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ADDENDUM
09-DECEMBER-2022

APPENDIX J – FARMLAND – Proposed ROW Change 

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

 

PURPOSE OF ADDENDUM: 

Changes were made to the proposed right-of-way (ROW) limits for the US 380 McKinney project in the 60% 

Geometric Schematic Design submittal made on 1-JUL-2022. A copy of that submittal is included in 

Appendix B of this DEIS. This addendum describes where the changes occurred and summarizes how those 

changes affected the impacts and findings disclosed in the previously approved technical reports that make 

up the project appendices. The revised impacts to water features based on the proposed ROW changes are 

disclosed in the DEIS. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ROW CHANGE 

To streamline and accelerate the NEPA process for this project, technical studies were initiated at an early 

stage in schematic development. Initial technical report submittals were based on the proposed ROW 

established in JUN-JUL-2021, with progressive modifications made through NOV-2021. The JUL-2022 

Geometric Schematic Design submittal reflects the continued refinement of the alternatives and 

consideration of input received during the MAR-2022 public meeting and ongoing coordination with the City 

of McKinney, Collin County, and the North Texas Municipal Water District.  

The JUL-2022 submittal made adjustments to the proposed ROW limits throughout the length of the 

proposed alignments to account for drainage, access, and geometric improvements. Areas connecting to 

existing and planned roadway projects, under the direction of the City of McKinney, have also been included 

on the schematics and will still be under refinement into the FEIS. A design decision at the crossing of SH 5 

in proximity of the East Fork Trinity River also added improvements within the existing ROW extending farther 

along SH 5 than was previously reviewed. 
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Figure 1: Proposed ROW Change – November 2021 to July 2022 

Build Alternative 
November 2021 

Proposed ROW (Acres) 

July 2022 Proposed 

ROW (Acres) 

Change in Proposed 

ROW (Acres) 

PURPLE ALTERNATIVE 
W/O SPUR  

1,047.7 1,113.9 66.2 

PURPLE ALTERNATIVE 
W/ SPUR 

1,069.1 1,133.1 64.0 

BLUE ALTERNATIVE 
W/O SPUR 

1,042.0 1,083.5 41.5 

BLUE ALTERNATIVE W/ 
SPUR 

1,081.3 1,098.9 17.6 

BROWN ALTERNATIVE 
W/O SPUR 

1,010.3 1,056.4 46.1 

BROWN ALTERNATIVE 
W/ SPUR 

1,049.5 1,071.8 22.3 

GOLD ALTERNATIVE 
W/O SPUR 

1,015.9 1,086.8 70.9 

GOLD ALTERNATIVE 
W/ SPUR 

1,037.4 1,106.0 68.6 

 

Illustration of the July 2022 Proposed ROW Changes 
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EFFECTS OF THE JULY ROW CHANGE ON FARMLAND IMPACTS AND FINDINGS 

For all Build Alternatives, the proposed ROW changes increased the total area of proposed ROW used to 

calculate the impacts to farmlands on the CPA-106 Form submitted to coordinate with the NRCS in March 

2022. Overall, the minor proposed ROW changes resulted in no substantial change in farmland impacts. 

By Segment: 

Total acres of farmland within the proposed ROW  of Segment A, including prime farmland and farmland of 

statewide importance, increased by 5.1 acres due to adjustments in proposed ROW to extend slightly north 

and south along Custer Rd. at the intersection with existing US 380, and slight extension east where 

Segment A turns to the north.  

Total acres of farmland within the proposed ROW of Segment B, including prime farmland and farmland of 

statewide importance, increased by 7.7 acres due to adjustments in proposed ROW where Segment B turns 

to the north, at the crossing of Sleepy Hollow Rd, and multiple minor adjustments along the northern extent 

of the segment. 

Total acres of farmland within the proposed ROW of Segment E, including prime farmland and farmland of 

statewide importance, increased by 8.5 acres due to widening of the proposed ROW near the western end of 

the segment along Bloomdale Rd., extension of the proposed ROW north and south at SH 5, and multiple 

minor adjustments along the extent of the segment. 

Total acres of farmland within the proposed ROW of Segment C, including prime farmland and farmland of 

statewide importance, decreased by 0.2 acres W/O Spur and 0.1 acres W/Spur, due to minor adjustments 

in proposed ROW along the extent of the segment. 

Total acres of farmland within the proposed ROW of Segment D, including prime farmland and farmland of 

statewide importance, increased by 10.4 acres W/O Spur and 10.2 acres W/Spur due to extension of the 

proposed ROW east and west along McIntire Rd, extension north along Woodlawn Rd, and extension to the 

west along existing US 380 at the western end of the segment.  

By Build Alternative: 

For the Purple Alternative, total acres of prime farmland and farmland of statewide importance increased by 

26.8 acres W/O Spur and by 26.7 acres W/Spur. 

For the Blue Alternative, total acres of prime farmland and farmland of statewide importance increased by 

16.2 acres W/O Spur and by 16.4 acres W/Spur. 

For the Brown Alternative, total acres of prime farmland and farmland of statewide importance increased by 

27.9 acres W/O Spur and by 43.7 acres W/Spur. 

For the Gold Alternative, total acres of prime farmland and farmland of statewide importance increased by 

38.5 acres W/O Spur and by 38.4 acres W/Spur. 
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Figure 2: Comparison of Farmland Impacts By Build Alternative W/O Spur  

Prime and Statewide Important 
Farmland 

Purple Alternative Blue Alternative Brown Alternative Gold Alternative 

Acres (NOV-
2021) 

Acres (JULY-
2022) 

Acres (NOV-
2021) 

Acres (JULY-
2022) 

Acres (NOV-
2021) 

Acres (JULY-
2022) 

Acres (NOV-
2021) 

Acres (JULY-
2022) 

Total Area within the Proposed 
ROW 

1,047.7 1,113.9 1,042.0 1,083.5 1,010.3 1,056.4 1,016.0 1,086.8 

Total Area of Mapped Prime and 
Statewide Important Farmland 
within Proposed ROW 

321.1 347.9 315.8 332.0 304.8 332.7 310.1 348.6 

Area of Mapped Prime 
Farmland 

281.1 305.8 275.8 289.9 277.8 294.2 283.1 310.1 

Area of Mapped Farmland of 
Statewide Importance 

39.9 42.1 39.9 42.1 27.0 38.5 27.0 38.5 

Total Acreage of Proposed ROW in 
Urbanized Areas (McKinney UA) 

922.0 980.1 857.8 891.8 826.0 850.9 890.3 939.3 

 

Figure 3: Comparison of Farmland Impacts By Build Alternative W/Spur 

Prime and Statewide Important 
Farmland 

Purple Alternative Blue Alternative Brown Alternative Gold Alternative 

Acres (NOV-
2021) 

Acres (JULY-
2022) 

Acres (NOV-
2021) 

Acres (JULY-
2022) 

Acres (NOV-
2021) 

Acres (JULY-
2022) 

Acres (NOV-
2021) 

Acres (JULY-
2022) 

Total Area within the Proposed 
ROW 

1,069.1 1,133.1 1,081.3 1,098.9 1,049.5 1,106.0 1,037.4 1,106.0 

Total Area of Mapped Prime and 
Statewide Important Farmland 
within Proposed ROW 

321.1 347.8 315.8 332.2 304.8 348.5 310.1 348.5 

Area of Mapped Prime 
Farmland 

281.1 305.6 275.8 290.0 277.8 294.4 283.1 310.0 

Area of Mapped Farmland of 
Statewide Importance 

39.9 42.1 39.9 42.1 27.0 38.5 27.0 38.5 

Total Acreage of Proposed ROW in 
Urbanized Areas (McKinney UA) 

943.3 999.4 895.7 907.2 863.9 866.4 911.6 866.4 

 

 



U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Natural Resources Conservation Service

PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency)

1. Name of Project

2. Type of Project

PART II (To be completed by NRCS)

3. Date of Land Evaluation Request

5. Federal Agency Involved

6. County and State

1. Date Request Received by NRCS

YES NO  

4.
Sheet 1 of

NRCS-CPA-106
(Rev. 1-91)

2. Person Completing Form

4. Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size

7. Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

Acres: %

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS

6. Farmable Land in Government Jurisdiction

Acres: %

3. Does the corridor contain prime, unique statewide or local important farmland?
(If no, the FPPA does not apply - Do not complete additional parts of this form).

5. Major Crop(s)

8. Name Of Land Evaluation System Used 9. Name of Local Site Assessment System 10. Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS

Alternative Corridors
Purple Brown Blue Gold

PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency)

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly

B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services

C. Total Acres In Corridor

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information

 A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland

B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland

C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted

D. Percentage Of Farmland in Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value

PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information Criterion Relative 
value of Farmland to Be Serviced or Converted (Scale of 0 - 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corridor
Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(c))

1. Area in Nonurban Use

2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use

3. Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed

4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government

5. Size of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average

6. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland

Maximum
Points

15
10

20

20
10

25
57. Availablility Of Farm Support Services

8. On-Farm Investments

9. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services

10. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use

20

25

10

160TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100

Total Corridor Assessment (From Part VI above or a local site
assessment) 160

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260

1. Corridor Selected: 2. Total Acres of Farmlands to be
Converted by Project:

5. Reason For Selection:

Signature of Person Completing this Part:

3. Date Of Selection: 4. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?

YES NO

DATE

NOTE: Complete a form for each segment with more than one Alternate Corridor
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