confidential information. Any unauthorized dissemination, review, distribution or copying of 

these communications is strictly prohibited. If this e-mail has been transmitted to you in error, please notify and 

return the original message to the sender immediately at the above listed address. Thank you for your 

cooperation. 

  

Right-click or 
tap and hold 
here to  
download 
pictures. To  
help protect 
your privacy, 
Outlo ok 

prevented 
auto matic  
download of 
this pictu re  
from the  

 

 



1

From: Rebecca Easterwoo
Sent: Wednesday, October 24, 2018 1:20 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Subject:

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Dear Mr. Endres, 
  
This letter is in regards to the Red bypass alignment that was unveiled at the October 9, 2018 
presentation at Collin College. I appreciated your comment that adjustments could be made and to 
send specific concerns and proposals about the section east of Hwy 5/ McDonald that connects with 
FM 2933. 
  
I was told that during the meeting that the least number of public responses came from the red route 
area that is east of Hwy 75, running southeast across CR 331 toward FM 2933 and then turning 
south. I can see why people would say that – it’s fewer people living on large acres of cattle and 
horse farms and crop producing land, These roads are used weekly by cycling groups for training and 
competition as well as for recreational purposes. FM 2933 and CR 331 are also daily used by farmers 
transporting hay and cattle to market as they were originally built to do. Because properties here 
range from a minimum of 10 acres to several hundred, our population is much lower and we cannot 
compete with the number of protests generated by Tucker Hill & others neighborhoods. 
  
Of the 4,000 responses TxDOT received, nearly 1900 voted for an alignment along the existing US 
380. That was the preference of RESIDENTS of Prosper, Frisco, and McKinney. Commuters routinely 
look for the most direct route to their destination (primarily Hwy 75-S and 121-S) which 380 provides. 
This has been the acknowledged major east/west route for many years.  
  
The study in 2017 by the Perryman Group, commissioned by Collin County leaders, found that while 
businesses would be disrupted in the short-term, the long-term result would be very favorable to 
McKinney.  It would appear that the potential temporary loss of business tax dollars is the driving 
force behind the McKinney City Council's recommendations, not the welfare of the vast majority of 
their constituents.   
  
With the outer loop only partially built, there is no data for how much relief it will provide. Is it wise or 
fiscally responsible to build an entire new bypass without that knowledge? We have to look no further 
than Denton's little-used bypass.  At the working city council meeting on Monday, October 15 it was 
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acknowledged that 380 will be improved regardless of whether a bypass is built. That's quite a price 
tag that no one seems to be addressing. 
  
When we moved to McKinney 8 years ago, we searched for our retirement home that was well away 
from both 75 and 380. Our ranch 2 miles north of 380 and 2 miles east of 75. We are in a part of 
McKinney that has been designated agricultural/ green space in its master plan. When the bypass 
proposals were announced, two of which (yellow and red) would cut our ranch front pasture in 
two.  We were further shocked when NTMWD's plan to build a sewage treatment plant 1/4 mile up 
from us.    
  
Because we live in the ETJ (not by choice) we have no representation or protection. It appears 
that the best we can do is emphasize our support for Expanding 380 or provide input in the hope that 
some adjustment will be made to the red alignment (if chosen) to preserve our neighborhood of farms 
and ranches if not the peace, quiet, and night sky we treasure and expected to enjoy for our 
remaining years. 
  
Best choice: Expand 380- It will have to be done and is the wish of the majority of residents 

  
Finish the outer loop before building a bypass - see if it alleviates traffic issues first before 
committing funds for yet another road 

  
If all else fails: 
Move the red alignment east of Hwy 5 and north of 380 fully into the floodplain- it is a short 
section and will preserve the working farms and businesses. We are aware it costs more, but what 
price do you place on homes and farms families have spent years, even generations, building? One 
of our neighbors lives in one of the oldest houses in Collin County. 
  
Last resort: If the red route gets further study, please modify the stretch that curves from the 
floodplain onto FM 2933. 
  
As currently drawn, this alignment cuts off the front of our neighbors farm and those of our northern 
neighbors. For us, that means losing prime hay production acreage and the resulting income, our 
front entry gate, pasture for the horses and cows grazing and the entire front fencing for that pasture.  
  
We will lose mature, producing pecan trees as well as trees planted for shade and for hiding 2933 
from our view.  Our neighbors will lose an equestrian center, pasture, hay production, and we will end 
up with a bypass nearly in our living room. 
  
The property owner on the west side of FM 2933 across from us is absentee. Mrs. Glazer lives in 
Dallas and is in declining physical and mental health. Indeed, she has never resided on the property. 
Her son has reported an "organic farm" on the tract, but the caretaker’s house, cabin, and small 
garden plot appear abandoned. We propose that the red route shift west to be completely on 
that side of FM 2933 as there are no structures that would be lost on that property!!  Why disrupt 4 
ranches when it could be re-routed to truly not disrupt anything on the west side? 

  
I understand that this is a long explanation of our position. I appreciate your thoughtful consideration 
of it as you move toward a decision.  
  
A final thought: the geographical boundary of the east fork of the Trinity River has thus far prohibited 
development in this part of the county. Population projections show this area will not increase much in 
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years to come. Property owners, therefore, will not be able to rely on development to help sell 
devalued land lost to a bypass that will not benefit them. 
  
Sincerely, 

  

To help 
protect your 
privacy, 
Micro so ft 
Office 
prevented 
auto matic  
download of 

this pictu re  
from the  
In ternet.
A Texas 
Department  
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Texas
Depaflmenl

of T,anspoflation

MEETING COMMENT FORMProposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line
Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026October 4, 2018 -6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments arewelcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print T’ /pJ frA’? AIQLS9 Dcr1 CKcp 3€?c o
,1130 i 13,95s

:

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:12 I am employed by TxDOT
LI I do business with TxDDT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting
The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws forthis project are being, or have been, carried-out by TxDO T pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum ofUnderstanding dated December 16, 2014, and ejcuted by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:___________
ADDRESS:

CITY:

_________
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This image shows the overview. 
Dashed lines are the new 
proposal. Call it "Red C" if you 
will. It also shows the transition 
of the current US 380 to a LAR 
just east of the Preston 
intersection.

Small (but visible) are two small 
boxes just north of Red B that 
locate two proposed Prosper 
schools. And to the right of 
those is the Erwin Park 
location.
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This Google map shows the 
intersection of the Red bypass 
at US 75 on the right side.
The red diagonal line is the 
proposed change to the 
current Red proposal. It comes 
close to three structures. 
Stepping Stones Church, Pure 
Land Farm and D'Vine 
Vineyards (in that order). As 
you can see, the line stays well 
west of Trinity Falls. The red 
box in the center is Erwin Park.
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This last image shows the 
proposed track from US75 to 
Celina. The east/west road is 
125. It is the current location of 
the Outer Loop. The SE/NW red 
line would be a new addition to 
the already proposed plans.
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proposed track from US75 to 
Celina. The east/west road is 
125. It is the current location of 
the Outer Loop. The SE/NW red 
line would be a new addition to 
the already proposed plans.

Let me know if these images 
are adequate. I'm sure more 
details will be required.

Thanks for your consideration,

Dick Karch

Friday 2:47 PM

Let me know if these images 
are adequate. I'm sure more 
details will be required.

Thanks for your consideration,

Dick Karch

BTW at our end, we are no 
longer referring to this proposal 
as "Red C". Figure that it has a 
bad connotation for some. For 
now we will call it the Dallas 
Turnpike Project.

It's all about perception.
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Sent: Sunday, October 14, 2018 11:20 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 

Subject: 380 Bypass 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

 

I urge you to reconsider the Prosper option.  We back up to first street and vehemently oppose the bypass in our 

backyard.  Expanding 380 is the only solution; Tucker hill residents knew that 380 was just outside their neighborhood, 

yet they chose to build there.  I urge you to find an alternative solution to ruining Prosper. 

 

Richard Petty 

Sent from my iPad 

 

[A Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) message]<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-

3A__www.txdot.gov_inside-2Dtxdot_media-2Dcenter_featured.html&d=DwIFAg&c=pgTKN5yjcEYSPUPpeP-

zuA&r=Do0hs007mNVABlxnQFgFRZAuXXi2aQYL-

ZYagjMaLV0&m=rItpfW5eT4atVaSxueu6TpfGNlfx4jWHiFJ8SNsSDVo&s=90UXKw2bMvVr5Ah8npY0yqeLF7sSjP41prlEL-

T776o&e=> 
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Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 1:11 PM 

To: John Hudspeth; Stephen Endres 
Cc: ray_smith@prospertx.gov; meigs_miller@prospertx.gov; curry_vogelsang@prospertx.gov; 

jeff_hodges@prospertx.gov; jason_dixon@prospertx.gov; craig_andres@prospertx.gov; michael_korbuly@prospertx.gov; 

harlan_jefferson@prospertx.gov 
Subject: 380 By-pass opposition 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

I am writing today to express my opposition to any of the bypass options that TXDOT presented last week in 

respect to US Highway 380 traffic improvements.  I refrained from writing earlier as I thought there would be 

no need for it since a bypass through Prosper was never an option before.  I could state the obvious facts but 

I'm going to give you my personal experience of why I chose to live in Whitley Place.   

 

Four years ago my family & I were living in another nearby city.  My oldest son started having random 

symptoms.  For six months we were running tests and going from specialist to specialist.  One of these 

specialists diagnosed him and put him on a medicine that not only changed his life but our entire family's as 

well.  Our lives were turned upside down.  He was not on the correct medicine and not only did his bones start 

to break, but he started having mental issues as well.  After six months we finally got the answers and help we 

needed but the damage was done.  He will have to be on medicine the rest of his life and he has severe post 

traumatic stress disorder with panic attacks.  We had an intense therapy treatment 3 times a week for over a 

year.  After a year with the improvement of his physical and mental health, we decided we needed a 

change.  We had friends that had lived in Whitley Place and we were always drawn to it, it felt like home to 

us.  We loved how quaint it felt and how everybody took pride in their yards and homes.  We visited the 

schools and spoke to the counselors to make sure this would be the best move for our not only our oldest son, 

but our younger son as well.  We spoke to our kids about moving and they were ready for change, a fresh start 

as well as we all felt like we didn't have the support of our neighbors nor school during our traumatic 

experience.  We did our due diligence when making our final decision to purchase a home here.  We were well 

aware that Custer had plans of improving/expanding as well as First St.  We made sure the land around us was 

zoned for single family residential.  We chose a location in the neighborhood that we felt was best for both 

changes.  We made the move and it has been such a blessing.  We have neighbors that have become our 

closest friends.  Both of my sons have made wonderful friends throughout the neighborhood and both are 

thriving in school and sports.  If a bypass is built, it will only be 2500 feet from our house & 

neighborhood.  Home values will decrease and I believe the reputation of Prosper will go downhill as 

well.  This will affect the wonderful schools we have and the ones Prosper is on track to build.  Zoning around 

our neighborhood will change due to a bypass through what is suppose to be residential single family 

homes.  This isn't just about how wonderful Prosper & Whitley place has been to my family, this is also about 

taking away the opportunity for other families to have the same wonderful experience.  We didn't buy or build 
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a home backing up to a highway for a reason.  Our family needs a peaceful, safe & secure home.  The bypass 

without a doubt will take that away from us.  Please keep 380 on 380 without any bypasses in 

Prosper.  McKinney's lack of planning should not be my family's burden nor Prosper's. 

 

Thank you, 

Riki Beesley 
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

I am employed by TxDOT
I do business with TxDOT

U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

ADDRESS:

Cry:
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Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 -6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Printxy,3jj 380 øi fd0 y

/00,7 er Mr /iJ ;f/ovee4 Lx, Mo /frk rk1 e512e

h /?oS,7erar ALJJ11 ,&CLu€y. lvi do.e re$e’ s., f o/%dh

?f&’’df J. Y ,, 41fWJJ ]hei
i5

M t4y 4ii5i% )ioivz .‘ /ockia, 14c

ofc5 pioid,, 4c &‘e5 s 04 Cs/tvI+ a

4 frc’.1 (4 1.,- cLes flo a! ytev €1.T,€%14 ,5

4v Q Fse k’,, d;á 14i K5C%1 £ 46et, Jjcse5 éiJ a Jo no I A
Je1€ çy cnc If 15/Jo ‘oI Piajj

rez-c’J £, JL 14 JtC[Sioi i’s —, ‘4 1oy

J •t% 4> H I 34z’,h /7JprVAe (C’151dtVt1 k

q5 A1 Z,4fl rt4he ro[ óe/ei, n
I-d foci A 6y e . DI 4c5 5.fflt4C1/1 14’rs

: of Q047 io5/e/ xc4n7°’ Le ,LLe cLeq/J;pAcn, T 1- 1i j

— Q5,t flC 1Y/5 eL ‘tx.conn<.74 4 ?“x dtk/c 4-a-.rsc4 5
flmJ

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you: /1

O I am employed by TxDOT f’

O I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: 7’,
ADDREss:

CITY:











TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

CONTACT INFORMATION:

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

Name: g..e,f Jamej

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any)

Other, please specify:_____________________

Address:

Commuter Business Owner Own Tiden

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

1LIJo preference

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

9 COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

V

Prefer red alignment - option A

Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

PROSPER

U
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z
0
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z
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C

/

— Other, please specify:



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

— No preference

— Prefer green alignment - option A

..i3Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative -

— Other, please specify:

Q FM18274oCR559

No preference

— Prefer red alignment

_.efer green alignment
LOWRY,CROSSING

380
— Prefer no-build alternative n y’OL A

— Other, please specify:

0
— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

.jPrefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

Please provide any additional comment here.
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MEETING COMMENT FORM

Proposed Improvements to US 380 from fenton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

GSJ8: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04432,0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4.2018 Tuesday, October 9.2018 Thursday. October 11.2018

6;00p.m.to8:00p.m. 6:OOp.m.to8:OOp.m. 6:OOp.m.tos:OOp.m.

Independence High School Collin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School

Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project All written comments are

welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

Unfortunately, the TxDOT bypass proposals divert attention from the real problem — heavy

traffic on Highway 380 between Custer and Highway 75. That roadway needs to be widened

via the TxDOT proposal that takes the minimal right of way area. The congestion on 380 will

not be resolved by any bypass. Attention should be focused on improving Highway 380 along

the existing route.

The proposed bypass routes run from Highway 380 north to Bloomdale. Both of those routes

will adversely affect a number of residential neighborhoods without providing any relief for the

drivers who need to move through McKinney.

The TxDOT proposal does not include highways similar to LBJ or George Bush that circumvent a

metropolitan area. Instead, the bypass will move travelers from a highway (Highway 380) to a

city street (Bloomdale). Spending a huge sum of money for that purpose makes no sense at all.

Bottom line —The existing route of Highway 380 requires attention — a bypass will not remedy

that problem.

_______

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

13 I am employed by TxDOT

U I do business with TxDOT

U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws

for this project am being, or have been, carried-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum

of Understanding dated December16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: Z.’aa2r /f’q-rz.ccs

ADDRESS:

CITY:







MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday, October 4, 2018 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All 
written comments are welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 
2018. 

Please Print:

The recently added NEW Red Route B crossing through low to medium density 
housing in the Town of Prosper is currently projected to be the “least expensive 
pathway” per the recently distributed financial analysis of the two routes by TxDOT.  
Any financial comparison of the remaining routes by TxDOT must include the 
following:

1. Include the cost of mitigating the impact to residential neighborhoods.  
Red Route B in the Town of Prosper is adjacent to existing residential 
neighborhoods and cuts through low to medium density housing as planned 
in the Town of Prosper Comprehensive Land Use Plan of 2016.  Therefore, 
mitigation for Red Route B should include depressed main lanes and 
cantilevered service roads for the entire pathway of Red Route B in the Town 
of Prosper.  The inclusion of these mitigation costs fairly replicates the 
mitigation already included in the financial analysis of the Green Route 
keeping 380 on 380 as it passes through the housing developments of Tucker 
Hill and Stonebridge Ranch in the City of McKinney.

2.  Include the cost of revising Prosper’s 2016 Comprehensive Land Use 
Plan. Placing a highway through land slated for low to mid-density homes 
will have rippling disruptive impacts throughout the entire comprehensive 
land use plan of this small, 27 square mile community who has proactively 
planned a low to medium density housing community.

Not including the costs of mitigating the impacts to current and future housing in 
the Town of Prosper when comparing Red Route B and the Green Route shows 
preferential treatment to residential communities in McKinney who chose to locate 
homes along an existing US Highway and artificially deflates the cost of placing the 
highway through the Town of Prosper. More importantly, not including the cost of 
mitigation forces replication of the problems created by poor planning in the past by 
one city to an adjacent city in the future or worse, dictates future land use to a 
sovereign municipal entity,



In summary, any fair cost comparison of Red Route 3B to the Green Route must 
include mitigation to current residential neighborhoods and future residential 
neighborhoods planned for in the Town of Prosper Comprehensive Land Use Plan of 
2016 and the cost of re-evaluating the Town of Prosper’s Comprehensive Land Use 
Plan.   Not to do so artificially deflates the true cost of placing the highway through 
the Town of Prosper.

(Per Texas Transportation Code, 201.811(a)(5):  check each of the following boxes 
that apply to you:

_____ I am employed by TxDOT

_____ I do business with TxDOT

______ I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am 
commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:  Robert P. Seei
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Sent: Friday, October 26, 2018 5:18 PM 
To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: Keep 380 on 380! 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Mr. Endres,  
 

Please be advised that the Lucero household does not support the proposed plans to address the 

congestion on US Highway 380, specifically using Line B which is west of Custer Road and entering 

the town limits of Prosper. 
 

In the Spring of 2018, public proposals included five options but didn’t include any options into 

Prosper. My husband and I investigated development plans when we moved from California and 

chose Whitley Place in Prosper, based on our findings of no planned infrastructure development 

impacting our community. 
 

We are very frustrated that some individuals from Tucker Hill can use political favors to create a new 

proposal to avoid having the by-pass put near their community. We do not believe we should 

bear the impact to our Prosper home value as a result of these home owners’ and their builder's lack 

of consideration for future infrastructure requirements. 
 

We’re very happy with and fully support the Prosper Town Council’s filing of a resolution which is 

adamantly against bringing the 380 bypass to our town. The small, vocal group from Tucker Hill who 

are trying to push their problem to others are deeply selfish and it is shameful that they are not taking 

accountability for their home buying decisions. We’re deeply saddened by this, as well as, TxDOT’s 

willingness to be influenced by the political pressures of those who would gain the most at the 

expense of their neighbors. 
 

It’s also critical you’re aware that a by-pass cutting into Prosper threatens the Prosper ISD-owned land 

in the historic Rhea’s Mill area on Custer Road between E. Prosper Trail and Frontier Parkway. This ill-

conceived by-pass plan not only jeopardizes the nearby historic Walnut Grove Cemetery (the oldest 

portion of which was established in 1852), but also the Mane Gait Therapeutic Horsemanship Center 

for children and adults with disabilities. Frankly, this potential impact to these areas is absolutely 

unacceptable!  
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We strongly urge you to review and seriously consider a proposal provided to TxDOT by Prosper 

resident Ben Pruett. It offers the solution of double-decking US Highway 380 as it passes by Tucker 

Hill, to the north, and Stonebridge Ranch, to the south. The lower portion of the highway would 

provide access to homes and businesses while the upper deck would provide unimpeded traffic flow 

between McKinney and Denton.  
 

This concept avoids destruction of homes and minimizes the exercise of eminent domain of land 

necessary for right-of-way along the Tucker Hill and Stonebridge Ranch communities. In our opinion 

this is the only viable solution that doesn’t push McKinney’s problem to Prosper and keeps 380 on 

380 where it belongs! 
 

We appreciate your time and thoughtful consideration of our input. 
 

Very sincerely, 
 

Robin & Ron Lucero 
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Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 10:40 AM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Cc: 'Kenneth Seguin'; patjust@verizon.net 

Subject: FW: Tucker Hill - 3/10 of a Mile Along 380 (Are You Kidding Me?) 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Stephen, 

Thanks for talking with me last night at the TxDot meeting. I have included some comments from Ken Seguin our Whitley 

Place HOA President that better address some of my points. 

Ron Justice 

 

>  

Sent: Tuesday, October 9, 2018 3:16 PM 

To: ronjust@verizon.net; stephen.endres@txdot.gov; TKimmey@burnsmcd.com; Michelle.Raglon@txdot.gov; 

jhudsp1@dot.state.tx.us 

Cc: 'Ben Pruett' <bpruett1@me.com>; kathyseei3@gmail.com; ray_smith@prospertx.gov; meigs_miller@prospertx.gov; 

curry_vogelsang@prospertx.gov; jeff_hodges@prospertx.gov; jason_dixon@prospertx.gov; 

craig_andres@prospertx.gov; michael_korbuly@prospertx.gov; 'Harlan Jefferson' <Harlan_Jefferson@prospertx.gov>; 

'Seth Denson' <sethdenson@gmail.com>; Khorowitz4018@yahoo.com; broadway2282@yahoo.com; 

nlight@dallasmorningnews.com; RyanLaFontaine@txdot.gov; bill.moore1@comcast.net 

Subject: Re: Tucker Hill - 3/10 of a Mile Along 380 (Are You Kidding Me?) 

 

Ron, 
 
Excellent thoughts.  You hit the mark when you pointed out that the cost estimates on the TxDOT slide #15 
don't tell the whole story.  While superficially it appears that a Prosper by-pass is the least expensive route 
($645 million) versus a "Fix 380 on 380" approach ($916 million), it fails to factor in that even with a by-pass, 
Hwy 380 will still need to be improved to handle the increasing traffic as Collin County grows in the next 12 
years.  Those costs are not stated.   
 
It's also puzzling why TxDOT would cater to a community (Tucker Hill) over 3/10 of a mile of frontage road, 
and consider spending $600 - $800 million for a by-pass to please them.  It's clear as you pointed out, that by a 
3:1 margin (Slide #7), survey respondents in Frisco, Prosper, and McKinney favor improving Hwy 380 rather 
than building any by-pass.  Tucker Hill simply doesn't represent the views of all McKinney residents. 
 
Ken Seguin 
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Prosper, TX 

From: "ronjust@verizon.net" <ronjust@verizon.net> 
To: stephen.endres@txdot.gov; TKimmey@burnsmcd.com; Michelle.Raglon@txdot.gov; jhudsp1@dot.state.tx.us  
Cc: 'Kenneth Seguin' <sunking1665@yahoo.com>; 'Ben Pruett' <bpruett1@me.com>; kathyseei3@gmail.com; 
ray_smith@prospertx.gov; meigs_miller@prospertx.gov; curry_vogelsang@prospertx.gov; jeff_hodges@prospertx.gov; 
jason_dixon@prospertx.gov; craig_andres@prospertx.gov; michael_korbuly@prospertx.gov; 'Harlan Jefferson' 
<Harlan_Jefferson@prospertx.gov>; 'Seth Denson' <sethdenson@gmail.com>; Khorowitz4018@yahoo.com; 
broadway2282@yahoo.com; nlight@dallasmorningnews.com; RyanLaFontaine@txdot.gov; bill.moore1@comcast.net 
Sent: Tuesday, October 9, 2018 11:40 AM 
Subject: Tucker Hill - 3/10 of a Mile Along 380 (Are You Kidding Me?) 
 
To All, 
Tucker Hill is 3/10 of a mile along 380. As a result of this, TxDot has spent a tremendous amount of 
valuable resources to develop multiple bypass proposals primarily to appease this community. What 
a waste of time and money. These resources could have been spent developing a “best practices” 
proposal for converting the current 380 into a state-of-the-art freeway. I cannot believe anyone at 
TxDot would sign off on any bypass proposal. TxDot’s own survey says it is not wanted by a margin 
of 3 to 1, but you still continue to pursue these options. 
If you do not fix 380 now, you will have to fix it eventually. As far as I can tell, none of your bypass 
proposals include the eventual cost of actually fixing 380.  
If you want to fix 380 correctly, use the engineering methods Ben Pruett has submitted to you. They 
would significantly shrink the footprint and noise level of the freeway in sensitive areas like Tucker 
Hill. Ben’s approach is not new to TX Dot and has been  used on 75(Central Expressway)  and the 
North Dallas Tollway in Highland Park and University Park. If these engineering methods were good 
enough for them, they should be good enough for Tucker Hill and McKinney residents. 
I am asking TxDot managers and executives to not bow to all the political pressure and do the right 
thing by making 380 a freeway with no bypasses. 
Thanks for your consideration, 
Ron Justice 
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026
October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School

The Texas Department cf-.ansportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §2O1.811(a)(5)) check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:

ADDRESS:

CITY:
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Runt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDQT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

NAME: ‘, SerScLer

ADDRESS:
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:ni

s;
-

j’yjxjPUGVMHD’Aqpejnoaxopue‘PLOt‘gj.ieqwooegpoepfiUpuGJsJopUfl

JownpueiowoygepuecijuensindjjxjAq;no-peweo‘uoeqGA8jo‘fiu!oqeiepelwds;tj

njSMBj/P)uewuoi!Aueeiopejo,’qeoqddeifqpaiinbaiSUCqOGieq;opue‘ucqejfnsuooMOMGJIejuowuoiiueO1/j

6u[juewwooweqiqnoqewepieqjojopefoideqwojjAiueieuowijauaqpnor

IOOXIqj!Msseuisnqopir
joaxiAqpeAojdweweir

:noAojAiddeeqjsexoq6uiMojj0eqj40qoeapeqo:((g)(e)g[QapouoqepodsuejjsexajJed)

aLnq-
-Pizf°

;;;L11oL
-±9* .

—I

iooqo‘46!HUOZ9OU!Jd

wd00:9o‘wd00:9-9i.oi‘.aqop

90-90-9t0‘0-V0-9t0‘8V0-C0-StI.0‘690-ZO-SELO‘tZ0-I4-9C0:srso

sexei‘AiunooU!jjO3

AlunoDuolueawo;Sn01s;uewehoidwipesodoid

VJNOJLN]LI’JWOOONII33Vd

uonpodsua,jia
waugrndea

ssxai

0U19A;uno1UflHOeU!

JV34VJTd
,r13’°rt9°J)°)iljfJzvo!5croD?5c13

ao‘9ioqopAqpeJewsodeqjsnws;uewwoouan!IMlivewoolaM

eies}uewwooUSflIJMIIVieFwdpesodoidequosjuewwooincAbuijees5!uoqepodsueijouewpedesexejeq



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

VPrefer red alignment - option B

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify: —

US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey
DRIVE
380

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement
process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Na me: 3OTT Address

___________________________________

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter
Other, please specify:

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

Business Owner Owner Nearby Reside)

PROSPER

— No preference

kPrefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify: —

Ui
z
-J

z
0 -

U
z
0
z
Ui
0

0



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

— No preference

— Prefer green alignment - option A

JPrefer green alignment - option B

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify:

•FM

/

0

0

-

1i

:: ‘+t

1827 to CR 559

No preference

Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify: —

10 WRY CROSS NO

—,

CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

/‘Prefer red alignment

— Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

a

Please provide any additional comment here.

z
I

THANK YOU





















Texas
Department

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORMProposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County LineCollin County, TexasCSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.Independence High SchoolThe Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All
wetome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
Please Print

written comments are
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
LI (am employed by TxDOTLI I do business with TxDOTLI I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commentingThe 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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT
NAME:

CITY:

ADDRESS:













Texas
Department

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All whiten comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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TvAy1\L 1°”i
(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.81 1(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetariy from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project am being, or have been, carried-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: Siew. 1&ttvira,,&t - -,

ADDRESS:

Cry:

—
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026
October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

PleasePrintfl
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
D I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:I5// Fnce Jvf e II
ADDRESS:

CITY:

r



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
380 US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

CONTACT INFORMATION:

Name: skiI1 7’a12c3 VcLT&’se/)Address:

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner cPoe9ygr Nearby Resident

Other, please specify:

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD

No preference .1

Prefer green alignment I

Prefer no-build alternative
/

Other, please specify: tJ— AID 4yee kYa-g - (9 n s

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment
MCK!NNEY

— Prefer no-build alternative u 1

Other, pleasespecif bd mot’& of h01
i -i-too sai,d;ytgjo’-i-g west 4

PROSPER

/



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION .--. /.
No preference

75

“•

Prefer green alignment - option A

Prefer green alignment- option B —

Prefer no-build alternative / s

— Other, please specify:

Q FM 1827 to CR 559

No preference

_L Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.

I”
NEW HOPE

—

N:
LOWRY CROSSING

1/
U
2

THANK YOU





































Texas
Department

of Transportatfn

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - CollIn County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Thursday. October 4, 2015 Tuesday. October 9, 2018 Thursday, October11. 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School Collin College Central Park Campus Princeton High School
Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print Hello, I do not want to widen 380 or any other highway, road, street, etc. The more we

accomodate the newcomers the more they will keep moving here to north Texas. We have had enough!

Make them sit in traffic for hours every day!! That’s what they deserve for moving here and destroying

our country towns!. Us that have been here all our lives are having to pay high taxes for new streets, new highways,

new schools, upgrading highways, etc. We all should not have to pay for “their” upgrades. If the schools were full,

and the roads and highways couldn’t support them they would move somewhere else, wouldn’t that be nice!!

Also, if we upgrade the highways, etc. that will give these demonic, greedy “developeri more incentive to

build more houses that we don’t need or want. AMEN!

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws
for this project are being, or have been, carried-out by TxDOTpursuantto 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum
of Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

NAME: f!ee
ADDRESS:

CITY:









TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DRIVE
38Q... US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey

PLANk INn FOR ‘Pt P ‘lOUPE

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

CONTACT INFORMATIQN: I
Name:Sefl ¶ ernIN l-L.

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner ( yNjJearby Resident

Other, please specify:

DENTON COUNTY UNE TO COlT ROAD PROSPER

z

I
C
z
0

• TOLL

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

— No preference

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0
1.1

•J [I•. II

LCI’

MCK!NNEY ,j,, -“;i



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 CoIlin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

No preference

Prefer green alignment - option A
MCKCNNEV

Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify:

Q FMIB27toCR 559

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

No preference

Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 Please provide any additional comment here.

THANK YOU
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026
October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are

welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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U I am employed by TxDOT

U I do business with TxDOT

U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME:

ADDRESS:

17I(

CITY:
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afl o(Cvt1 ‘thLn 1 i4niwlpd.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

L*- t&occ& - °°—
— A c.zsL NQYQLM+

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDDT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for
this project are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum of
understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

NAME: 7’’ Js4ds —

ADDRESS:

Please Print
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Texas 
Department 

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026 

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are 
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print (M MmJ '-b fnysfkLT'
rMOtlA mZ X (^/orL
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
□ I am employed by TxDOT
□ I do business with TxDOT
□ I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT

Name: ~ftvu QztJ ^(nfUl(<j

Address: H

City: 
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Deparimont

of Tivnsportabon

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11 -022, 0135-02-059, 01 35-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

Please keep 380 on the 380 for the additional following reasons:

1. Prosper has a comprehensive Master Plan for development of its city. People have bought
property based on that Master Plan that included plenty of access and right away for the 380 to
come through Prosper and be expanded to a freeway on its present route.

2. To cut through the eastern half of Prosper will mean the devaluation of a major housing
development where the buyers purchased based on the Master Plan and will interfere with the
Prosper Independent Schools use of land and community development.

3. To put an 8 lane highway with frontage roads and lights and pollution through a beautifully
wooded area and go through a prized member of the community, Mane Gait Therapy Ranch,
would be horrible for the community.

4. Trucks carrying hazardous materials create a danger for this lovely area and our water table.
a. Evacuation during a hazardous material spill could be quite difficult.

5. Tucker Hill owners knowingly bought property along HWY 380 and the developer was allowed to
build very close to this major road which obviously would someday need expansion. Why
should the quiet residential communities of Prosper (especially Whitley Place) be penalized for
Tucker Hills’ and the Mckinney Planning Dept’s lack of forethought in development.

6. Suggesting this new option at such a late date in the study for Hwy 380 on October 4 and giving
Prosper residents 22 days to respond seems to exhibit a lack of respect for due process. All at
the behest of the Judge of Commissioners who also happens to live in Tucker Hill and some
residents in Stonebridge. flDot has a design for that approximately 3/10 of a miltroadway that
would keep the 380 on a straight path through town instead of the extra expense of a bypass
that will cost much more in right away and construction and mitigation of resources

7. If Red Option B is adopted, Prosper residents would expect no less accommodation than that
planned for the section through Stonebridge and Tucker Hill in a depressed road, minimal
lighting and cantilevered access ramps. All very expensive and much longer than what is needed
in the current green plan.

— —-

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 USC. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

NAME: 1%760D0c6 &.n’Q2-n’Yitft

ADDRESS:

CITY:



f Department 
of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026 

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are 
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
□ I am employed by TxDOT
□ I do business with TxDOT
□ I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT
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From: Tish Ashley 
Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2018 12:27 PM 

To: Stephen Endres 
Subject: 380 Bypass - No bypass please! 

 

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and 

know the content is safe. 

Hello, Stephen.  I am a resident of Whitley Place Estates in Prosper and I, along with literally every Prosper resident I 

have spoken with, am vehemently opposed to any Bypass option that cuts through Prosper.  Most of us moved to 

Whitley Place for the quite creek and tranquil environment it offered, full of nature and peace & quiet.  We all paid a 

premium to be a bit removed from the hustle of state highway 380. 

 

Most, if not all, of our residents would not have chosen this community had the new Custer/1st Street proposal been a 

factor.   

 

Building a freeway on this route disrupts and/or destroys many communities and positive attributes to our Prosper 

community: 

•         ManeGate is a therapeutic horse farm dedicated to serving disabled children and 

adults.  http://www.manegait.org/ 

•         Walnut Grove Cemetery and Wear Cemetery would both be in the path. 

•         Many homes in Whitley Place Estates and other communities would be greatly impacted despite this not having 

been a proposed path at the time the homes were purchased. 

 

The communities currently backing up to Hwy 380 purchased their homes at a price reflective of the highway being 

present.  They reasonably could have expected that 380 would need to expand to accommodate the rapid growth in the 

area.  Their home values reflected such realities.  These communities tend to have extended entries to create a gap 

between them and the highway.   

 

The land is already largely established for right of way for the current Hwy 380 path.  There is no need to bypass and 

disrupt so much of the Prosper community when the existing path will work. 

 

The No Bypass option is wildly popular with Prosper residents and simply makes sense. 
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Departmentof Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

—
-

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

written comments are

,,)f’/ ac/cl 4 Ccvlrks/,n.t, &cfJ

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

D I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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MEETING COMMENT FORMProposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County LineColOn County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11422, 0135-02459, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 013545-026October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p-rn.

Independence High School
The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project.welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

All written comments are
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.511 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applipable Federal environmental laws for
this pr9/ect are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 u.s.c. 327 and a Memorandum of
understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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Independence High School
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(Per. Tács Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following botes that appiy ta you:
QlamemployedbyTxDOT .
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O I could benefit monetarily from the-project or other item about which I am commenting
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Department

of Transportation

MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 9, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Collin College — Central Park Campus Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDDT
U I do business with TxDDT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT
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Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11.022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135.04-032, 013545426

October 4, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project All written comments arewelcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print

?/‘€4tSe A?&cp %Di,n MD

a1;ii ,-2 U\ -k -enb I &Z tyI’\Sicd h
--/k€ 1Uqs-c p,- 1i’ ‘JhrhIJq& S/-ei-

1 < ftO rd C st’/c,, -/--an.. e* f% RIl(4/ ‘?L’-’.
}o/ (__

4tNct4 iipacY 1?ft/? top1?1ui
\/e( ;‘ 7L1%&sted di -k’ 1Ct\auv2_o_/c/cflàô+ plglvc ja
;pc A’ A%v/-k 0*

(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
1 I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws forthis project are being, or have been, carded-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum ofUnderstanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
LI I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4, 2018- 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.

Please Print
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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MEETING COMMENT FORM
Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line - Collin County, Texas

CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

Tuesday. October 9, 2018
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Collln College Central Park Campus
Conference Center

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per T as Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

LI I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 December16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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WILLIAM A. GUERNSEY, JR.

October 12,2018

Stephen Endres, P.E. 
TxDot Project Manager

Dear Mr. Endres:

I am writing to strongly endorse the green alignment option for US 380 in Collin County 
and oppose any “by-pass” alternatives, especially red alignment option B that passes 
through Prosper.

My reasons are two-fold:

1) Outside consultants have previously endorsed the concept of making the existing 
380 a limited access highway; and,

2) Expansion on 380 involves marginal change to existing stakeholders on that route 
vs. excessive disruption to life for those along a new “by-pass”.

Let me expand.

Regarding point one, in August 2016, TxDOT funded a study by AECOM, a highly 
regarded consulting firm, to look at the 380 issue. AECOM recommended converting 380 
into a limited access freeway with continuous frontage roads, a solution that was 
technically and economically feasible. In January 2017, The Perryman Group undertook a 
similar exercise and once again recommended that 380 become a limited access roadway. 
Neither study recommended a “by-pass.” In recent public meetings/presentations, TxDOT 
has not referenced these studies, although one individual I spoke with assured me they 
“were taken into account” in your analysis. I had hoped these prior efforts would have 
taken a more prominent role in your analysis because their conclusions are persuasive and 
unclouded by any political sway.

With regard to my second point, a redirection of 380 into a “by-pass” alignment will 
permanently disrupt lives of individuals who deliberately chose not to live near or adjacent 
to a major thoroughfare. Such an option would:

- Unnecessarily divide neighbors and neighborhoods in a rural/semi-rural area.
- Permanently disrupt lifestyles of those who chose to live in a quiet area that was 

not immediately proximate to a major highway.
Negatively affect economics of several stakeholders included possible adverse 
property values and lost tax base to the town of Prosper.
Forever change for the worse the quality of life for those located along the 
proposed “by-pass” route; increased noise and potential conflict with planned 
public schools/parks are but a few of my concerns.



I realize this is an emotionally charged issue for many and that you are no doubt receiving 
opinions from all fronts. That said, common sense should serve well in this decision. To 
wit, US 380 is located in its present location for a reason, and people/businesses located 
along its path accordingly. Expanding US 380 in situ should surprise no one as it 
represents only a marginal change to those existing stakeholders who chose to locate there 
to begin with. Don’t introduce a '‘by-pass” that is a disruptive change to those who did not 
request it; instead, stay the course of 380 and let those who elected to locate on that path 
adapt accordingly. Besides that, consider the wisdom of the adage: better the devil you 
know than the devil you don’t.

Sincerely,

William A. Guernsey, J

cc: Chelsey Smith 
John Hudsmith 
Tony Kimmey 
Michelle Raglon 
Ray Smith 
Meigs Miller 
Curry Vogelsang 
Jeff Hodges 
Jason Dixon 
Craig Andres 
Michael Korbuly 
Harlan Jefferson
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Proposed Improvements to US 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project. All written comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5fl: check each of the following boxes that apply to you:

U I am employed by TxDOT
U I do business with TxDOT
U I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT
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Proposed Improvements to Us 380 from Denton County Line to Hunt County Line

Collin County, Texas
CSJs: 0135-11-022, 0135-02-059, 0135-03-048, 0135-04-032, 0135-05-026

October 4,2018 - 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Independence High School

The Texas Department of Transportation is seeking your comments on the proposed project All whiten comments are
welcome. All written comments must be postmarked by October 26, 2018.
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(Per Texas Transportation Code, §201.811 (a)(5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to you:
U I am employed by TxDOT
o I do business with TxDQT
O I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

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 December16, 2014, and executed by P1-tWA and TxDOT.
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

No preference

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

Other, please specify:

COlT ROAD TO FM 1827

No preference

— Prefer red alignment - option A

— Prefer red alignment - option B

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey
DRIVE

38Q
PLANNINGFfl7wtFLfltsflF

Please provide your input on the alignment options. Survey results are one segment of the public involvement

process that will be considered when selecting an alignment TxDOT will consider input from affected residents,

businesses, and elected officials as well as rely on engineeringjudgment

CONTACT INFORMAEON:

Name: LC\& BObb Address:

City&State:

What is your interest in this study? (Circle any) Commuter Business Owner Property Owner

Other, please specify:

DENTON COUNTY LINE TO COlT ROAD PROSPER

U
z
-1

0

/



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

US 380 Collin County Feasibility Study Survey (Page 2)

SPUR 399 EXTENSION

— No preference

X. Prefer green alignment - option A

— Prefer green alignment - option B

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

Q FM 1827 to CR 559

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

0 CR 559 TO HUNT COUNTY LINE

— No preference

— Prefer red alignment

Prefer green alignment

— Prefer no-build alternative

— Other, please specify:

9 Please provide any additional comment here.

w 0

z
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THANK YOU


