
 

 

Figure 1 

Project Vicinity Map 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

Figure 2a 

USGS Topographic Map 1 of 7 

Anna Quad 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 

 



 

 

Figure 2b 

USGS Topographic Map 2 of 7 

Anna Quad 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

Figure 2c 

USGS Topographic Map 3 of 7 

Anna Quad 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

Figure 2d 

USGS Topographic Map 4 of 7 

Anna Quad 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

Figure 2e 

USGS Topographic Map 5 of 7 

Anna Quad 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

Figure 2f 

USGS Topographic Map 6 of 7 

Anna Quad 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 

 



 

Figure 2g 

USGS Topographic Map 7 of 7 

Anna Quad 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 

 



 

 

Figure 3a 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 1 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 

 



 

 

Figure 3b 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 2 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

 

Figure 3c 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 3 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

 

Figure 3d 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 4 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

 

Figure 3e 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 5 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

Figure 3f 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 6 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

Figure 3g 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 7 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 

 



 

 

 

Figure 3h 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 8 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

Figure 3i 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 9 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 

 



 

 

 

Figure 3j 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 10 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

Figure 3k 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 11 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 

 



 

 

 

Figure 3l 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 12 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

Figure 3m 

Aerial and Photo Location Map 13 of 13 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Figure 4a 

Typical Sections 1 of 3 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Figure 4b 

Typical Sections 2 of 3 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



  

Figure 4c 

Typical Sections 3 of 3 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 

(RURAL) 



 

Figure 5 

Sensitive Receptor Map 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

Figure 6 

Indirect Impacts AOI 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

Figure 7 

City Limits and ETJ Within the 

Indirect Impacts AOI 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

Figure 8 

Land Use Within the 

Indirect Impacts AOI 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

Figure 9 

Land Development Within the 

Indirect Impacts AOI 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

Figure 10 

Cumulative Impacts RSAs 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

Figure 11 

Cumulative Impacts RSAs –  

9-County Ozone Non Attainment 

Area 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

Figure 12 

Land Use Within the Cumulative 

Impacts RSA 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



 

Figure 13 

Reasonably Foreseeable Projects 

Within the Cumulative Impacts 

RSAs 

SH 121 from SH 5 to CR 635 (Fannin County Line) 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 



   

 

 

 

 Photo 1:  Fitzhugh Branch, south of SH 121, facing south.   

   

 

 

 

 Photo 2:  Typical ROW south of SH 121, facing east. 

 

 

Figure 14a 

Project Photographs 1 of 7 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to Fannin County Line 

CSJ: 0549-03-018 
 



 

   

 

 

 

 Photo 3:  Adjacent land use south of SH 121, facing south.  

   

 

 

 

 Photo 4:  Clemons Creek south of SH121, facing east. 

 

 

Figure 14b 

Project Photographs 2 of 7 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to Fannin County Line 

CSJ: 0549-03-018 
 

 

 

 



   

 

 

 

 Photo 5:  Upland wooded area north of SH 121, facing north.   

   

 

 

 

 Photo 6:  Typical ROW with fence line vegetation south of SH 121, facing 

east.  

 

 

Figure 14c 

Project Photographs 3 of 7 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to Fannin County Line 

CSJ: 0549-03-018 
 

 



   

  

 

 

 Photo 7:  Tributary to Sister Grove south of SH 121, facing east. 

 

 

 

 

 

 Photo 8:  Sister Grove Creek south of SH 121, facing east.  

 

 

Figure 14d 

Project Photographs 4 of 7 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to Fannin County Line 

CSJ: 0549-03-018 
 

 

 



   

 

 

 

 Photo 9:  Tributary to Pilot Grove south of SH 121, facing south.  

 

 

 

 

 

 Photo 10:  Tributary to Pilot Grove north of SH 121, facing west. 

 

 

Figure 14e 

Project Photographs 5 of 7 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to Fannin County Line 

CSJ: 0549-03-018 
 

 

 

 



   

 

 

 

 Photo 11:  Pilot Grove Creek south of SH 121, facing west.   

 

 

 

 

 

 Photo 12:  Desert Creek south of SH 121, facing east. 

 

 

Figure 14f 

Project Photographs 6 of 7 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to Fannin County Line 

CSJ: 0549-03-018 
 

 



 

   

 

 

 

 Photo 13:  Typical ROW south of SH 121, facing east.   

 

 

   

  

 

 

Figure 14g 

Project Photographs 7 of 7 

 

SH 121 from SH 5 to Fannin County Line 

CSJ: 0549-03-018 
 

 



 

 

Appendix A 
 

Stream Data Forms 



Stream Data Form #: 1 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Fitzhugh Branch County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 6 ft inside ROW; 4 ft outside ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 6”-12” inside ROW; 6” outside ROW 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): bedrock 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear:  

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

Black willow, aster, sugarberry, red oak saplings, honey locust, greenbriar, Texas red oak,  
American elm, poison ivy 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

n/a 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 2 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Trib to Clemons Creek County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 

OHWM Width (ft): 
Pools at culvert and narrows to 4 ft outside of ROW; Pool is 30 ft at widest point 
(averages to 15’ OHWM) 

OHWM Height (in): 2 ft at pool and 6-8 inches outside ROW 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): Gravel and silt 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear: Greenish brown 

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

Small fish 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

Broadleaf cattail, Bermuda grass, Johnson grass, rice cut grass, curly dock, bushy bluestem 
 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 3 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Trib to Clemons Creek County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 10 ft inside ROW; 6 ft outside ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 15 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): limestone 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear:  

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

black willow, cottonwood, eastern red cedar, sugarberry, Johnson grass, greenbriar,  
ragweed, Bermuda grass, Aster sp. 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 4 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Clemons Creek  County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 20 ft inside ROW; 15 ft outside ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 5 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): limestone 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear:  

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

Cedar elm, eastern red cedar, chinquapin oak, Johnson grass, Shumard oak, cottonwood,  
ragweed 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 5 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Stiff Creek County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): North – 8 ft inside ROW; 6 ft outside ROW; South – 6 ft inside ROW; 3 ft outside ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 6 inches 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): Silt 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear: Brown 

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

minnows 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

Cedar elm, sugarberry, ragweed, Johnson grass, eastern red cedar, Bermuda grass 
Note:  South bank has been disturbed and riparian area has been cleared 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 6 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Trib to Brinlee Branch County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 6 ft inside ROW; 2 ft outside ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 2 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): limestone 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear:  

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

Sugarberry, black willow, American elm, greenbriar, Virginia wild rye, poison ivy, ragweed 
 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 7 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 

USGS Stream Name: 
Trib to Sister Grove 
Creek/Brinlee Branch County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 10 ft inside ROW; 8 ft outside ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 4 inches 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): clay 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear:  

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

invertebrates 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

honey locust, black willow, ragweed, eastern red cedar, cedar elm, sugarberry, Johnson  
grass, greenbriar, poison ivy, curly dock, duckweed, longleaf pondweed, arrowhead, rice 
cutgrass 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 8 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Trib to Sister Grove Creek County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 4 ft inside of ROW; 4 ft outside ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 3 inches 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): Silt and gravel 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear:  

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

Johnson grass, bois d’arc, eastern red cedar, sugarberry, morning glory, pecan, American  
elm 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 9 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Trib to Sister Grove Creek County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 25 ft inside ROW; 6 ft outside ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 5 inches 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): silt 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear:  

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

Poison ivy, cattails, Johnson grass, black willow, eastern red cedar, honey locust, sugarberry 
 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 10 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Sister Grove Creek County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 60 ft inside ROW; 35 ft outside ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 12 inches 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): clay 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear:  

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

Boxelder, honey locust, aster, bois d’arc, greenbriar, Johnson grass, poison ivy, black willow
 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 11 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Trib to Sister Grove Creek County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 3 ft inside and outside of OHWM 
OHWM Height (in): 2 inches 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): Silt/gravel 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear: No water present 

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

sugarberry, eastern red cedar, American elm, ragweed, greenbriar, honeylocust 
 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 12 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Trib to Pilot Grove Creek County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 45 ft at culvert; narrows to 15 ft inside and outside of ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 12 inches 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): Limestone/gravel 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear:  

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

American elm, eastern red cedar, Johnson grass, sugarberry, hickory 26” DBH, rough-leaf 
Dogwood, chinkapin oak, and South red oak saplings 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 13 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Trib to Pilot Grove Creek County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 10 ft inside and outside of ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 16 inches 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): sediment 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear: Brownish grey 

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

sugarberry, poison ivy, greenbriar, American elm, and pecan 
 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 14 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Pilot Grove Creek County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 40 ft inside ROW; 30 ft outside ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 6  

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): clay 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear:  

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

frogs 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

Black willow, ragweed, green ash, cottonwood, poison ivy, Johnson grass, Aster sp. 
 
*Mature trees (greater than 20” dbh) in the area – spaced about 20 ft apart  

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 15 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Trib to Pilot Grove Creek County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 6-8 ft 
OHWM Height (in): 2 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): silt 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear: No water present – recently wet 

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

Black willow, giant ragweed, green ash, eastern red cedar, American elm, and shumard oak 
26” DBH 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stream Data Form #: 16 
Project: SH 121 

CSJ: 0549-03-018, 0549-03-021 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Stream Data Form 
 
Surveyor(s): ML, WS Date of Field Work: 06/18/2009 
USGS Stream Name: Desert Creek County/State: Collin 

Stream Type: Ephemeral Intermittent Perennial 

Stream Flow Direction: South 
OHWM Width (ft): 35 ft inside ROW; 15 ft outside ROW 
OHWM Height (in): 4 

Stream bottom composition (bedrock, gravel, sand, silt, clay, organic): gravel 

Water Quality:    

Clear Slightly Turbid Turbid Very Turbid 

Color of water if other than clear: No water present 

Aquatic Habitat:  Indicate all types present within ROW/project limits. 

Sand bar Sand/Gravel/beach/bar Mud bar Gravel riffles 

Overhanging trees/shrubs Deep pool/hole/channel Aquatic vegetation 

Other:  

Aquatic Organisms:  List all species observed.  This would include waterfowl, fish, snakes, 
turtles, frogs, invertebrates, etc. 

 
 
 
 
 

Riparian Vegetation: List species observed. 

Pecan, Johnson grass, ragweed, sugarberry, greenbriar, cedar elm, Vitis sp, black walnut,  
Poison ivy, and Virginia creeper 
 

T&E Species/Suitable Habitat:  List T&E species observed or which species the habitat is 
suitable for. 

N/A 
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Stream Data Form (continued) 

 
Please provide a plan and section view sketch of the stream channel. 
Sketch should include: 

• directional arrow; 
• width of channel from top of bank to top of bank; and, 
• width of stream from water edge to water edge. 
 
Plan View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section View 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  

  

 

Appendix B 
 

Woodland Data Forms 



TxDOT WOODLANDS DATA FORM 

GENERAL 
Project/Site SH 121/Woodland form location #1 Date 6-18-09 
CSJ 0549-03-018, 

0549-03-021 
Investigator ML, WS County Collin 

Filename  
Project Scope 

Widen two lane rural highway to four lane divided roadway 
Description of Wooded Site (riparian, upland, fence line, overstory/understory, disturbed, diverse, etc.)  
Fence line 
Is Site Unusual or Typical of Others in the Area? Typical 
 
SPECIES DESCRIPTION 

Species by Order of Dominance 
 Common Name Taxonomic Name Range of Sizes (dbh) 

Eastern red cedar  Juniperus virginiana 3-6 inches 
Acreage of  Trees to be Removed .13 acre 
Density per Acre Along fence – 10 ft apart (436 trees per acre) 
Remarks, Description of any Unique, Large, or Mature Trees (≥20” dbh) 
 
 
HABITAT VALUE 
Is the Site Adjacent to Water? No 
Is the Site in a Developed Area? Residential on opposite 

side of road 
Do Plants Produce Nuts, Berries, or Acorns? 

No 
Land Use in the Project Area. 

Along edge of field, residential on other side of SH 121 
Evidence or Sightings of Wildlife in the Project Area? 

No 
Remarks 

 
 



TxDOT WOODLANDS DATA FORM 

GENERAL 
Project/Site SH 121/Woodland form location #2 Date 6-18-09 
CSJ 0549-03-018, 

0549-03-021 
Investigator ML, WS County Collin 

Filename  
Project Scope 

Widen two lane rural highway to four lane divided roadway 
Description of Wooded Site (riparian, upland, fence line, overstory/understory, disturbed, diverse, etc.)  
Riparian – Tributary to Clemons Creek 
Is Site Unusual or Typical of Others in the Area? Typical 
 
SPECIES DESCRIPTION 

Species by Order of Dominance 
 Common Name Taxonomic Name Range of Sizes (dbh) 

Eastern red cedar  Juniperus virginiana 6-10 inches; some saplings 
Cottonwood Populus deltoides 6-10 inches 

Cedar elm Ulmus crassifolia 6-10 inches 
Sugarberry Celtis laevigata 6-10 inches 

Black willow Salix nigra 6-10 inches 
Acreage of  Trees to be Removed .3 acre 
Density per Acre 5 ft – 10 ft apart (1,742 – 436 trees per acre) 
Remarks, Description of any Unique, Large, or Mature Trees (≥20” dbh) 
The area contains densely wooded and sparsely wooded areas, so tree impacts vary.   
 
HABITAT VALUE 
Is the Site Adjacent to Water? Yes 
Is the Site in a Developed Area? Residential nearby 

Do Plants Produce Nuts, Berries, or Acorns? 
Yes 

Land Use in the Project Area. 
Rural 

Evidence or Sightings of Wildlife in the Project Area? 
Rabbit 

Remarks 
 
 



TxDOT WOODLANDS DATA FORM 

GENERAL 
Project/Site SH 121/Woodland form location #3 Date 6-18-09 
CSJ 0549-03-018, 

0549-03-021 
Investigator ML, WS County Collin 

Filename  
Project Scope 

Widen two lane rural highway to four lane divided roadway 
Description of Wooded Site (riparian, upland, fence line, overstory/understory, disturbed, diverse, etc.)  
Upland  
Is Site Unusual or Typical of Others in the Area? Typical 
 
SPECIES DESCRIPTION 

Species by Order of Dominance 
 Common Name Taxonomic Name Range of Sizes (dbh) 

Cedar elm Ulmus crassifolia 3-6 inches 
Sugarberry Celtis laevigata 2-6 inches 

Honey locust Gymnocladus dioica 4-6 inches 
Acreage of  Trees to be Removed .08 acre 
Density per Acre 3 to 4 ft apart (2,722) 
Remarks, Description of any Unique, Large, or Mature Trees (≥20” dbh) 
 
 
HABITAT VALUE 
Is the Site Adjacent to Water? No 
Is the Site in a Developed Area? No 

Do Plants Produce Nuts, Berries, or Acorns? 
Yes 

Land Use in the Project Area. 
Commercial across SH 121; rural/fields 

Evidence or Sightings of Wildlife in the Project Area? 
No 

Remarks 
 
 



TxDOT WOODLANDS DATA FORM 

GENERAL 
Project/Site SH 121/Woodland form location #4 Date 6-18-09 
CSJ 0549-03-018, 

0549-03-021 
Investigator ML, WS County Collin 

Filename  
Project Scope 

Widen two lane rural highway to four lane divided roadway 
Description of Wooded Site (riparian, upland, fence line, overstory/understory, disturbed, diverse, etc.)  
Fence line 
Is Site Unusual or Typical of Others in the Area? Typical 
 
SPECIES DESCRIPTION 

Species by Order of Dominance 
 Common Name Taxonomic Name Range of Sizes (dbh) 

Cedar elm Ulmus crassifolia 6-8 inches (some saplings) 
Sugarberry Celtis laevigata 6-8 inches (some saplings) 

American elm Ulmus americana 6-8 inches (some saplings) 
Acreage of  Trees to be Removed .08 acre 
Density per Acre Approximately 4 ft apart along fenceline (2,722 trees per acre) 
Remarks, Description of any Unique, Large, or Mature Trees (≥20” dbh) 
 
 
HABITAT VALUE 
Is the Site Adjacent to Water? No 
Is the Site in a Developed Area? Rural 

Do Plants Produce Nuts, Berries, or Acorns? 
Yes 

Land Use in the Project Area. 
Rural 

Evidence or Sightings of Wildlife in the Project Area? 
No 

Remarks 
 
 



TxDOT WOODLANDS DATA FORM 

GENERAL 
Project/Site SH 121/Woodland form location #5 Date 6-18-09 
CSJ 0549-03-018, 

0549-03-021 
Investigator ML, WS County Collin 

Filename  
Project Scope 

Widen two lane rural highway to four lane divided roadway 
Description of Wooded Site (riparian, upland, fence line, overstory/understory, disturbed, diverse, etc.)  
Fence line 
Is Site Unusual or Typical of Others in the Area? Typical 
 
SPECIES DESCRIPTION 

Species by Order of Dominance 
 Common Name Taxonomic Name Range of Sizes (dbh) 

Sugarberry Celtis laevigata 8-10 inches 
Acreage of  Trees to be Removed .08 acre 
Density per Acre Approximately 6 ft apart along fence (1,210 trees per acre) 
Remarks, Description of any Unique, Large, or Mature Trees (≥20” dbh) 
 
 
HABITAT VALUE 
Is the Site Adjacent to Water? No 
Is the Site in a Developed Area? Rural 

Do Plants Produce Nuts, Berries, or Acorns? 
Yes 

Land Use in the Project Area. 
Rural/fields 

Evidence or Sightings of Wildlife in the Project Area? 
No 

Remarks 
 
 



TxDOT WOODLANDS DATA FORM 

GENERAL 
Project/Site SH 121/Woodland form location #6 Date 6-18-09 
CSJ 0549-03-018, 

0549-03-021 
Investigator ML, WS County Collin 

Filename  
Project Scope 

Widen two lane rural highway to four lane divided roadway 
Description of Wooded Site (riparian, upland, fence line, overstory/understory, disturbed, diverse, etc.)  
Riparian 
Is Site Unusual or Typical of Others in the Area? Typical 
 
SPECIES DESCRIPTION 

Species by Order of Dominance 
 Common Name Taxonomic Name Range of Sizes (dbh) 

Eastern red cedar  Juniperus virginiana 4” 
Sugarberry Celtis laevigata 10”, 6”, 20”, 24”, 12”, 16”, 16”, 

12” 
Honey locust Gymnocladus dioica 1-2” 
American elm Ulmus americana 36”, 18”, 20”, 18” 

Chinaberry Melia azedarach 4” 
Live oak Quercus virginiana 8” 

Bois d’arc Maclura pomifera 16”, 16” 
Acreage of  Trees to be Removed .2 acre 
Density per Acre 5 ft – 10 ft apart (1,742 – 436 trees per acre) 
Remarks, Description of any Unique, Large, or Mature Trees (≥20” dbh) 
A few large American elms greater than 20” dbh.  
 
HABITAT VALUE 
Is the Site Adjacent to Water? Yes 
Is the Site in a Developed Area? Rural 

Do Plants Produce Nuts, Berries, or Acorns? 
Yes 

Land Use in the Project Area. 
Rural/field 

Evidence or Sightings of Wildlife in the Project Area? 
No 

Remarks 
 
 



TxDOT WOODLANDS DATA FORM 

GENERAL 
Project/Site SH 121/Woodland form location #7 Date 6-18-09 
CSJ 0549-03-018, 

0549-03-021 
Investigator ML, WS County Collin 

Filename  
Project Scope 

Widen two lane rural highway to four lane divided roadway 
Description of Wooded Site (riparian, upland, fence line, overstory/understory, disturbed, diverse, etc.)  
Upland near Tributary to Sister Grove Creek 
Is Site Unusual or Typical of Others in the Area? Typical 
 
SPECIES DESCRIPTION 

Species by Order of Dominance 
 Common Name Taxonomic Name Range of Sizes (dbh) 

Eastern red cedar  Juniperus virginiana 6-10” 
Pecan Carya illinoinensis 10-16” 

Sugarberry Celtis laevigata 8-20” 
Honey locust Gymnocladus dioica 10-16” 
American elm Ulmus americana 6-16” 

Acreage of  Trees to be Removed .04 acre 
Density per Acre 6 ft apart (1210 trees per acre) 
Remarks, Description of any Unique, Large, or Mature Trees (≥20” dbh) 
 
 
HABITAT VALUE 
Is the Site Adjacent to Water? No 
Is the Site in a Developed Area? No 

Do Plants Produce Nuts, Berries, or Acorns? 
Yes 

Land Use in the Project Area. 
Rural/agriculture 

Evidence or Sightings of Wildlife in the Project Area? 
No 

Remarks 
 
 



TxDOT WOODLANDS DATA FORM 

GENERAL 
Project/Site SH 121/Woodland form location #8 Date 6-18-09 
CSJ 0549-03-018, 

0549-03-021 
Investigator ML, WS County Collin 

Filename  
Project Scope 

Widen two lane rural highway to four lane divided roadway 
Description of Wooded Site (riparian, upland, fence line, overstory/understory, disturbed, diverse, etc.)  
Riparian – Pilot Grove Creek 
Is Site Unusual or Typical of Others in the Area? Typical 
 
SPECIES DESCRIPTION 

Species by Order of Dominance 
 Common Name Taxonomic Name Range of Sizes (dbh) 
American elm Ulmus americana 3-8” 

Box elder Acer negundo 10” 
Green ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 8-14” 

Acreage of  Trees to be Removed .5 acre 
Density per Acre 9 ft apart (538 trees per acre) 
Remarks, Description of any Unique, Large, or Mature Trees (≥20” dbh) 
 
 
HABITAT VALUE 
Is the Site Adjacent to Water? Yes 
Is the Site in a Developed Area? No 

Do Plants Produce Nuts, Berries, or Acorns? 
No 

Land Use in the Project Area. 
Agricultural 

Evidence or Sightings of Wildlife in the Project Area? 
No 

Remarks 
 
 



TxDOT WOODLANDS DATA FORM 

GENERAL 
Project/Site SH 121/Woodland form location #9 Date 6-18-09 
CSJ 0549-03-018, 

0549-03-021 
Investigator ML, WS County Collin 

Filename  
Project Scope 

Widen two lane rural highway to four lane divided roadway 
Description of Wooded Site (riparian, upland, fence line, overstory/understory, disturbed, diverse, etc.)  
Riparian 
Is Site Unusual or Typical of Others in the Area? Typical 
 
SPECIES DESCRIPTION 

Species by Order of Dominance 
 Common Name Taxonomic Name Range of Sizes (dbh) 

Cedar elm Ulmus crassifolia 4-6 
Sugarberry Celtis laevigata 8 

American elm Ulmus americana 12-18 
Bois d’arc Maclura pomifera 6-10” 

Pecan Carya illinoinensis 8-11 
Acreage of  Trees to be Removed .4 acre 
Density per Acre 8 ft apart (680 trees per acre) 
Remarks, Description of any Unique, Large, or Mature Trees (≥20” dbh) 
 
 
HABITAT VALUE 
Is the Site Adjacent to Water? Yes 
Is the Site in a Developed Area? No 

Do Plants Produce Nuts, Berries, or Acorns? 
Yes 

Land Use in the Project Area. 
Rural 

Evidence or Sightings of Wildlife in the Project Area? 
No 

Remarks 
 
 



  

  

Appendix C 
 

Wetland Data Forms 



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Page 1 of 2 Great Plains – Interim Version 

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Great Plains Region 
Project/Site: SH 121 at tributary to Clemons Creek   City/County: Collin   Sampling Date: 06/18/09    
Applicant/Owner: TxDOT   State: TX     Sampling Point: 1    
Investigator(s): DVG, JM   Section, Township, Range: N/A    
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): bank   Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave   Slope (%):5  
Subregion (LRR): J   Lat: 33.2879   Long: -96.5535   Datum: NAD 1983  
Soil Map Unit Name: Austin silty clay, 3 to 5 percent slopes, eroded   NWI classification: None    
Are climatic/hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?   Yes X  No        (If no, explain in Remarks.)  

Are Vegetation      , Soil      , or Hydrology       significantly disturbed?  Are "Normal Circumstances" present?   Yes X  No       

Are Vegetation      , Soil      , or Hydrology       naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)  

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No       

Is the Sampled Area  
within a Wetland? Yes        No X  Hydric Soil Present? Yes       No X 

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No       
Remarks: A storm water pond constructed to collect street runoff from a subdivision directly feeds this tributary. It is located on the north side of SH 
121, whereas this wetland is located on the south side. This tributary, as shown on the USGS quad map, was originally designated as an 
intermittent stream. The creation of the pond has provided a continual source of water to this once intermittent creek. This sampling point is not in a 
wetland because the soil criteria are not met. 
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants. 

Tree Stratum   (Plot size: N/A ) 
Absolute 
% Cover  

Dominant 
Species?  

Indicator 
Status 

Dominance Test worksheet:  

1. None                       Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC 
(excluding FAC – ): 4   (A) 2.                             

3.                              
Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata: 6   (B) 4.                             

         =  Total Cover  
Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 67%   (A/B) Sapling/Shrub Stratum   (Plot size: N/A )    

1. None                        

2.                             Prevalence Index worksheet: 
  Total % Cover of:     Multiply by:   
OBL species        x 1 =      
FACW species        x 2 =    
FAC species        x 3 =    
FACU species        x 4 =    
UPL species        x 5 =   
Column Totals:        (A)       (B) 
 Prevalence Index = B/A =        

3.                             

4.                             

5.                             
        =  Total Cover 
Herb Stratum   (Plot size: 5 ft. radius )   
1. Leersia oryzoides   15  Yes OBL   
2. Rumex crispus   15 Yes FACW 
3. Typha latifolia   15 Yes OBL 
4. Andropogon glomeratus   15 Yes FACW+ Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

X  Dominance Test is >50% 
       Prevalence Index is ≤3.01 

       Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide Supporting 
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

       Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain) 
 
1 Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

5. Sorghum halepense  20 Yes FACU 
6. Cynodon dactylon  20 Yes FACU+ 

7.                             

8.                             

9.                             

10.                             
 100  =  Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum   (Plot size: N/A )   

1. None                        
Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes X    No        

2.                             
        =  Total Cover 
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum  0   
Remarks: 
The vegetation criteria is met because the dominant species for OBL, FACW and FAC exceeds 50%. 



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Page 2 of 2 Great Plains – Interim Version 

 
SOIL Sampling Point: 1  

Profile Description:   (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 
 Depth  Matrix    Redox Features  
(inches)    Color (moist)         %   Color (moist)      %        Type1        Loc2        Texture         Remarks   
0-12   10YR 4/1   100                                   clay   No redox features  

                                                                       

                                                                       

                                                                       

                                                                       

                                                                       

                                                                       
1 Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix. 
Hydric Soil Indicators:   (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3: 
    Histosol (A1)     Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)     1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR I, J) 
    Histic Epipedon (A2)     Sandy Redox (S5)     Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR F, G, H) 
    Black Histic (A3)     Stripped Matrix (S6)     Dark Surface (S7) (LRR G) 
    Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)     Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)     High Plains Depressions (F16) 
    Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR F)     Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)       (LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & 73) 
    1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR F, G, H)     Depleted Matrix (F3)     Reduced Vertic (F18) 
    Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)     Redox Dark Surface (F6)     Red Parent Material (TF2) 
    Thick Dark Surface (A12)     Depleted Dark Surface (F7)     Other (Explain in Remarks) 
    Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)     Redox Depressions (F8) 3 Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 
    2.5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S2) (LRR G,H)     High Plains Depressions (F16)  wetland hydrology must be present, 
    5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR F)     (MLRA 72 & 73 of LRR H)  unless disturbed or problematic. 
Restrictive Layer (if present): 
 Type:        

 Depth (inches):        

 
 
Hydric Soil Present? Yes        No X 

Remarks: 
While the soil was typical of of Austin silty clay, 3-5% slopes, eroded, no hydric soil indicators were observed.  The soil criteria is not met 
because the soil does not contain hydric soil indicators. 

HYDROLOGY 
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:   
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required:  check all that apply)      Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required) 
    Surface Water (A1)     Salt Crust (B11)     Surface Soil Cracks (B6) 
    High Water Table (A2)     Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)     Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) 
X  Saturation (A3)     Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)     Drainage Patterns (B10) 
    Water Marks (B1)     Dry-Season Water Table (C2)     Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) 
    Sediment Deposits (B2)     Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)     (where tilled) 
    Drift Deposits (B3)     (where not tilled)     Crayfish Burrows (C8) 
    Algal Mat or Crust (B4)     Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)     Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 
    Iron Deposits (B5)     Thin Muck Surface (C7)     Geomorphic Position (D2) 
    Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)     Other (Explain in Remarks)     FAC-Neutral Test (D5) 
    Water-Stained Leaves (B9)      Frost-Heave hummocks (D7) (LRR F) 
Field Observations:  

Surface Water Present? Yes       No X Depth (inches):         

Water Table Present? Yes       No X Depth (inches):         

Saturation Present? Yes X No       Depth (inches): surface   

(includes capillary fringe) Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No       
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available: 
      

Remarks: 
The hydrology criteria is met because the area contains a primary indicator of saturation. 
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Great Plains Region 
Project/Site: SH 121 at trib. to Sister Grove Creek (Brinlee)   City/County: Collin   Sampling Date: 06/18/09    
Applicant/Owner: TxDOT   State: TX     Sampling Point: 2    
Investigator(s): DVG, JM   Section, Township, Range: N/A    
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): bank   Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave   Slope (%):5  
Subregion (LRR): J   Lat: 33.3178   Long: -96.504   Datum: NAD 1983  
Soil Map Unit Name: Houston Black Clay   NWI classification: PFOIC    
Are climatic/hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?   Yes X  No        (If no, explain in Remarks.)  

Are Vegetation      , Soil      , or Hydrology       significantly disturbed?  Are "Normal Circumstances" present?   Yes X  No       

Are Vegetation      , Soil      , or Hydrology       naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)  

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No       Is the Sampled Area  

within a Wetland? Yes        No X  Hydric Soil Present? Yes       No X 
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No       
Remarks: This sampling point is not in a wetland because the soil criteria are not met. 

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants. 

Tree Stratum   (Plot size: 30 ft radius ) 
Absolute 
% Cover  

Dominant 
Species?  

Indicator 
Status 

Dominance Test worksheet:  

1. Gleditsia triacanthos  10  Yes  FAC  Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC 
(excluding FAC – ): 11*   (A) 2. 

Salix nigra  20  Yes  FACW+  

3. Juniperus virginiana  5  Yes  FACU-   
Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata: 14*   (B) 4. 

Ulmus crassifolia  10  Yes  FAC  

5. Celtis laevigata  20  Yes  FAC    
  65  =  Total Cover  

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 

79%   (A/B) Sapling/Shrub Stratum   (Plot size: N/A )    

1. None                        

2.                             Prevalence Index worksheet: 
  Total % Cover of:     Multiply by:   
OBL species        x 1 =   

FACW species        x 2 =   

FAC species        x 3 =   

FACU species        x 4 =   

UPL species        x 5 =   

Column Totals:        (A)      (B) 

 Prevalence Index = B/A =        

3.                             

4.                             

5.                             
        =  Total Cover 
Herb Stratum   (Plot size: 5 ft radius )   
1. Rumex crispus   10  Yes FACW   
2. Lemna trinervis  15 Yes OBL 

 

Potamogeton nodosus  15 Yes OBL 

3. Sagittaria sp  15 Yes OBL* Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 
X  Dominance Test is >50% 

       Prevalence Index is ≤3.01 

       Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide Supporting 
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

       Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain) 
 
1 Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

4. Leersia oryzoides  15 Yes OBL 
5. Ambrosia artemisiifolia  5 Yes FACU- 
6. Sorghum halepense  5 Yes FACU 
7. Smilax bona-nox  10 Yes FAC 
8. Toxicodendron radicans  10 Yes FAC 

9.                             
 100  =  Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum   (Plot size: N/A ) 

  

1. None                        
Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes X    No        

2.                             
        =  Total Cover 
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum  0   
Remarks: 
(*FACW to OBL) The vegetation criteria is met because the dominant species for OBL, FACW and FAC exceed 50%. 
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SOIL Sampling Point: 2  

Profile Description:   (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 
 Depth  Matrix    Redox Features  
(inches)    Color (moist)         %   Color (moist)      %        Type1        Loc2        Texture         Remarks   
0-10   10YR 6/2   100                                   silty clay   No redox features observed  

10-12   10YR 5/1   100                                   silty clay   No redox features observed  

                                                                       

                                                                       

                                                                       

                                                                       

                                                                       
1 Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix. 
Hydric Soil Indicators:   (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3: 
    Histosol (A1)     Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)     1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR I, J) 
    Histic Epipedon (A2)     Sandy Redox (S5)     Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR F, G, H) 
    Black Histic (A3)     Stripped Matrix (S6)     Dark Surface (S7) (LRR G) 
    Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)     Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)     High Plains Depressions (F16) 
    Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR F)     Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)       (LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & 73) 
    1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR F, G, H)     Depleted Matrix (F3)     Reduced Vertic (F18) 
    Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)     Redox Dark Surface (F6)     Red Parent Material (TF2) 
    Thick Dark Surface (A12)     Depleted Dark Surface (F7)     Other (Explain in Remarks) 
    Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)     Redox Depressions (F8) 3 Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 
    2.5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S2) (LRR G,H)     High Plains Depressions (F16)  wetland hydrology must be present, 
    5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR F)     (MLRA 72 & 73 of LRR H)  unless disturbed or problematic. 
Restrictive Layer (if present): 
 Type:        

 Depth (inches):        

 
 
Hydric Soil Present? Yes        No X 

Remarks: 
While the soil was typical of of Trinity clay, occasionally flooded, no hydric soil indicators were observed.  The soil criteria is not met because the 
soil does not contain hydric soil indicators. 

HYDROLOGY 
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:   
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required:  check all that apply)      Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required) 
    Surface Water (A1)     Salt Crust (B11)     Surface Soil Cracks (B6) 
    High Water Table (A2)     Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)     Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) 
X  Saturation (A3)     Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)     Drainage Patterns (B10) 
    Water Marks (B1)     Dry-Season Water Table (C2)     Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) 
    Sediment Deposits (B2)     Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)     (where tilled) 
    Drift Deposits (B3)     (where not tilled)     Crayfish Burrows (C8) 
    Algal Mat or Crust (B4)     Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)     Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 
    Iron Deposits (B5)     Thin Muck Surface (C7)     Geomorphic Position (D2) 
    Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)     Other (Explain in Remarks)     FAC-Neutral Test (D5) 
    Water-Stained Leaves (B9)      Frost-Heave hummocks (D7) (LRR F) 
Field Observations:  

Surface Water Present? Yes X No       Depth (inches):         

Water Table Present? Yes       No X Depth (inches):         

Saturation Present? Yes X No       Depth (inches): surface   

(includes capillary fringe) Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No       
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available: 
n/a 

Remarks: 
The hydrology criteria is met because the area contains a primary wetland hydrology indicator. 

 



  

  

Appendix D 
 

Citation from State Transportation  
Improvement Program and Metropolitan 

Transportation Plan 
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MOBILITY 2035

Proposed Regionally Significant Arterials
TxDOT Dallas District

DRAFT March 09, 2011

*  Facility is staged and may have improvements completed prior to the date listed.
Source:   North Central Texas Council of Governments Page 6

COUNTY STREET NAME FROM STREET NAME TO STREET NAME
2012

LANES
2020

LANES
2030

LANES
2035

LANES
OPERATIONAL 

BETWEEN CSJ_1 CSJ_2 COG_1 COG_2
YOE

ESTIMATED COSTMTP ID
RSA1- 80.0 Dallas Valley View Lane SH 161 on ramp Alpha Road 6 6 6 6 N/A 11057.00
RSA1- 80.5 Dallas Valley View Lane Alpha Road IH 635 Midway ramps 4 4 4 4 N/A
RSA1- 81.0 Dallas MacArthur Blvd Northgate Drive Rochelle Blvd 4 4 4 4 N/A 1715.00
RSA1- 81.1 Dallas MacArthur Blvd SH 161 Northgate Drive 6 6 6 6 N/A 8052-18-001 3079.00
RSA1- 81.2 Dallas MacArthur Blvd SH 183 frontage EB Shady Grove Road 4 4 4 4 N/A
RSA1- 81.3 Dallas MacArthur Blvd SH 161 Belt Line Road 6 6 6 6 N/A 8052-18-001 3079.00
RSA1- 81.4 Dallas MacArthur Blvd Rochelle Blvd SH 183 frontage WB 6 6 6 6 N/A 1715.00
RSA1- 81.5 Dallas MacArthur Blvd Oakdale Road Trinity Pkwy/Hunter Ferrell 4 6 6 6 2012-2020 81310.00 $1,659,840
RSA1- 81.6 Dallas MacArthur Blvd Trinity Pkwy IH 30 frontage WB 2 4 4 6 2030-2035 0918-45-793 81310.00 $29,462,160
RSA1- 81.7 Dallas MacArthur Blvd IH 30 frontage EB SH 180/Main Street 4 4 6 6 2020-2030 $7,425,600
RSA1- 81.8 Dallas MacArthur Blvd Shady Grove Road Oakdale Road 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 82.0 Dallas Skillman Street Audelia Road/Whitehurst Drive Northwest Hwy 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 82.2 Dallas Skillman Street IH 635 frontage NB Forest Lane 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 83.0 Dallas Rowlett Road Belt Line Road/Broadway Roan Road 4 6 6 6 2012-2020 0918-45-227 1492.00 83032.00 $3,712,800
RSA1- 83.1 Dallas Rowlett Road Roan Road Miller Road 6 6 6 6 N/A 0918-45-227 1492.00 83032.00
RSA1- 83.2 Dallas Rowlett Road Miller Road Century Drive 4 6 6 6 2012-2020 0918-45-807 $1,113,840
RSA1- 83.3 Dallas Rowlett Road Century Drive SH 190 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 83.4 Dallas Firewheel Pkwy SH 190 SH 78/Lavon Drive 4 4 4 4 N/A
RSA1- 84.0 Dallas SH 310 Illinois Avenue E Loop 12 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 84.05 Dallas SH 310 Loop 12 IH 20 frontage WB 4 4 4 4 N/A
RSA1- 84.1 Dallas SH 310 IH 20 ramps EB IH 45 ramp NB 4 4 4 4 N/A
RSA1- 84.2 Dallas SH 310 Budd Street Overton Road 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 N/A
RSA1- 84.25 Dallas SH 310 Overton Road Illinois Avenue 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 84.3 Dallas S M Wright Pkwy Grand Avenue US 175 N/A 6 6 6 2012-2020 $3,385,200
RSA1- 84.4 Dallas S M Wright Pkwy US 175 Budd Street 4 6 6 6 2012-2020 0092-01-052 $764,400
RSA1- 85.0 Dallas Avenue B/Avenue D couplet Nona Street/SH 66 1st Street 4/3 4/3 4/3 4/3 N/A
RSA1- 85.1 Dallas Avenue B/Forest Lane couplet State Street Garland Lane 3/3 3/3 3/3 3/3 N/A
RSA1- 85.2 Dallas Avenue B/Avenue D couplet Garland Avenue 9th Street 4/4 4/4 4/4 4/4 N/A
RSA1- 85.3 Dallas Avenue B/Avenue D couplet 9th Street Glenbrook Drive 3/3 3/3 3/3 3/3 N/A
RSA1- 85.4 Dallas Avenue B/Avenue D couplet Glenbrook Drive 5th Street 4/4 4/4 4/4 4/4 N/A
RSA1- 91.0 Dallas Big Town Blvd US 80 Samuell 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 91.1 Dallas Big Town Blvd Samuell Forney 4 4 4 4 N/A
RSA1- 92.0 Dallas Bruton Road Buckner Blvd Jim Miller Road 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 93.0 Dallas Arapaho Road US 75 Greenville Avenue 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 94.0 Dallas Walnut Street SH 78 5th Street 4 4 4 4 N/A
RSA1- 95.0 Dallas Park Lane US 75 Greenville Avenue 4 5 5 5 N/A 0918-45-181
RSA1- 96.0 Dallas Mockingbird Lane US 75 McMillan Avenue 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 96.1 Dallas Mockingbird Lane IH 35E Airdrome Drive 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 96.2 Dallas Airdrome Drive Mockingbird Lane Marsh Lane 4 4 4 4 N/A
RSA1- 97.0 Dallas Carl Road Northgate Drive SH 183 4 4 4 4 N/A
RSA1- 98.0 Dallas Houston Street Elm Street Jackson Street 5 5 5 5 N/A
RSA1- 98.1 Dallas Houston Street Jackson Street Wood Street 5 5 5 5 N/A
RSA1- 98.2 Dallas Houston Street Wood Street Young Street 5 5 5 5 N/A
RSA1- 99.0 Dallas O'Conner Road SH 356 Rock Island Road 4 4 4 4 N/A
RSA1- 200.0 Collin SH 289 Hedgcoxe Road Legacy Drive 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 201.0 Collin SH 289 US 289/US 380 ramps FM 3537 2 6 6 6 2012-2020 0091-04-041 0091-05-041 81218.00 $9,413,040
RSA1- 201.1 Collin SH 289 FM 3537 Hedgcoxe Road 6 6 6 6 N/A
RSA1- 202.0 Collin SH 289 US 380 ramps FM 1461 2 6 6 6 2012-2020 0091-04-050 $6,573,840
RSA1- 202.05 Collin SH 289 FM 1461 BU 289 N of Celina 2 4 4 6 2030-2035 $156,439,920

RSA1- 202.1 Collin SH 289 BU 289 N of Celina Grayson CR 60 
(Grayson County line) 2 2 4 4 2020-2030 0091-03-021 $20,267,520

RSA1- 208.0 Collin SH 5/McDonald Street SH 121 Tennessee Street 2 2 4 4 2020-2030 $33,808,320
RSA1- 208.1 Collin SH 5/McDonald Street Tennesse Street Spur 399 4 4 4 4 N/A

RSA1- 209.0 Collin SH 121 1.33 mi N of SH 160 
(Fannin County line) FM 455 2 2 4 4 2020-2030 0549-03-018 $62,025,600

RSA1- 209.1 Collin SH 121 FM 455 SH 5 (N) 2 4 4 4 2012-2020 0549-03-018 $15,637,440
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Public Meeting Written Summary 
State Highway 121 
Roadway Reconstruction and Widening 
CSJ: 0549-03-048 and 0549-03-021 
Collin County, Texas 
 
District/County:  Dallas District/Collin County 
Highway/Limit:   From SH 5 
  To Fannin County Line (Eastline Road) 
 
Meeting Date:  Tuesday, May 15, 2007 @ 6:00 p.m. 
 
Location:   Melissa Baptist Church 
 2600 SH 121, Melissa, Texas 75454 
 
 
Proceedings Summary 
 
On May 15, 2007, a Public Meeting was conducted by the Texas Department of 
Transportation (TxDOT) in cooperation with Collin County. The purpose of the meeting 
was to present the proposed roadway improvements to SH (State Highway) 121 from SH 
5 to Eastline Road (Fannin County Line). The meeting was held at the Melissa Baptist 
Church, 2600 SH 121, Melissa, Texas 75454. 
 
The meeting began at 6:00 pm as an open house in the main meeting area of the facility. 
No general announcements or oral presentation was made. One hundred and thirty three 
(133) private citizens signed in at the meeting. Eighteen (18) people in attendance were 
either Texas Department of Transportation employees, elected officials or city 
employees. Six consulting engineering staff were in attendance. Sign-in sheets are 
located in Appendix A. 
 
Maps, drawings, Right-of-Way Relocation Assistance Booklets, and other information 
about the project were on display, showing the project location, recommended 
alternatives, and detailing the need and purpose. Project personnel were available to assist 
in orientation and interpretation of the drawings and other materials on display and 
discuss possible mobility and environmental effects of the proposed project. 
 
Handouts/Displays 
 
Comment forms were in both English and Spanish. Preliminary geometric layouts were 
placed on tables for review by the public. Texas Department of Transportation staff and 
members of the LAN consultant team were available to answer questions. Nine (9) 
boards were displayed to depict the project location, typical sections, photos of the 
existing roadway and depictions of the two types of roadways that are proposed, 4-lane 
urban and 4-lane rural. These items are located in Appendix B. 
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Proposed Improvements 
 
The limit of the proposed project is from State Highway (SH) 5 in Melissa, Texas to the 
Fannin County Line. The proposed project is located in the northern portion of Collin 
County. The highway passes through two incorporated cities, Melissa and Anna and one 
unincorporated town, Westminster. The proposed improvements include widening the 
roadway from a two-lane rural highway to a four-lane divided roadway. The proposed 
project length is 15.1 miles. 
 
The proposed project is to improve traffic mobility, reduce traffic congestion and 
stimulate economic development. The existing facility would not provide sufficient 
capacity for the projected growth in the area. Widening and increasing the number of 
through traffic lanes would improve mobility. 
 
The project would include a four lane divided highway, containing 12-ft travel lanes, 10-
ft outside shoulders and a 40-ft grass median. From SH 5 to the future Outer Loop 
(3,300-ft north of CR 420), the section would be an urban curb-and-gutter section. From 
the future Outer Loop (3,300-ft north of CR 420) to Eastline Road (Fannin County line), 
the project would be a rural, four lane divided highway, containing 12-ft travel lanes, 10- 
ft outside shoulders and a 40-ft grass median and grass-lined ditches. The existing ROW 
width varies from approximately 120-ft wide to approximately 134-ft wide at stream 
crossings and roadway intersections. The proposed ROW width varies from 134-ft to 
170-ft. 
 
The surrounding terrain is level to gently rolling and contains predominantly rural areas. 
Approximately 80 percent of the land use within the proposed project is agricultural, 
either row crop or rangeland. The proposed project crosses 16 jurisdictional waters of the 
United States (U.S.), which include named waterways, Fitzhugh Branch, Clemons Creek, 
Stiff Creek, Brinlee Branch, Sister Grove Creek, Pilot Grove Creek, Desert Creek and 
many unnamed tributaries. No wetlands were detected within the proposed project area. 
 
 
Notices of the Public Meeting were published in the following major newspapers: 
 
Newspaper Notices 
 
The public meeting notice was printed in the Prosper Press on April 4 and April 18, 2007, 
in Al Dia (Spanish) on March 30 and April 20, 2007, in the McKinney Courier-Gazette in 
March 30 and April 19, 2007 and in the Celina Record on March 30 and April 19, 2007. 
 
 
Summary of Comments from Public 
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Written Comments Received at Public Meeting 
 
Thirty-One (31) comment forms were received, either at the meeting or through the mail. 
Comment forms are located in Appendix C. 
 
W1 - The planned Road will take 60 feet off the front of my property, which is 3 lots of 1 
acre with my house on the centre lot. Currently I am permitted to build 2 houses on each 
acre lot, this plan will remove that option, will make the 2-1acre lots worthless as they 
won’t be large enough for septic tanks. I will lose all the trees along the front take so long 
to grow. My privacy will be severely diminished, noise will be up. Even planning this 
means selling now and getting its value will be impossible. I will be unable to get my 
mortgage changed, in fact mortgage company will probably veto it. Noise will be a 
problem. I counsel people in my house and this plan may severely impact my ability to 
do so in safety and privacy. I bought the property because it was well back from the road. 
It also will put my cat in danger. At this moment, any plans I have had to do anything on 
the property are on hold as I don’t know what you will end up doing. The garage at front 
is now on hold too. Maybe I should try to get it zoned commercial and just move. Across 
the road it just fields and cows are there about once every 2 months 60 feet off that does 
not reach the trees. Trees in North Dallas are precious. 
Marianne Hagen, 10515 Highway 121, Anna, Texas 75409. 
 
Response: The proposed project would result in a traffic noise impact at several 
locations along the project and the following noise abatement measures were considered: 
traffic management, alteration of horizontal and/or vertical alignments, acquisition of 
undeveloped property to act as a buffer zone and the construction of noise barriers. 
Before any abatement measure can be proposed for incorporation into the project, it 
must be both feasible and reasonable. In order to be "feasible," the abatement measure 
must be able to reduce the noise level at an impacted receiver by at least five dBA; and to 
be "reasonable," it must not exceed the cost-effectiveness criterion of $25,000 for each 
receiver that would benefit by a reduction of at least five dBA. None of the above noise 
abatement measures would be both feasible and reasonable; therefore, no abatement 
measures are proposed for this project.  
 
Many alignment alternatives were evaluated including new alignment considerations. 
The roadway has been studied to minimize ROW takes using an alternative analysis 
process. Future added capacity is necessary for anticipated future demand on the 
roadway. The minimum ROW is proposed to accommodate that future demand.  
 
Trees would only be removed as necessary during construction. Minor limb trimming 
may be required to promote safety during construction. Every effort would be made to 
preserve trees where they neither compromise safety nor substantially interfere with the 
project’s construction. 
 
 
W2 – This project appears to take about 150,000 sq ft. of frontage from my property. It 
also will take about 200 young pecan trees, 400 - plus young cedar trees, and an irrigation 

 5



system on each of these pecan trees which are just beginning to bear. I also have ~2500’ 
of pipe fence fronting on this property and a gate opener and a landscaped entrance which 
would be taken in a 60’ widening on the north side of 121.  It would appear more logical 
to take the needed 60’ on the south side in this area of 121 and them go to the north side 
at the are where 424 intersects 121. This would miss the Circle V on the south side and 
miss several homes on 121 on the north side. There are no houses or major improvements 
on the south side of 121 from the proposed urban 4 lane until you get to the CR 424 
intersection of 121. Then Circle V is on the south side. I request that someone contact me 
and take a close look at this situation.  
Wanda Hamilton, 12223 State Highway 121 N., Anna, Texas 75409. 
 
Response: Many alignment alternatives were evaluated including new alignment 
considerations. The roadway has been studied to minimize ROW takes using an 
alternative analysis process. Future added capacity is necessary for anticipated future 
demand on the roadway. The minimum ROW is proposed to accommodate that future 
demand.  
 
Tree Impacts Trees would only be removed as necessary during construction. Minor limb 
trimming may be required to promote safety during construction. Every effort would be 
made to preserve trees where they neither compromise safety nor substantially interfere 
with the project’s construction. More detail concerning the project and additional 
opportunities to comment would be an essential component of the upcoming Public 
Hearing for the SH 121 project. 
 
 
W3 – No curbs on medians. Curb = death.  
Richard McComack Jr. (no address provided). 
 
Response: The urban section, with the use of curb-and-gutter configuration is the 
optimum configuration in this situation. Future added capacity is necessary for 
anticipated future demand on the roadway. The minimum ROW is proposed to 
accommodate that future demand. 
 
 
W4 – CR 420 is now CR 1220.  
Ellen Hartley, P.O. Box 324, Melissa, Texas 75451. 
 
Response: Comment noted. 
 
 
W5 – Not to interfere with property at all. To pay full value of property. Put back new 
fence and all trees and not affect a good well and or buy the whole property. 2 house for 
asking price or not to use my side of the property.  
Johnny Turner, 8505 CR 528, Anna, TX 75409 or 1425 San Carlos Dr., Anna, TX 
75495; 903-482-6381. 
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Response: TxDOT ROW acquisition rules stipulate that adequate time be provided to 
potential impacted persons. The rules, policies, and procedures for relocating 
individuals, families, businesses, farms, and nonprofit organizations displaced by TxDOT 
ROW acquisition including methods for providing relocation services and for making 
moving and/or replacement housing cost payments are found in the TxDOT Right of Way 
Manual (Vol. 3-Relocation Assistance, revised September 2007). 
 
Many alignment alternatives were evaluated including new alignment considerations. 
The roadway has been studied to minimize ROW takes using an alternative analysis 
process. Future added capacity is necessary for anticipated future demand on the 
roadway. The minimum ROW is proposed to accommodate that future demand. 
 
Trees would only be removed as necessary during construction. Minor limb trimming 
may be required to promote safety during construction. Every effort would be made to 
preserve trees where they neither compromise safety nor substantially interfere with the 
project’s construction. 
 
Important and essential property features such as water wells and utilities are generally 
replaced in kind as appropriate when a TxDOT project would impair their intended use. 
 
 
W6 – Please do NOT make 121 a toll road. The people in our area cannot afford tolls. 
The commute is already doo expensive. With the rise in gas, an added expense of tolls 
will create a great hardship for too many.  
Cynda Felini, PO Box 638, Westminster, TX 75485 75485;  
writerprintcess@yahoo.com; 469-667-6696. 
 
Response: Comment noted. At this time there is no plan to make SH 121 a toll road in 
this area. 
 
 
W7 – Please provide final grades and elevations at the intersection of State Hwy 121 and 
State Hwy 160. Also, provide drainage detail in the area of this intersection.  
Jack R. Weston, 15155 SH 160, Blue Ridge, TX 75424; 214-585-3613.  
 
Response: Comment noted. More detail concerning the project and additional 
opportunities to comment would be an essential component of the upcoming Public 
Hearing for the SH 121 project. 
 
 
W8 – I would like to know if it is possible to buy a copy of the Collin County GIS map 
dated 2002 Collin County Thoroughfare (information services) displayed on easel at 
meeting. P.S. All people explaining right-of-way questions were courteous and very 
capable – well done!  
Charles M. Brazeal, 2705 Creek Crossing Dr., McKinney, TX 75070; 
zealllp@aol.com; 214-544-3596. 
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Response: Comment noted. Please contact Collin County Public Works Department at 
972-548-3700 to inquire about map purchases. 
 
 
W9 – What number of deaths occurred in the years prior to the turn lane being put in? 
Why do you wish to do away with the turn lanes in between the lights? There are a lot of 
vehicles that utilize it for safer turning without slowing up the traffic.  
Vicky McCormack, 2438 SH 121, Melissa, TX 75454; vmccomack@msn.com; 972-
838-2128. 
 
Response: Left and right-turn lanes are provided throughout the proposed project are 
various locations. The existing urban section has a constant left-turn lane. The proposed 
increase in traffic lanes makes the use of the constant left-turn lane unsafe. 
 
 
W10 – Please email me the project information map.  
David Cox, PO Box 977, McKinney, TX 75070; dcox@careycoxcompany.com; 972-
562-8003. 
 
Response: Comment noted. More detail concerning the project and additional 
opportunities to comment would be an essential component of the upcoming Public 
Hearing for the SH 121 project. 
 
 
W11 – We really need these printed materials. Happy to pay for them, we own 50 Ac 
commercial on corner of 121 & FM 545 (Liberty) purchased from Hillwood. Please 
advise, Thx.  
Tim Hughes, 16000 Dallas Pkwy, Ste. 225, Dallas, TX 75248; 
thughes@falconcompanies.com; 972-404-8382. 
 
Response: Comment noted. More detail concerning the project and additional 
opportunities to comment would be an essential component of the upcoming Public 
Hearing for the SH 121 project. 
 
 
W12 – Creekside is not currently part of Melissa (unannexed). The creek in recent years 
has become more active & swift during storms. Your roadway will greatly increase 
runoff. Please study to see if federal flood planes will rise for 100 yr floods, also check to 
make sure erosive forces under & down stream are controlled. If those erosive forces will 
shift flood plains please inform us!  
Gary Russell, 5380 Creekside, Melissa, TX 75454; 214-882-7660. 
 
Response: According to the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) (Flood Hazard 
Boundary Map Community Panel Nos. 48085C0175G, 48085C0200G,  48085C0100G, 
revised January 19, 1996), the proposed project would cross Zone A (the approximate 
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100-year flood plain boundary). However, no base flood elevation or flood hazard 
factors have been determined. The hydraulic design practices for this project would be in 
accordance with current TxDOT design policy and standards. The highway facility would 
permit conveyance of the design-year flood levels, inundation of the roadway being 
acceptable, without causing substantial damage to the highway, stream or other 
property. Collin County is a participant in the National Flood Insurance Program 
(NFIP). The City of Melissa is not a participant in the NFIP. The proposed project would 
not increase the base flood elevation to a level that would violate the applicable 
floodplain regulations or ordinances, therefore, no coordination with either the FEMA or 
the local floodplain administrator would be required. 
 
 
W13 – Widening needs to start sooner than 2017. Also at 581 where our property is 
located, County is widening & paving road. The state part of that road is to narrow & a 
hazard.  We can’t make turn if car is coming to a stop sign with our long trailer and truck. 
Your access road is too narrow.  
Bucky Buckley, 13730 CR 577, Anna, TX 75409; 972-924-2611. 
 
Response: Many alignment alternatives were evaluated including new alignment 
considerations. The roadway has been studied to minimize ROW takes using an 
alternative analysis process. Future added capacity is necessary for anticipated future 
demand on the roadway. The minimum ROW is proposed to accommodate that future 
demand. 
 
 
W14 - When does the road have to be 450’ wide?  
Albert Womack, 11247 CR 507, Anna, TX 75409; 972-924-2214.  
 
Response: The minimum ROW is proposed to accommodate that future demand. Many 
alignment alternatives were evaluated including new alignment considerations.  The 
roadway has been studied to minimize ROW takes using an alternative analysis process.  
 
Future added capacity is necessary for anticipated future demand on the roadway. From 
TxDOT Design Manual: “In rural areas, median sections are normally wider than in 
urban areas. For multi-lane rural highways without access control, a median width of 76 
ft [22.8 m] is desirable to provide complete shelter for trucks at median openings 
(crossovers). These wide, depressed medians are also effective in reducing headlight 
glare and providing a horizontal clearance for run-off-the-road vehicle encroachments.” 
 
 
W15 – Regarding property at 121/SH 5/ Fannin Rd.: Please protect 1) Small well at 
121/Fannin (NW Corner – 1305 McKinney St.). 2) Deep (woodbone) well at house just 
north of the Beverage store. 3) Stock pond behind house on N. McKinney Street (1309 
McKinney St.). Pros: 1) Light at 121/Fannin and 121/SH5. 2) Improved corner @ 1305 
McKinney St. site. Anti: toll road. Regarding property at 121/McDonald St./Hwy 5 split 
at Fannin Rd.: Pros: 1)Leaving crossover in front of the Beverage store (1305 McKinney 
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St.) in addition to light at Fannin Rd. and Hwy. 5 south. . This crossover is extremely 
helpful moving farm machinery across Hwy 5 to 121. Anti: light at new intersection 
where we have to make stop to turn left onto Hwy 5 and on NB side as well. Note: small 
well at back of house at 1309 McKinney St. ( in addition to 2 other wells seated on 
another comment form).  
Diane Miller, PO Box 126, Melissa, TX 75454; parrishill@att.net; 972-838-2388. 
 
Response: Important and essential property features such as water wells and utilities are 
generally replaced in kind as appropriate when a TxDOT project would impair their 
intended use. Many alignment alternatives were evaluated including new alignment 
considerations. The roadway has been studied to minimize ROW takes using an 
alternative analysis process. Future added capacity is necessary for anticipated future 
demand on the roadway. The minimum ROW is proposed to accommodate that future 
demand. More detail concerning the project and additional opportunities to comment 
would be an essential component of the upcoming Public Hearing for the SH 121 project. 
 
 
W16 - Glad you are moving forward aggressively. I am partner of Melissa Liberty I-II. 
We own 50 acres from FM 545 to Liberty Dr. on north side of 121. Currently 
Washington Dr. is proposed to split our TR into 2 parcels and T into 121. It is imperative 
you address traffic access off 121 onto Washington from both directions. We will be 
severely affected by only accessing our development from 545 or Liberty or R in R out 
only from WB 121. We are planning retail, commercial project and delivery trucks will 
also be an issue. Navigating the side; please call me to review our present conditions in 
more detail.  
Tim Hughes, 16000 Dallas Pkwy, Ste. 225, Dallas, TX 75248; 
thughes@falconcompanies.com; 972-404-8382. 
 
Response: More detail concerning the project and additional opportunities to comment 
would be an essential component of the upcoming Public Hearing for the SH 121 project. 
Many alignment alternatives were evaluated including new alignment considerations. 
The roadway has been studied to minimize ROW takes using an alternative analysis 
process. Future added capacity is necessary for anticipated future demand on the 
roadway. The minimum ROW is proposed to accommodate that future demand. 
 
 
W17 – Strongly oppose the 455 interchange! The feeder roads are too far out - Too much 
land is eaten up at the 455-121 intersection –bridge - feeder roads. The two sections of 
455 need to be re-joined together. Cheaper - (bridge cost)- is not the best way always.  
Martha Jo Soule, PO Box 1263, Alma, TX 75409; mjsoule@dfwair.net; 972-924-2411. 
 
Response: FM 455 was modified as a result of the May 2007 public meeting. 
Alternatives were analyzed and developed that removed the circular ramp configurations 
and frontage roads. Improvements were made to the overall geometry of the intersection 
10 to minimize the ROW requirements as well as accommodate the increasing traffic 
volumes. 
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W18 – It appears that our restaurant, The Circle V, will basically be unaffected by the 
widening of S.H. 121; however, it is imperative that we have a cross- over or turn lane(s) 
to provide access to our restaurant. We discussed this with Mayor Kenneth Pelham, who 
mentioned a median cut to provide this access. Anything less would mean certain failure 
for our family business. Thank you for your consideration.  
Mary Valverde, 12546 S.H. 121 N., Anna, TX 75409; 972-924-2202.  
 
Response: The restaurant is currently located very near the ROW line, making 
improvements that do not impact the restaurant is not feasible or practicable. Many 
alternatives were considered with goal to minimize impact and the least impacting 
alternative was selected. More detail concerning the project and additional opportunities 
to comment would be an essential component of the upcoming Public Hearing for the SH 
121 project. 
 
 
W19 – My main concern is the corner clip on the northwest corner of intersection of Hwy 
121 & Berry Rd. The proposed ROW will take most of my driveway for employee and 
customer parking. A 12” water main will have to be relocated at CR 507 going west the 
intersections. I will have water lines affected. All four corners of Hwy 121 & Berry Rd, I 
have lines & valves & meters. Some of the waterlines on the drawings are not correct. I 
will be glad to go over them with someone.  
Allen Knight, North Collin Water Supply, PO Box 343, Melissa, TX 75454; 
aknight@northcollinwsc.com; 972-837-2331 or 214-212-9308 cell 
 
Response: More detail concerning the project and additional opportunities to comment 
would be an essential component of the upcoming Public Hearing for the SH 121 project. 
 
 
W20 – Please consider the planting of many trees upon completion of the project. Not 
only would it be good for the environment, it is also eye pleasing (pretty). Thank you! 
Please seriously consider this request if not already approved.  
Gregg Farlow, 2611 Katie Trail, Melissa, TX 75454; gafarlow@yahoo.com; 214-773-
4133. 
 
Response: Comment noted. 
 
 
W21 – Intersection at 121 and 455 is 200’ too wide. **Do not use loops!! Use standard 
on & off ramps. This will be less costly to State and surface owner will be happier.  
Steve Soule, PO Box 1263, Anna, TX 75409; 972-924-2411. 
 
Response: FM 455 was modified as a result of the May 2007 public meeting. 
Alternatives were analyzed and developed that removed the circular ramp configurations 
and frontage roads. Improvements were made to the overall geometry of the intersection 
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to minimize the ROW requirements as well as accommodate the increasing traffic 
volumes. 
 
 
W22 – Why would you curb anything? It will all change before you can even begin to 
maintain it. The intersection at 455/121/475 seems too expensive. Most of the spaces are 
too large. The intersection could be lined up better with 455 & 475.  
Bob West, 7586 E FM 455, Anna, TX 75409; 214-676-3025. 
 
Response: Future added capacity is necessary for anticipated future demand on the 
roadway. The minimum ROW is proposed to accommodate that future demand. The 
urban section, with the use of curb-and-gutter configuration is the optimum configuration 
in this situation.  
 
FM 455 was modified as a result of the May 2007 public meeting. Alternatives were 
analyzed and developed that removed the circular ramp configurations and frontage 
roads. Improvements were made to the overall geometry of the intersection to minimize 
the ROW requirements as well as accommodate the increasing traffic volumes. 
 
 
W23 - Barry Rd. Intersection – Your easement on the east side seem excessive. It is 
taking up Kims Corner & the Sonic. At Kims there is plenty of space & there is gas tanks 
underground & it looks like you are taking too much real estate. Kims has been here for a 
long time and is a fixture here. I think you need to take this into consideration. 
Jerry Conklin, 16 Brookhollow; 214-801-1393. 
 
Response: Many alignment alternatives were evaluated including new alignment 
considerations. The roadway has been studied to minimize ROW takes using an 
alternative analysis process. Future added capacity is necessary for anticipated future 
demand on the roadway. The minimum ROW is proposed to accommodate that future 
demand. More detail concerning the project and additional opportunities to comment 
would be an essential component of the upcoming Public Hearing for the SH 121 project. 
There would be four commercial displacements and eight residential displacements 
associated with the proposed project. TxDOT offers relocation assistance to all 
individuals, families, businesses, farmers, ranchers and nonprofit organizations 
displaced as a result of a State highway or other transportation project. No displaced 
residence shall be required to move permanently from his or her residence until at least 
one comparable replacement dwelling is made available to the person. The specific 
relocation sites of the displacees would not be known until TxDOT initiates the ROW 
acquisition process which cannot occur until FHWA approval of the project’s 
environmental document and completion of the public involvement process. 
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W24 – I hope you will establish a project website where project updates are posted. It 
would also be nice if rural property owners were given the opportunity to pay for left turn 
access into their property.  
Kurt Zimmerman; kurt.zimmermann@verizon.net; 972-423-8786.  
 
Response: Comment noted. 
 
 
W25 – Median would be better several with turning lanes for access to properties within 
the area. Concrete, not asphalt , not grass.  
Debra Lee Molaison Darnell, 15837 SH 121 N. Blue Ridge, TX 75424; 972-548-4040, 
972-658-4461, 972-658-6108 (David). 
 
Response: Left and right-turn lanes are provided throughout the proposed project are 
various locations. The existing urban section has a constant left-turn lane. The proposed 
increase in traffic lanes makes the use of the constant left-turn lane unsafe. 
 
 
W26 – No curbs on road. Dangerous for flip overs in accident.  
Rick Dulit, no address. 
 
Response: Future added capacity is necessary for anticipated future demand on the 
roadway. The minimum ROW is proposed to accommodate that future demand. The 
urban section, with the use of curb-and-gutter configuration is the optimum configuration 
in this situation. 
 
 
W27 – We are concerned about the area 455 North to county road 507. We understand 
the need for feeder roads due to the dangerous intersection of 455 & 121, but why do you 
need the additional area between the new highway and the feeder roads? It seems you 
could tighten up the right a way and still address the safety issues. How will you handle 
the intersection of CR 507 and 121? Will it be a red light, stop sign, or what?  
Alan Walters, Anna School Board, 11248 CR 507, Anna, TX 75409; 972-924-2445.  
 
Response: FM 455 was modified as a result of the May 2007 public meeting. 
Alternatives were analyzed and developed that removed the circular ramp configurations 
and frontage roads. Improvements were made to the overall geometry of the intersection 
to minimize the ROW requirements as well as accommodate the increasing traffic 
volumes. More detail concerning the project and additional opportunities to comment 
would be an essential component of the upcoming Public Hearing for the SH 121 project.  
 
From TxDOT Design Manual: “In rural areas, median sections are normally wider than 
in urban areas. For multi-lane rural highways without access control, a median width of 
76 ft [22.8 m] is desirable to provide complete shelter for trucks at median openings 
(crossovers). These wide, depressed medians are also effective in reducing headlight 
glare and providing a horizontal clearance for run-off-the-road vehicle encroachments.” 
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The intersection of CR507 and 121 is proposed to have a two-way stop sign. If additional 
traffic or safety concerns develop, the area will be re-assessed for additional 
improvements. 
 
 
W28 – 455 & 121 needs to be re drawn. Intersection is too large, too wide, too complex. 
Need to be redesigned to reconnect both 455’s.  
Saundra Griffin, WKG Enterprise, 5864 E GM 455, Anna, TX 75409; 972-924-3749. 
 
Response: FM 455 was modified as a result of the May 2007 public meeting. 
Alternatives were analyzed and developed that removed the circular ramp configurations 
and frontage roads. Improvements were made to the overall geometry of the intersection 
to minimize the ROW requirements as well as accommodate the increasing traffic 
volumes. 
 
 
W29 - Concerned about noise levels at FM 455 as 121 crosses Sister Grove Creek. Even 
today, noise from 121 can be heard in Wild Rose Farms. More lanes with more traffic 
will only generate more noise. Some sort of wall may be needed there.  
Keith Simpson, 11465 Wild Rose Lane, Anna, TX; keith@ksimpson.org; 972-924-
2597. 
 
Response: The proposed project would result in a traffic noise impact at several 
locations along the project and the following noise abatement measures were considered: 
traffic management, alteration of horizontal and/or vertical alignments, acquisition of 
undeveloped property to act as a buffer zone and the construction of noise barriers. 
Before any abatement measure can be proposed for incorporation into the project, it 
must be both feasible and reasonable. In order to be "feasible," the abatement measure 
must be able to reduce the noise level at an impacted receiver by at least five dBA; and to 
be "reasonable," it must not exceed the cost-effectiveness criterion of $25,000 for each 
receiver that would benefit by a reduction of at least five dBA. None of the above noise 
abatement measures would be both feasible and reasonable; therefore, no abatement 
measures are proposed for this project. 
 
 
W30 – Use a road surface material that is less noisy than the current “new  & improved” 
surface that was used most recently (the old surface was much quieter). Intersection at 
455 & 121 is much too elaborate. This is not a major intersection. The current design uses 
too much land. The higher road elevation will mean more noise as well. There needs to 
be more coordination between these major projects (e.g., outer loop). I don’t care if 
they’re being managed by different people; they need to work together ultimately.  
Kelly Simpson, 11465 Wild Rose Lane, Anna, TX 75409; 972-924-2597. 
 
Response: The proposed project would result in a traffic noise impact at several 
locations along the project and the following noise abatement measures were considered: 
traffic management, alteration of horizontal and/or vertical alignments, acquisition of 
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undeveloped property to act as a buffer zone and the construction of noise barriers. 
Before any abatement measure can be proposed for incorporation into the project, it 
must be both feasible and reasonable. In order to be "feasible," the abatement measure 
must be able to reduce the noise level at an impacted receiver by at least five dBA; and to 
be "reasonable," it must not exceed the cost-effectiveness criterion of $25,000 for each 
receiver that would benefit by a reduction of at least five dBA. None of the above noise 
abatement measures would be both feasible and reasonable; therefore, no abatement 
measures are proposed for this project. 
 
FM 455 was modified as a result of the May 2007 public meeting. Alternatives were 
analyzed and developed that removed the circular ramp configurations and frontage 
roads. Improvements were made to the overall geometry of the intersection to minimize 
the ROW requirements as well as accommodate the increasing traffic volumes.  
 
The major developments planned within the project area and Collin County are 
continuing to become more urbanized. Local planning goals for the City of Melissa are to 
have more commercial development along SH 121 and this corridor continues to serve as 
the primary commercial area. The proposed project would improve traffic mobility, 
reduce traffic congestion and stimulate economic development. 
 
 
W31 - I own Kims Korner at the corner of 121 & Berry Rd. We are a single store family 
operation that has been in Melissa since 1983. The proposed right-of-way for the right 
turn lane at that intersection will take both of my high-rise signs, my underground fuel 
tanks, my diesel island, part of our regular gas island/canopy, and all of our vacuum at 
our car wash. Obviously, this would be devastating to our business and could put us out 
of business. I would appreciate someone calling me to discuss options & possible 
solutions. Thank you for your time & help. 
Kevin Slaughter, 2837 Acton Place, Birmingham, AL 35243; 205-969-2065. 
 
Response: Many alignment alternatives were evaluated including new alignment 
considerations. The roadway has been studied to minimize ROW takes using an 
alternative analysis process. Future added capacity is necessary for anticipated future 
demand on the roadway. The minimum ROW is proposed to accommodate that future 
demand. 
 
TxDOT ROW acquisition rules stipulate that adequate time be provided to potential 
impacted persons. The rules, policies, and procedures for relocating individuals, 
families, businesses, farms, and nonprofit organizations displaced by TxDOT ROW 
acquisition including methods for providing relocation services and for making moving 
and/or replacement housing cost payments are found in the TxDOT Right of Way Manual 
(Vol. 3-Relocation Assistance, revised September 2007). 
 
There would be four commercial displacements and eight residential displacements 
associated with the proposed project. TxDOT offers relocation assistance to all 
individuals, families, businesses, farmers, ranchers and nonprofit organizations 

 15



 16

displaced as a result of a State highway or other transportation project. No displaced 
residence shall be required to move permanently from his or her residence until at least 
one comparable replacement dwelling is made available to the person. The specific 
relocation sites of the displaces would not be known until TxDOT initiates the ROW 
acquisition process which cannot occur until FHWA approval of the project’s 
environmental document and completion of the public involvement process. More detail 
concerning the project and additional opportunities to comment would be an essential 
component of the upcoming Public Hearing for the SH 121 project. 
 

Recommendations 
TxDOT has thoroughly analyzed all verbal and written comments received from the 
public. The project should continue to proceed forward for further development.  
 
NOTE: This document is to serve only as a summary to the Public Meeting Proceedings 
and TxDOT Responses given to the public’s inquiry. Please see the attached written 
comment forms for a more detailed version. 
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Texas Parks & Wildlife Coordination Letters 
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