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Project Name: State Highway 5
CSJ Number: 0047-05-054, etc.
District(s): Dallas

County(ies): Collin

COMMUNITY PROFILE

Attach a map showing the community study area boundaries as well as the locations of any community facilities in the area
(schools, places of worship, health care facilities, recreation centers, social services, libraries, etc).

I. General Information

What is the location of the community that may be impacted?

The proposed SH 5 project limits are from south of FM 1378 (Country Club Road) to south of Melissa Road in the cities of
McKinney and Melissa and unincorporated Collin County, Texas, extending for approximately 9.7 miles. The Community
Impacts Assessment (CIA) study area is comprised of 21 census block groups that encompass the proposed project area.
The CIA study area is based on a combination of transportation, city limits, and block groups. US 75 to the west is a major
transportation corridor in the area and communities west of US 75 would be less likely to be influenced by improvements
to SH 5, so US 75 was selected as the western boundary of the CIA Study Area. The CIA includes the municipalities of
Fairview, McKinney, and Melissa.

The following figures/exhibits have been attached to this report:
Appendix A- Maps

- Project Location Map with CIA Study Area

- USGS Topographic Map

- Community Facilities on Aerial Map

- Minority Populations

Appendix B- Displacement Information
-Displacement Locations

-Displacement Tables

-Housing Availability Table

Appendix C- Census Tables

Appendix D- Site Visit Photographs

Appendix E- Design Schematic and Typical Sections

Il. Project Description

Briefly describe the proposed project.

Please refer to ECOS for project description.

lll. General Character of the Community

What is the name and general character of the community (scattered rural, planned suburban, urban, mixed use)?

The proposed project area occurs within the urban center of downtown McKinney, with rural and mixed use areas to the
north and south of the urban center. From south of Country Club Road in the incorporated community of Fairview to Old
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Mill Road, the general characteristics can be considered rural, with suburban segments throughout. Downtown McKinney
occurs from Old Mill Road to Powerhouse street as a moderately urbanized segment of the city, with industrial areas
centered along the rail line to the east of the project area. From Powerhouse Street to south of Melissa Road in the city of
Melissa, the project area becomes rural and mixed use, with new subdivision development occurring adjacent to the
proposed project. Note that the community facilities listed below focus on the features adjacent to the project, while the
attached maps show other community features within the CIA study area.

Describe the community facilities (shown on attached map) in the area:

Does the facility serve a

Name of Facility Type of Facility Pu.b lic or specific population? GebEnelle a7
private? necessary
If so, who?
Collin Baptist Place of Worship Private | No Map ID 87
Grand Brook Memory Assisted Living Private | The elderly Map ID 1
Care
Golf Club of McKinney | Park/Recreation Public | No Map ID 2
Pecan Grove Historic Place of Worship Private | No Map ID 3
Chapel/Cemetery
Sunrise Learning Center | School/Daycare Private | Youth Map ID 4
Daycare
Templo de Alabanza Place of Worship Private | The Hispanic/Latino Map ID 5
Eben-Ezer community
St. Mark's Baptist Place of Worship Private [ No Map ID 6
Owen's Chapel Place of Worship Private | No Map ID 7
Full Gospel Holy Temple | Place of Worship Private [ No Map ID 8
New Outreach Church of | Place of Worship Private [ No Map ID 9
McKinney
St. James Methodist Place of Worship Private [ No Map ID 10
First Church Place of Worship Private | No Map ID 11
Mundo de Fe Place of Worship Private | The Hispanic/Latino Map ID 12
community
Juanita Maxfield Aquatic | Park/Recreation Public No Map ID 13
Center
Oak Hollow Golf Course | Park/Recreation Private | No Map ID 14
Meleah House of Prayer | Place of Worship Private | No Map ID 15
TXDOT Government Public | No Map ID 16
McKinney School Government Public | youth Map ID 17

District Administration

Standard
TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division
Effective Date: September 2015

Version 1
710.01.DS
Page 2 of 14



@

A=  Community Impacts Assessment Technical Report Form

Reset Form
- - Publicor |DOSsthefacilityserveal 0 details, if
Name of Facility Type of Facility . specific population?
private? necessary
If so, who?

Collin County Health Medical Public | No Map ID 18
Care Services

McKinney Wysong Emergency Service Public No Map ID 19

Central Fire Station

McKinney Health and Medical/Assisted Living Private | The elderly population | Map ID 23
Rehabilitation Center

Medical Center of Medical Public No Map ID 24
McKinney

Texas DPS Government Public No Map ID 62
North Texas Job Corps | Community Facility Private | youth Map ID 63
Samaritan Inn Homeless shelter Private | The homeless Map ID 65

population

North Park Health and Medical/Assisted Living Private | No Map ID 66
Rehabilitation Center

Cottonwood Park Park/Recreation Public No Map ID 85
IV. Data

1. What data sources were used?

Yes  U.S.Census Bureau
Yes  American Community Survey (ACS)
No  Texas State Data Center
No  Other
If other, describe:

Attach tables or thematic maps detailing race (including Hispanics), language, income, disability, gender, and age data for the
affected community study area. Tables and maps may be downloaded from FactFinder and the ACS Summary File. Instructions for
navigating Fact Finder and ACS Summary File can be found in the Toolkit. A list of tables to use can be found in the Toolkit. If you
prefer to use template tables see the Demographic Table Template in the Toolkit.

2. Whatis the current DHHS poverty level? $25,750.00

3. Yes Do any of the census geographies show over a 50% minority population?
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TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division 710.01.DS

Effective Date: September 2015 Page 3 of 14



@

A=  Community Impacts Assessment Technical Report Form

Reset Form
Describe:
297 of the 617 populated Census Blocks within the CIA study area show over a 50% minority population. The
majority of the minority population within the study area are Hispanic or Latino. See Appendix A (Minority
Populations Map) and Appendix C Minority Census Table.
4. No Do any of the census geographies show a median income below the DHHS poverty level?
5. Yes Do any of the census geographies show presence of persons who speak English “less than very well”?

Describe:

Block groups within the CIA study area showed between 3.2 and 33.1 percent of persons who speak English
less than "very well". LEP populations in the study area primarily speak Spanish (4,918 out of 5,256 persons
who speak English less than "very well" spoke Spanish). The other languages reported within the study area
include Indo-European, Asian and Pacific Island, and "other "languages. See Appendix C LEP Census Table.

V. Site Visit

1.  Yes Was a site visit conducted?
Ifyes, attach documentation, notes, and photographs from the field visit.

2. Yes Were there any signs observed in languages other than English?

Describe the languages(s) observed, frequency, and general location of signs in other languages
(throughout the study area, concentrated in a particular vicinity, etc.) :

Signs were observed in Spanish throughout the study aea, with the largest concentration and frequency
within the urban center of McKinney adjacent to the project area. The majority of signs in Spanish were
related to local church, school, and community facilities, as well as local businesses.

3. Yes Were there places of worship, businesses, or services that target or serve specific minority groups?

Describe:

Templo de Alabanza Eben-Ezer, Iglesia El Shadda, Iglesia Mundo de Fe, Iglesia Misionera Biblica, and Templo
Calvario Pentecostes De Dios serve as places of worship for the Hispanic/Latino community. Inter Cambio
Express, Mini Bazaar Rosy, Latino Travel, and Paisano Insurance were identified as businessed serving the
Hispanic/Latino community in the downtown urban segment of the project area.

4. No Were there signs of disabled persons such as ramps on homes or public transportation vehicles or stops
specifically designed for disabled persons?

5. Yes Were there signs of other vulnerable populations such as children or elderly (presence of day cares,
elementary schools or assisted living facilities)?

Describe:

Yes, there is one elementary school (Finch Elementary) and one daycare (Sunrise Learning Center) that serve
children; two assisted living facilities (Grand Brook Memory Care and Redbud Place Senior Living) that serve
the elderly; and The Samaritan Inn, Meals on Wheels, and North Texas Job Corps that serve low-income
populations. See Appendix D for photographs.

6. Yes Were there any signs of low-income families or neighborhoods (subsidized housing, homes or cars in
need of repair, used goods stores, low-cost health care facilities)?

Standard Version 1
TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division 710.01.DS
Effective Date: September 2015 Page 4 of 14




@

A=  Community Impacts Assessment Technical Report Form

Reset Form
Describe:
Several mobile home parks were observed within the community along Dungan St, S Tennessee St near
Dorsey St, and Villa View trailer park near the SH 5 and Spur 399 interchange. Many of the mobile homes
within the parks were older homes and in need of repair.
7. Yes Are there signs of other modes of transportation?
Yes Are there bus or train stops?
Describe:
An existing bus stop was observed at the intersection of E Davis St and S McDonald St (SH 5),
directly adjacent to the project area. The bus stop serves the urban community of McKinney.
No Are there marked bike lanes or bicycle lane signage?
Yes Did you observe cyclists in the area?
Describe:
Cyclists were seen along the northbound shoulder of SH 5 within the project area, north of the
intersection of Powerhouse St and SH 5.
Yes Are there sidewalks?
Describe:
Small discontinuous sections of sidewalk are present throughout the project area, primarily
with the urban areas of McKinney or adjacent to commercial and business developments.
Yes Did you observe “goat paths” or dirt pathways adjacent to the project area?
Describe and show limits of goat paths or dirt pathways on map:
Dirt pathways were observed adjacent to the project area near Chestnut Square Historic
Village, between E Standifer St and north of Anthony St. Additional dirt pathways exist
throughout the project area.
8. No Is there any additional information about this community that will be helpful?
9. Yes Is public involvement planned for this project?

Results from the Scope Development Tool

1.  Yes Did the Scope Development Tool identify the need for a residential displacements analysis?

2, Yes Did the Scope Development Tool identify the need for a commercial displacements analysis?

X Low level commercial displacements analysis
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Select the level of analysis identified on the Scope Development Tool:

[ ] Medium level commercial displacements analysis

[ ] High level commercial displacements analysis

3. No Did the Scope Development Tool identify the need for an other displacements analysis?

4. Yes Did the Scope Development Tool identify the need for an access and travel patterns analysis?

Select the level of analysis identified on the Scope Development Tool:

X] Medium risk access and travel patterns analysis
[ ] High risk access and travel patterns analysis
5. Yes Did the Scope Development Tool identify the need for a community cohesion analysis?

Select the level of analysis identified on the Scope Development Tool:

X] Medium risk community cohesion analysis

[ ] High risk community cohesion analysis

Residential Displacements
Consider the community facilities and vulnerable populations other than EJ populations listed in your Community Profile answers.

1.  How many residences will be displaced or impacted in a manner that would prevent them from being occupied
(loss of parking or access)?

Three residences, all located in the northern portion of the project in unincorporated Collin County.

2.  What type of residences will be displaced (single family homes, apartment, duplexes, etc.)?

All three residences are single family homes. Per Collin County CAD 2019, the market values for the properties are
approximately $110,000, $140,000 and $160,000.

3.  Yes Is there comparable replacement housing available?

Explain:

A small amount of comparable replacement housing is available but houses in these price ranges are limited
in the project area. A search of several real estate sites was conducted to determine the availability of
properties with single-family houses for sale within the project area cities of McKinney and Melissa and
unincorporated Collin County north of McKinney. Based on the results, between zero and six single-family
homes were listed for sale in the $100,000-$125,000 range in McKinney and none in Melissa or
unincorporated Collin County north of McKinney. Between zero and three single-family homes were listed
for sale in the $150,000 to $175,000 range in McKinney and between zero and three single-family homes
were listed for sale in the $150,000 to $175,000 range in Melissa or unincorporated Collin County north of
McKinney. This is not an exhaustive list of properties available within the cities. Due to the small size of these
cities, information on properties may be more readily available and easily acquired at a local level. Both
McKinney and Melissa have available several established residences as well as new build residences for sale.
Several residential subdivisions are currently under construction in both cities.

Should the current residents not seek out another house to purchase, single-family houses may be available
for rentin the area. In McKinney, approximately 1 rental property was listed as available with monthly rent
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cost ranging from $500/month to $1000/month, and 141 rental properties were listed between $1,000/
month to $2,000/month. In Melissa,16 rental properties were listed between $1,000/month to $2,000/
month. In addition, 10 apartments were listed for rent in McKinney from $500/month to $1000/month and
32 apartments were listed for rent within McKinney between $1,000/month to $2,000/month. The TxDOT
Dallas District ROW office searches all housing within 50 miles of a displaced property and offers additional
help if no adequate housing can be found.

No Would displacements impact community cohesion?

Explain:

The potential displacements do not represent a distinct group, neighborhood, or subdivision, and they
represent a very small percentage of the greater community populations. it is unlikely that displacing 2
residences in unincorporated Collin County would influence community cohesion in the area.

The proposed improvements would not affect, separate, or isolate any distinct neighborhoods, ethnic
groups, or other specific groups. No residential neighborhood would be separated or divided by the
proposed project. Positive impacts to residential communities would include improved mobility and
accessibility throughout the CIA study area and to surrounding communities.

Commercial Displacements

Consider the community facilities and vulnerable populations other than EJ populations listed in your Community Profile answers.

1.

2,

What types of businesses exist in the study area?

A variety of small businesses including strip mall retail, auto repair, auto parts, storage, fast food, nurseries, places of
worship, medical facilities, post offices, convenience stores, and gas stations.

How many businesses will be displaced or impacted in a manner that would prevent them from continuing to
operate (loss of parking or access)?

Five businesses would be impacted in a manner that would cause the property owners to rebuild at the same location
with structure reconfiguration or prevent them from continuing to operate at their current location. These businesses
include a motorcycle clubhouse, a stone fabricator, an irrigation supply store, a bakery, and a used car lot. (see
Appendix B Maps and Tables).

Note that we are currently investigating discrepancies between the parcel data ID numbers and boundaries provided
by TxDOT with the survey data compared to the Collin County Appraisal District Data. For this reason we are including
both the Schematic ID and Parcel ID numbers in this discussion.

Schematic ID #199 are three businesses that were grouped together in the TxDOT survey data but appear to have
been divided into three separate parcels that contain three different business that would be potentially impacted by
the project.

Schematic ID #199 (Parcel ID#1059687) is the Scorpions Motorcycle clubhouse at 2124 N Church St., McKinney, TX,
75069. The proposed project would remove all of their parking.

Schematic ID #199 (Parcel ID#1875457) is Fabricators Stone Group at 2122 N Church St., McKinney, TX, 75069. The
proposed project would remove a portion of property currently used for inventory.

Schematic ID #199 (Parcel ID #2689028) is Metro Irrigation Supply at 1615 McDonald St, McKinney, TX, 75069. The
parcel includes a commercial building and irrigation supply stock. The proposed project would bisect property by
adding a sidestreet removing much of their inventory space.

Schematic ID #291 (Parcel ID #464483) is Lihoudies Bakery at 6573 N McDonald St, Melissa, TX 75454. The parcel

contains a small commercial building that serves as a bakery and a separate detached building that sells produce. The
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3.

4.

proposed project would remove most of the available parking.

Schematic ID#67 (Parcel 2705130) at 1308 S McDonald St, McKinney, TX 75069 is Tovi Motors, a used car lot with a
small commercial building and inventory of used cars. Proposed project would remove parking likely required for
inventory to maintain a viable business.

There are approximately 11 commercial industrial properties (land only) for sale in McKinney (Loopnet.com, 6/27/19)
between $160,000 and $800,000. There are approximately 5 commercial industrial properties (land only) for sale in
Melissa, TX (Loopnet.com, 6/27/19) ranging from $235,000 to $800,000. There were 2 single tenancy commercial
buildings for sale in McKinney, between $500,000 to $1,000,000.

The vacant lots and commercial properties currently available may provide a means for these facilities to relocate.
Four of the displaced businesses are not unique to the proposed project area as there are other irrigation supply, used
car lots, small food supply and stone supply in the area. The Scorpions Motorcycle Club (which is a local chapter of a
national club) is unique as it serves the local biker community. It was difficult to ascertain from real estate listings if
there are properties would be available that could serve as a relocated clubhouse.

Yes Are these businesses unique to the area?

How far away would one have to travel to find a similar business offering similar services?

The Scorpions Motorcycle Club is the only potential displacement unique to the area. As it is specific to a
local chapter of a national club there is only one located in McKinney. The nearest other chapters are two
clubs located in Dallas.

Yes Do these businesses serve a specific population (specific ethnic group, disabled, low-income families,

etc.)?

Explain:

The Scorpions Motorcycle Club serves the biker community of McKinney, TX.

No Have the businesses indicated if they would relocate?

NOTE: The conclusion statement should be included in the NEPA document if one is being produced. Upon completion, upload
this Documentation Standard to the Community Impacts and EJ section of the Documents page in ECOS.

Conclusion: Based on the information above, how will displacements associated with the proposed project impact
the community?

Substantial adverse impacts to the community resulting from the potential displacements associated with the proposed
project are not anticipated. Three residential and five commercial businesses would potentially be displaced or relocated
as a result of the proposed project. For the residents being displaced by the proposed project, there may comparable
replacement housing available within the immediate surrounding community for displaced persons to relocate. Some
potentially displaced structures may also be able to be relocated elsewhere on the impacted properties. Also,
opportunities exist within the communities for the potentially displaced businesses to relocate. Four of the potential
business displacements are not unique to the area. The Scorpions Motorcycle Club is unique to the area and serves the
local biker community.

ACCESS AND TRAVEL PATTERNS
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1.

3.

4.

5.

How do people currently access adjacent parcels (car, walking, cycling, mass transit)?

The majority of access to adjacent parcels is accomplished though auto transportation along SH 5 and connecting side
streets, connecting all businesses, neighborhoods, and facilities to the proposed project area.

Describe the permanent changes to access and/or travel patterns.

Implementation of the proposed project would result in changes of access to/from SH 5 within the proposed project
limits. Changes in access and travel patterns would likely result from the introduction of a raised median in the rural
portions of the project and introductions of continuous bike/pedestrian facilities for the length of the proposed
project.

Under existing conditions, motorists can enter both north and southbound SH 5 within the project limits from
adjacent driveways, side streets, and cross streets. As part of the proposed improvements access to/from northbound
and southbound SH 5 to/from adjacent driveways, side streets, and cross streets would be limited to select locations.
Raised medians will be installed where none currently exist or where there is currently a striped two-way left turn
median between Country Club Road and Spur 399 and N Tennessee St to Melissa Road. This would permanently
change the access, distance, and time traveled for many properties along SH 5 within the project limits. Namely for
those traveling on one side of the roadway who wanted to access a property on the opposite side of the roadway. In
most cases, motorists would have to continue past their destination, then conduct a U-turn at the next available
median opening and track back to their destination. The distance between median openings varies from approx. 330
feet to 3,400 feet with a typical distance between 500 feet and 1,000 feet. Note that exact locations of median
openings are not finalized and will be determined during detailed design in cooperation with the project area
municipalities.

In addition, some of the properties adjacent to the SH 121 ramps will no longer have direct access to SH 121 and
instead will have access via a driveway that connects to the highway further down along SH 5 or SH 121.

What neighborhoods and businesses will be affected by these changes?

Residences and businesses between Country Club Road and Spur 399 and N Tennessee St to Melissa Road, would be

affected by the addition of a median where none currently exists. In addition, some of the properties adjacent to the

SH 121 ramps will no longer have direct access to SH 121 and instead will have access via a driveway that connects to
the highway further down along SH 5 or SH 121.

No Are any community facilities affected?

How will emergency response times be affected?

Changes in access to area hospitals as a result of the proposed improvements is not anticipated. While the additional
travel lanes would be expected to improve mobility and therefore emergency response times, the introduction of a
raised median may have an affect on response times. The distance between median openings varies from approx. 330
feet to 3,400 feet with a typical distance between 500 feet and 1,000 feet. Where median openings are not available,
emergency response vehicles would have to continue to the next available median opening and conduct a U-turn.
Median openings along the length of the proposed project are frequent, but depending on where an incident is
located, the response time may be improved or slightly hindered.

For mass transit, walking, cycling impacts, which mode(s) will be permanently impacted?

Cyclists and sidewalk users would benefit from the addition of either a shared used path or adjacent or buffered
sidewalks along the length of the project area. Currently sidewalks are discontinuous within the project limits.
Adjacent and buffered sidewalks are proposed along the sides of the roadways in each segment to accommodate
pedestrians. A 12’ wide shared-use-path (SUP) is provided along the SB direction from S. Tennessee St to N. Tennessee
St. A 14-foot outside shared used lane is provided along SH 5 in both directions outside of the limits of the 12" SUP.
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7.  How far will the user of this/these modes have to travel to find a comparable route/service? How much time will
be added to their trips?

As noted, cyclists and sidewalks users are anticipated to benefit; no additional travel time added.

8. Yes Are any design elements proposed to mitigate adverse impacts to these modes?

Describe:

As noted, the addition of either a shared used path or adjacent or buffered sidewalks along the length of the
project area would be a positive impact; no adverse impacts to other modes anticipated.

NOTE: The conclusion statement should be included in the NEPA document if one is being produced. Upon completion, upload this
Documentation Standard to the Community Impacts and EJ section of the Documents page in ECOS.

Conclusion: Based on the information above, how will the proposed project impact access and travel patterns for the
community?

Implementation of the proposed project would result in changes of access to/from SH 5 within the proposed project limits.
Changes in access and travel patterns would likely result from the introduction of a raised median in the rural portions of
the project and introductions of continuous bike/pedestrian facilities for the length of the proposed project. Cyclists and
evidence of pedestrians were observed in the area so shared use paths will benefit current cyclists and pedestrians and
future users of these modes.

Under existing conditions, motorists can enter both north and southbound SH 5 within the project limits from

adjacent driveways, side streets, and cross streets. As part of the proposed improvements, a raised median would be
introduced in some locations, and access to/from northbound and southbound SH 5 to/from adjacent driveways, side
streets, and cross streets would be limited to select locations. Raised medians would be installed where none currently
exist or where there is currently a striped two-way left turn median between Country Club Road and Spur 399 and N
Tennessee St to Melissa Road. This would permanently change the access, distance, and time traveled for many properties
along SH 5 within the project limits. Namely for those traveling on one side of the roadway who wanted to access a
property on the opposite side of the roadway. In most cases, motorists would have to continue past their destination, then
conduct a U-turn at the next available median opening and track back to their destination. The distance between median
openings varies from approx. 330 feet to 3,400 feet with a typical distance between 500 feet and 1,000 feet. Note that exact
locations of median openings are not finalized and will be determined during detailed design in cooperation with the
project area municipalities.

In addition, some of the properties adjacent to the SH 121 ramps will no longer have direct access to SH 121 and instead
will access via a driveway that connects to the highway further down along SH 5 or SH 121.

Emergency responders would also have to become familiar with access and travel pattern changes resulting from the
proposed project. The additional travel lane in each direction is anticipated to improve response times, while the raised
median may hamper response time, depending on where the incident is located.

Currently sidewalks are discontinuous within the project limits. Cyclists and sidewalk users would benefit from the
addition of a either a shared used path or adjacent or buffered sidewalks along the length of the project area.

The proposed roadway would ultimately provide motorists, pedestrians, and cyclists a more efficient and safer route to
move within and through the proposed project area.
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Community Cohesion

Consider the community facilities and vulnerable populations other than EJ populations listed in your Community Profile answers.

1.  If there is an existing roadway or other separation, how will the proposed project change that separation?

SH 5 is an existing roadway, and it is not anticipated that the proposed project would noticeably change the existing
separation. There are currently subdivisions and residential neighborhoods on both sides of SH 5 and the proposed
project would not impact community cohesion.

2. How would the proposed project change the way that people within the community access other parts of the
community and participate in local activities?

By adding a raised median, the proposed project would provide safer traffic conditions and alleviate congestion along
SH 5 within the proposed project area. By adding lanes to portions of existing SH 5, the proposed project will be

able to handle a higher volume of traffic. This would allow for greater access to other parts of the community which
would more enable people in the community to participate in local activities. The additional through lanes will help
motorists move within and through the CIA study area more efficiently. The introduction of the shared-use path and/
or sidewalks may encourage people to walk or bike throughout the community and to local activities, versus driving.

3.  How will the proposed project change the way that people use local services and facilities change?

Sidewalks are currently discontinuous along the project limits. The introduction of either a shared use path or
sidewalks may encourage people to pursue alternative modes of transportation. Those that do not feel safe
walking/cycling along existing SH 5 or do not have an automobile would have new and safe bike and pedestrian
facilities to utilize to move throughout the community. With improved access to bike/pedestrian facilities, some
people who may currently not have the means to visit or use local services and facilities such as libraries, would have
an additional mode of transportation to consider and utilize to reach these services/facilities.

NOTE: The conclusion statement should be included in the NEPA document if one is being produced. Upon completion, upload
this Documentation Standard to the Community Impacts and EJ section of the Documents page in ECOS.

Conclusion: Based on the information above, how will the proposed project impact community cohesion?

The proposed improvements to SH 5 would increase capacity, improve mobility, alleviate congestion, and improve traffic
safety. Additionally, continuous bike/pedestrian facilities would be introduced along the proposed project, providing
improved access/use of the proposed project area for members of the bike/pedestrian community. These proposed
improvements would make it easier and safer for people to travel within their community and interact with other
members of their community. These effects from the proposed project will lead to improved community cohesion because
area residents and workers will be better able to venture out into their community, patronize local businesses, and interact
with other community members and business patrons. Negative impacts to community cohesion resulting from the
implementation of the proposed project are not anticipated.

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

1.  Yes Will there be displacements?

How many are in predominantly minority and/or low income census geographies versus non-minority
and non-low income geographies?

There are three residential displacements. Two are located in a census block containing over 50% minority
and one is located in a census block with less than 50% minority.
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The are five business displacements. Four of the five parcels were located in blocks with no population data
in the census data, and one was located in a block with over 50% minority.

2. Yes Will there be access and travel pattern impacts?

What types of impacts are in predominantly minority and/or low income census geographies versus
non-minority and non-low income geographies?

Access and travel pattern impacts would occur throughout the length of the proposed project. Changes in
access and travel patterns would equally impact minority and/or low-income populations and non-minority
and/or non-low income populations.

3. No Will there be community cohesion impacts?

4, Yes Will the community experience any negative impacts to air quality or water quality from increased noise
level or from hazardous materials?

What types of impacts are in predominately minority and/or low income census geographies versus
non-minority and non-low income geographies?

It is anticipated that increased traffic noise will occur within the project area. Traffic noise analysis is
currently being conducted.

5. No Has the community experienced substantial impacts from past transportations projects such as a new
roadway causing large number of displacements or introducing a barrier and separating parts of the
community?

6. No Has the community experienced substantial impacts from any other major projects such as utilities,
industry, etc?

7. No Is there any mitigation proposed to specifically lessen the severity of these impacts on EJ populations?

8. No If there are any impacts to minority or low-income populations would these impacts still be considered
disproportionately high and adverse after mitigation has been applied?

NOTE: The conclusion statement should be included in the NEPA document if one is being produced. Upon completion, upload
this Documentation Standard to the Community Impacts and EJ section of the Documents page in ECOS. If is concluded
that there will be disproportionately high and adverse impacts to EJ communities, consult the CIA handbook or further
guidance.

Conclusion: Based on the information above and information in the community profile, will the proposed project
have disproportionately high and adverse impacts on minority and/or low-income populations?

It is anticipated that the project would have three residential displacements, with two in census blocks reported to have
over 50% minority populations, and five business displacements, four in blocks with no population data, and one in a block
with over 50% minority population. There will also be changes to access and travel patterns. These changes would occur
throughout the project area and are not concentrated in areas identified as EJ census blocks. In addition to displacements
and increase in travel time and routes there are many benefits anticipated for the community as a whole included minority
and low-income populations. The project will improve mobility, efficiency, and safety through the corridor and provide
bicycle and pedestrian facilities that do not currently exist. Based on this information impacts from the project are not
anticipated to be disproportionately high or adverse for EJ populations.

Standard Version 1
TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division 710.01.DS
Effective Date: September 2015 Page 12 of 14
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A=  Community Impacts Assessment Technical Report Form

Reset Form

Limited English Proficiency

1. Yes Were there LEP persons identified in the project area?

What languages do they speak?

The majority of LEP populations speak Spanish. Other languages include Indo-European, Asian and Pacific-
Island. All block groups within the study area contain persons with LEP.

2 What public involvement techniques were used or is planned to be used?

Please note in the response whether public involvement notices are available to view under the Public Involvement or
Community Impacts section of ECOS.

A Public Meeting was held November 27, 2018 at Collin College Central Park Campus Conference Center, 2400
Community Ave., McKinney, TX 75071. The purpose of the Public Meeting was to solicit public comments on the
proposed reconstruction and widening of SH from south of FM 1378 to south of Melissa Road in Collin County. A
notice for the meeting was placed in the Dallas Morning News, Al Dia (in Spanish), and the McKinney Courier
Gazette, at least 15-days prior to the public meeting. The notice was also posted on www.keepitmovingdallas.com
prior to the public meeting. For the meeting, a notice that included a project summary and a public meeting
location map was mailed to public and elected officials, and adjacent property owners. At the public meeting, a
preliminary layout illustrating the proposed project was displayed for public view and comment. The following
exhibits were also displayed at the public meeting: a Welcome display board and a statement regarding the
Memorandum of Understanding between TxDOT and the Federal Highway Administration in English and Spanish,
a Project Location board, and two typical sections boards. A comment form was made available to attendees at the
public meeting. 105 people attended the meeting and 23 comments were received. Spanish speaking team
members were available at the meeting.

A Public Hearing will be held at a later date to present the proposed project, and to encourage and solicit public
comment. In addition to the above public involvement techniques, a notice will also be made available online at
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/get-involved/about/hearings-meetings.html.

3.  Yes Was assistance in a language other than English requested or is it anticipated to be requested?

Describe:

No translation services were requested for the public meeting, although Spanish speaking team members
were available. One of the public comments from the public meeting noted a preference to communicate in
Spanish. It is not anticipated that there will be a request for translation services at the public hearing;
however, Spanish speaking team members will be available.

4. How were LEP persons accommodated during the public involvement process?

Please note in the response if copies of public involvement materials are available to view under the Public Involvement or
Community Impacts section of ECOS.

Public meeting notifications and display ads were translated into Spanish and included in a local Spanish-language
newspaper and Spanish-speaking staff members were available at the public meeting. The notices included a
statement to contact TxDOT for communication or accommodation needs.

The public hearing notifications and display ads will also be translated into Spanish and included in a local Spanish-
language newspaper. The notices will include a statement to contact TxDOT for communication or accommodation
needs. Spanish-speaking staff members will be available at the public hearing.

Standard Version 1
TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division 710.01.DS
Effective Date: September 2015 Page 13 of 14



A=  Community Impacts Assessment Technical Report Form

Reset Form
5. Yes Is any more public involvement planned?

Yes Will LEP persons continue to be accommodated?

NOTE: The conclusion statement should be included in the NEPA document if one is being produced. Upon completion, upload
this Documentation Standard to the Community Impacts and EJ section of the Documents page in ECOS.

Conclusion: Based on the information above and public involvement documentation, were LEP persons given the
opportunity for meaningful involvement in the NEPA process?

Reasonable steps have been and will continue to be taken in the NEPA process to ensure that LEP persons have
meaningful access to the programs, services, and information TxDOT provides. The legal notice for the public meeting was
published in the Spanish language newspaper, Al Dia, as well as two English language newspapers. All Legal Notices
published in English language newspapers provided contact information for persons interested in attending the meeting
who had special communication/accommodation needs. Meeting notices mailed to elected officials, adjacent property
owners, and previous public involvement attendees were in both English and Spanish. A project team member fluent in
Spanish was available at the public meeting to provide communication assistance to Spanish-speaking attendees. The

public meeting comment form was provided in both English and Spanish. The previously discussed accommodations
would be repeated for the public hearing.

Prepared By:

Rain Nox Environmental Technical Manager

Preparer Name Title

H Digitally signed by Rain Nox

Ral n NOX Date: 2019.12.20 16:09:32 -06'00' December 20,2019

Preparer Signature Date
Standard Version 1
TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division 710.01.DS

Effective Date: September 2015 Page 14 of 14
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APPENDIX A
MAPS

Project Location Map with CIA Study Area
USGS Topographic Map

Community Facilities on Aerial Map
Minority Populations
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SH 5 Community Facilities

Map Key
MapID |[Name Type
1 Grand Brook Memory Care Medical/Assisted Living
2 Golf Club of Mckinney Park/Recreation
3 Pecan Grove Historic Cemetery/Chapel Place of Worship
4 Sunrise Learning Center Daycare School/Daycare
5 Templo de Alabanza Eben-Ezer Place of Worship
6 St Mark's Baptist Place of Worship
7 Owen's Chapel Place of Worship
8 Full Gospel Holy Temple Place of Worship
9 New Outreach Church of McKinney Place of Worship
10 St. James Methodist Place of Worship
11 First Church Place of Worship
12 Mundo de Fe 901 N McDonald Place of Worship
13 Juanita Maxfield Aquatic Center Park/Recreation
14 Oak Hollow Golf Course Park/Recreation
15 Meleah House of Prayer Place of Worship
16 TxDOT Government
17 McKinney School District Administration Government
18 Collin County Health Care Services Medical/Assisted Living
19 McKinney Wysong Central Fire Station Emergency Service
20 McKinney Municipal Court Government
21 St. Nicholas Russian Orthodox Place of Worship
22 Collin Central Appraisal District Government
23 McKinney Health and Rehabilitation Center Medical/Assisted Living
24 Medical Center of McKinney Medical/Assisted Living
25 McKinney National Airport Government
26 Heard Natural Science Museum and Wildlife Sanctuary Park/Recreation
27 Wilson Creek Softball and Baseball Diamond Park/Recreation
28 Covenant Church Place of Worship
29 Milestone Church Place of Worship
30 Hillcrest Christian Church Place of Worship
31 Towne Lake Recreation Area Park/Recreation
32 Finch Park Park/Recreation
33 Cornerstone Christian Academy School/Daycare
34 Boys and Girls Club of Collin County Community Facility
35 Fitzhugh Park Park/Recreation
36 Mt Pilgrim Freewill Baptist Church Place of Worship
37 Good Hope Baptist Church Place of Worship
38 Old Settlers Recreation Center Community Facility
39 Mouzon Park Park/Recreation
40 New Jerusalem Baptist Place of Worship
41 Pentecostal Church of God Place of Worship
42 First Baptist Place of Worship
43 First Christian Church of McKinney Place of Worship
44 St Peters Episcopal Place of Worship
45 First United Methodist Place of Worship
46 McKinney Chamber of Commerce Government
47 Central Park Park/Recreation
48 Dr. Glenn Mitchell Memorial Park Park/Recreation
49 City of McKinney Government
50 Roy and Helen Hall Memorial Library Community Facility
51 Lively Hill Church of God Place of Worship
52 Wattley park Park/Recreation
53 Unique Deliverance Tabernacle Place of Worship
54 Bethlehem Christian Church Place of Worship

1of2




SH 5 Community Facilities

Map Key
55 Truth Chapel Church Place of Worship
56 Murphy Park Park/Recreation
57 Discovery Learning Center School/Daycare
58 McKinney Central Church of Christ Place of Worship
59 Iglesia Adventista del Septimo Dia de McKinney Place of Worship
60 Waddell Street Baptist Church Place of Worship
61 Northwest Baptist Church Place of Worship
62 Texas DPS Government
63 North Texas Job Corp Community Facility
64 US Post Office Government
65 Samaritan Inn Community Facility
66 North Park Health and Rehabilitation Center Medical/Assisted Living
67 Collin County Public Works Government
68 Inspiration Park Park/Recreation
69 Bob Miller Park Park/Recreation
70 First Melissa Place of Worship
71 US Post Office Government
72 Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints Place of Worship
73 McKinney High School/Daycare
74 Faubion Middle School/Daycare
75 Finch Elementary School/Daycare
76 Webb Elementary School/Daycare
77 Burks Elementary School/Daycare
78 Caldwell Elementary School/Daycare
79 Malvern Elementary School/Daycare
80 Naomi Press Elementary School/Daycare
81 Sereneity High School/Daycare
82 McKinney Fire Station 6 Emergency Service
83 McKinney Fire Station 4 Emergency Service
84 McKinney Senior Recreation Center Community Facility
85 Cottonwood Park Park/Recreation
86 McKinney Community Center Community Facility
87 Collin Baptist Place of Worship
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Potential Displacements Map Overview
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Potential Displacements Table
Housing Availability Table
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SH 5 Potential Displacements associated with the Proposed Project

Schematic | Parcel ID Address Type Improvement | Land Value | Total Market| Year Description EJ Area’
Property ID Value Value Built
199 1059687|2124 N CHURCH ST |Commercial $43,050 | 55,722 $98,772 (1970 Scorpions Motorcycle Clubhouse. Currently  [NA
MCKINNEY, TX labeled as part of schematic ID #199 on survey
75069 provided by TxDOT but appear to be separate
business. The proposed project new ROW
would remove all of their parking.
199 1875457/2122 N CHURCH ST JCommercial $22,136 | $185,826 $207,962 |1953 Fabricators Stone Group. Currently labeled as [NA
MCKINNEY, TX 1980 part of schematic ID #199 on survey provided
75069 2013 by TxDOT but is a separate parcel according to
Collin CAD. Appears to be a separate business
that also has stock inventory onsite that would
be displaced.
199 26890281615 N MCDONALD |Commercial $275,008 | $381,150 $656,158 |1950 Metro Irrigation Supply Company. Property NA
ST 2000 includes commercial building and irrigation
MCKINNEY, TX 2015 supply stock. Project would bisect property by
75069 adding a sidestreet.
275 201214416015 N MCDONALD ]Residential $144,915 $13,500 $158,415 |1987 Single-family house with detached garage. Yes
ST House would be displaced.
MELISSA, TX 75454
285 259265716348 N MCDONALD JResidential $83,496 $27,450 $110,946 |1985 Single-family house. House would be No
ST displaced.
MELISSA, TX 75454
291 464483|6573 N MCDONALD JCommercial $92,273 $84,506 $176,779 |1960 Lihoudies Yes
ST
MELISSA, TX 75454
67 27051301308 S MCDONALD |Commercial $137,815 | $154,621 $292,436 |2014 Tovi Motors used car lots with small NA
ST commerical building. Project would remove
MCKINNEY, TX parking likely required for inventory.
75069
261 463395|5671 N MCDONALD |Residential $139,632 | S$119,354 $119,354 |1940 Single-family house. House would be Yes

ST MELISSA, TX
75454

displaced.

!= as defined by whether or not the parcel is located in a census block group with greater than 50% minority populations
NA= located in block with no census population data




Home Availibility within McKinney and Melissa/Unincorporated Collin County just north of McKinney

In McKinney In Melissa/unincorporated Collin County
Website $100,000 to $125,000 $150,000 to $175,000 $100,000 to $125,000 $150,000 to $175,000
Ziprealty.com 0 0 0 0
Zillow.com 3 3 0 3
Trulia.com 6 1 0 0
Ebby.com 2 0 0 1

Notes: Sites searched conducted June 26, 2019. Single family homes.




APPENDIX C
CENSUS TABLES

Minority
Median Household Income
LEP




Table 1. Race and Ethnicity within CIA Study Area Census Blocks *

Not Hispanic or Latino
Census Black or | American Native ) )
Census Block Census Total_ African Indian Hawaiian Hlspa_nlc Pe_:rcept
Group Block Population American and and O.t.her or Latino Minority
Alaska Pacific
NEUN] Islander
2 2001 413 370 3 0 1 0 0 7 32 10.4
2 2002 143 108 0 0 0 0 0 5 30 24.5
2 2003 35 23 7 2 0 0 0 0 3 34.3
2 2004 15 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2005 12 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 333
2 2006 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2008 40 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 375
2 2009 39 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 53.8
2 2010 8 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 12.5
2 2011 68 62 0 1 1 0 0 0 8.8
2 2012 38 35 0 1 0 0 0 1 7.9
2 2013 90 73 0 0 0 0 0 2 15 18.9
2 2014 6 6 0 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2019 14 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2022 12 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2023 24 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2024 47 22 0 0 0 0 0 1 24 53.2
2 2026 3 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 66.7
2 2028 14 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 14.3
2 2034 14 10 0 0 1 0 0 0 28.6
2 2035 51 41 2 0 1 0 0 0 7 19.6
2 2037 73 62 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 15.1



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
2 2065 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3000 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0
3 3001 29 10 2 0 0 0 0 0 17 65.5
3 3005 0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0
3 3006 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3007 34 31 1 0 0 0 0 0 8.8
3 3009 53 35 0 0 0 0 0 1 17 34.0
3 3013 63 36 7 2 4 0 0 2 12 42.9
3 3015 223 161 21 0 0 0 0 0 41 27.8
3 3016 37 31 2 0 0 0 0 0 4 16.2
3 3017 195 134 14 3 0 0 0 10 34 31.3
3 3018 86 72 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 16.3
3 3019 81 57 6 0 1 0 0 5 12 29.6
3 3023 149 116 9 0 0 0 0 2 22 22.1
3 3026 58 45 6 0] 1 0 0 5 1 22.4
3 3027 34 25 5 1 1 0 0 0 2 26.5
3 3028 40 34 0 0 0 5 0 0 1 15.0
3 3029 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3030 10 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 4 40.0
3 3040 21 13 6 0 0 0 0 0 2 38.1
3 3041 6 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 333
3 3042 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 66.7
3 3045 43 42 0] 0] 0] 0 0 1 0 23
1 1002 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
1 1004 39 35 0] 0] 4 0 0 0 0 10.3
1 1005 16 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1007 15 12 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 20.0
1 1009 17 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 17.6
1 1020 104 86 1 0 0 0 0 4 13 17.3
1 1025 617 136 372 0 0 1 0 2 106 78.0
1 1027 11 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1032 19 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1034 39 15 15 2 4 0 0 2 1 61.5
1 1038 78 51 1 1 0 0 0 0 25 34.6
1 1062 26 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 38.5
1 1068 10 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1069 43 21 1 0 0 0 0 0 21 51.2
1 1074 7 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 57.1
1 1077 39 33 1 0] 0] 0 0 0 5 15.4
1 1078 17 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 17.6
1 1080 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1081 53 21 2 0 0 0 0 2 28 60.4
1 1082 71 22 0 0 0 0 0 1 48 69.0
1 1083 31 5 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 26 83.9
1 1084 73 30 5 0 0 0 0 1 37 58.9
1 1085 65 17 7 0 0 0 0 1 40 73.8
2 2001 59 19 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 40 67.8
2 2002 31 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 41.9



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
2 2003 13 13 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2004 71 35 4 0 0 0 0 0 32 50.7
2 2016 73 49 6 0 1 0 0 5 12 329
2 2017 93 68 5 0 4 0 0 3 13 26.9
2 2022 48 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 42 87.5
2 2024 44 16 9 0 0 0 0 0 19 63.6
2 2025 32 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 93.8
2 2026 22 20 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 9.1
2 2027 42 18 0 2 0 0 0 3 19 57.1
2 2028 41 12 2 0 0 0 0 0 27 70.7
2 2029 37 18 2 0 0 0 0 0 17 51.4
2 2030 48 19 1 0 0 0 0 2 26 60.4
2 2031 42 12 0 0 0 0 0 1 29 71.4
2 2032 12 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2033 40 20 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 20 50.0
2 2034 52 0 0 6 0 0 0 44 96.2
2 2035 24 7 0 0 0 0 0 8 62.5
2 2036 36 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 55.6
2 2037 38 4 10 0] 0] 0 0 0 24 89.5
2 2038 23 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 39.1
2 2039 42 14 1 1 0 0 0 0 26 66.7
2 2040 49 24 0 0 0 0 0 1 24 51.0
2 2041 57 30 0] 0 0 0 0 0 27 47.4
2 2042 70 42 3 0 0 0 0 0 25 40.0



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
2 2043 43 6 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 37 86.0
2 2044 39 23 6 0 1 0 0 1 8 41.0
2 2045 327 219 28 0 2 0 0 0 78 33.0
2 2046 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2047 72 58 10 0 1 0 0 2 1 19.4
2 2050 25 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 36.0
2 2051 17 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 23.5
2 2052 18 8 2 0 0 0 0 1 7 55.6
2 2053 22 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 72.7
2 2054 65 19 2 0 0 0 0 6 38 70.8
2 2055 62 20 9 0 0 0 0 1 32 67.7
2 2056 38 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 44.7
2 2057 76 34 2 0 0 0 0 0 40 55.3
2 2059 27 13 0 0 0 0 0 3 11 51.9
1 1000 25 21 0] 1 3 0 0 0 0 16.0
1 1001 37 21 1 1 0 0 0 0 14 43.2
1 1002 79 53 0 0 0 0 0 0 26 329
1 1004 352 66 13 2 1 2 0 4 264 81.3
1 1005 240 54 23 0] 1 0 0 1 161 77.5
1 1009 19 15 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 21.1
1 1010 23 10 4 0 0 0 0 0 9 56.5
1 1011 44 26 0 0 0 0 1 0 17 40.9
1 1012 14 10 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 28.6
1 1013 28 27 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3.6



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
1 1014 13 13 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1015 28 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 10.7
1 1016 42 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 38.1
1 1017 34 21 0 0 1 0 0 0 12 38.2
1 1018 39 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 15.4
1 1019 35 18 5 0 3 0 0 0 9 48.6
1 1020 23 17 1 0 0 0 0 5 0 26.1
1 1021 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 25.0
1 1023 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1024 12 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1025 6 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 16.7
1 1026 12 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 8.3
1 1027 36 19 1 0 0 0 1 0 15 47.2
1 1028 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1029 10 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 1 10.0
1 1030 28 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 17.9
1 1031 16 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 6.3
2 2000 28 24 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 14.3
2 2001 6 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2002 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2003 31 26 1 0 0 0 0 3 1 16.1
2 2004 30 20 0 0 0 0 0 1 9 333
2 2005 31 21 1 0] 0 0 0 2 7 32.3
2 2009 35 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2.9



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
2 2010 17 17 0 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2011 20 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2012 7 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2013 10 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2014 14 12 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 14.3
2 2015 24 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2016 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2017 25 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2018 22 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2019 33 30 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 9.1
2 2020 36 25 3 1 1 0 0 0 6 30.6
2 2021 32 32 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2025 7 6 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 14.3
2 2026 28 21 1 0 0 0 0 0 6 25.0
2 2027 20 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 25.0
2 2028 11 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2029 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2030 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2031 14 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3000 42 31 1 0 0 0 0 3 7 26.2
3 3001 10 6 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 40.0
3 3002 13 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3003 18 13 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 5 27.8
3 3004 11 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 36.4



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
3 3005 2 2 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3006 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3007 9 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 333
3 3008 7 4 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 42.9
3 3009 9 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 11.1
3 3010 19 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3011 37 20 0 0 1 0 0 0 16 45.9
3 3012 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3013 13 10 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 23.1
3 3014 16 13 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 18.8
3 3015 13 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3016 17 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 17.6
3 3017 12 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3018 10 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 40.0
3 3019 11 11 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3020 81 33 14 0 1 0 0 1 32 59.3
3 3021 9 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 11.1
3 3022 15 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 20.0
3 3023 10 9 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 10.0
3 3024 34 16 0 5 0 0 0 0 13 52.9
3 3025 28 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 17.9
3 3026 11 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3027 11 6 0] 0] 0] 0 0 1 4 455
3 3028 19 18 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 5.3



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
3 3029 4 4 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3030 7 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3031 17 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.9
3 3032 18 14 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 22.2
3 3033 16 13 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 18.8
3 3034 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3035 13 12 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 7.7
3 3036 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3037 16 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 375
3 3038 31 21 0 0 0 0 0 3 7 323
3 3039 18 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 38.9
3 3040 19 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 47.4
3 3041 44 39 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 11.4
3 3042 12 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 16.7
3 3043 7 7 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3044 18 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3045 29 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 13.8
3 3047 9 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3048 19 18 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 1 5.3
3 3049 10 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 10.0
3 3050 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3051 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 50.0
3 3052 19 19 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3053 25 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
3 3055 4 0 0] 0] 4 0 0 0 0 100.0
3 3056 19 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 26.3
3 3057 9 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3058 10 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3059 12 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3060 3 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 333
3 3061 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 20.0
4 4000 54 4 35 0 1 0 0 0 14 92.6
4 4001 120 14 60 0 0 0 0 10 36 88.3
4 4002 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
4 4003 32 0 0 0 0 1 30 96.9
4 4004 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 100.0
4 4006 148 14 40 0 1 0 0 4 89 90.5
4 4007 34 5 2 0 0 0 0 0 27 85.3
4 4008 21 4 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 17 81.0
4 4009 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 50.0
4 4013 62 2 2 0 0 0 1 0 57 96.8
4 4015 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 100.0
4 4016 34 12 4 1 0 0 0 0 17 64.7
4 4018 126 33 8 0 0 0 0 2 83 73.8
4 4019 58 25 3 0 0 0 0 0 30 56.9
4 4020 51 30 1 0 0 0 0 0 20 41.2
4 4021 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
4 4025 13 6 0 0 1 0 0 0 6 53.8



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
4 4026 42 5 11 0] 0] 0 0 0 26 88.1
4 4027 46 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 38 82.6
4 4028 13 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 9 92.3
4 4029 13 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 84.6
4 4031 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 100.0
4 4036 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
4 4044 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 100.0
5 5000 46 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 43 93.5
5 5001 45 16 2 0 0 0 0 0 27 64.4
5 5002 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 100.0
5 5003 45 1 0 0 0 0 2 35 84.4
5 5004 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 66.7
5 5005 59 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 34 57.6
5 5006 41 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 51.2
5 5007 26 21 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 5 19.2
5 5008 50 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 50.0
5 5009 12 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 66.7
5 5010 11 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 63.6
5 5011 34 4 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 30 88.2
5 5012 37 17 8 0 0 0 0 0 12 54.1
5 5013 22 9 1 0 0 0 0 0 12 59.1
5 5014 36 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 58.3
5 5015 44 26 3 0] 1 0 0 0 14 40.9
5 5016 17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 64.7



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
5 5017 17 4 0] 0] 0 0 0 1 12 76.5
5 5018 14 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.1
5 5019 19 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 47.4
5 5020 8 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 50.0
5 5021 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 66.7
5 5022 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 100.0
5 5023 32 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 40.6
5 5024 57 19 1 1 1 0 0 0 35 66.7
5 5025 8 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 12.5
5 5026 23 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 18 87.0
5 5027 18 6 2 1 0 0 0 0 9 66.7
5 5028 14 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 10 78.6
5 5029 12 5 0 0 0 0 0 2 5 58.3
5 5030 17 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 15 100.0
5 5031 23 5 0] 0] 2 0 0 5 11 78.3
5 5032 18 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 66.7
5 5033 22 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 40.9
5 5034 9 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
5 5035 10 6 2 0] 0] 0 0 2 0 40.0
5 5036 34 10 0] 0 0 0 0 0 24 70.6
5 5038 24 20 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 16.7
5 5039 30 29 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 3.3
5 5040 14 11 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 21.4
5 5041 6 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 66.7



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
5 5042 46 43 0] 0] 1 0 0 0 2 6.5
5 5043 14 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 7.1
5 5044 10 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
5 5045 11 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 81.8
5 5046 23 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 52.2
5 5047 21 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 81.0
5 5048 15 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 33.3
5 5049 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 66.7
5 5050 24 9 1 0 1 3 0 0 10 62.5
5 5051 26 15 0 0 1 0 0 0 10 42.3
5 5052 15 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 73.3
5 5053 15 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 11 86.7
5 5054 17 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 14 88.2
5 5055 10 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 7 90.0
5 5056 16 7 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 9 56.3
5 5057 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
5 5058 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
5 5059 11 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
5 5060 10 5 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 5 50.0
1 1011 438 245 72 3 13 0 2 3 100 44.1
1 1012 271 153 44 2 16 0 3 3 50 435
1 1013 710 239 95 7 12 0 1 12 344 66.3
1 1014 70 12 13 0 0 0 0 4 41 82.9
1 1016 168 45 18 0 0 0 0 102 73.2



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
1 1018 15 12 0 0 0 0 20.0
2 2000 24 23 0 0 0 0 0 1 4.2
2 2002 276 179 21 0 16 0 1 13 46 35.1
2 2003 51 28 16 0 0 0 0 0 7 45.1
2 2004 68 40 0 0 0 0 0 24 41.2
2 2005 55 36 0 0 0 0 0 1 18 34.5
2 2006 45 19 16 0 0 0 0 0 10 57.8
2 2007 26 16 0 1 1 0 0 1 7 38.5
2 2008 66 42 11 0 6 0 0 2 36.4
2 2009 92 61 11 0 0 0 0 3 17 33.7
2 2010 10 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 40.0
2 2011 8 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2012 184 142 9 1 4 0 2 5 21 22.8
2 2013 143 94 12 2 4 1 0 8 22 34.3
2 2014 69 49 11 0 7 0 0 0 29.0
2 2015 26 15 4 0 4 0 0 0 42.3
2 2016 48 34 0 4 0 0 0 29.2
2 2017 34 17 1 0 14 0 1 0 50.0
2 2018 48 25 12 0 0 0 0 11 47.9
2 2019 32 27 1 0 0 0 2 2 15.6
2 2020 888 537 145 4 23 1 2 17 159 39.5
2 2026 8 2 0 0 0 0 0 4 75.0
2 2027 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2036 7 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 5 85.7



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
2 2038 19 12 0 2 0] 0 0 0 5 36.8
2 2039 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 28.6
2 2040 15 0 0 0 0 0 1 7 53.3
1 1003 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1006 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1007 55 50 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 9.1
1 1008 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 89.5
1 1009 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1016 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1018 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 66.7
1 1020 22 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 40.9
1 1021 54 29 7 0 0 0 0 1 17 46.3
1 1022 132 15 15 0 0 0 0 1 101 88.6
1 1023 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 37.5
1 1024 5 0 0 0 0 0 1 28.6
1 1025 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 16.7
1 1027 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 100.0
1 1028 18 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 13 100.0
1 1020 5 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 60.0
1 1030 35 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 26 74.3
1 1031 28 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 26 92.9
1 1032 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 100.0
1 1034 15 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 46.7
1 1035 20 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 80.0



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
1 1036 104 8 18 0] 0] 0 0 3 75 92.3
1 1037 63 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 46 73.0
1 1038 115 17 10 0 0 0 0 2 86 85.2
1 1039 24 0 0 0 0 0 19 79.2
1 1040 14 0 0 0 0 0 35.7
1 1041 14 13 0 0 0 0 0 7.1
1 1042 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 71.4
1 1043 48 19 14 0 0 0 0 0 15 60.4
1 1044 8 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 1 87.5
1 1045 27 10 5 0 0 0 0 0 12 63.0
1 1047 25 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 80.0
1 1048 30 0 2 0 11 0 0 0 17 100.0
1 1050 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 100.0
1 1052 39 8 0 0 0 1 0 0 30 79.5
1 1055 2 2 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
1 1056 26 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 24 92.3
1 1057 61 6 2 0 5 0 0 0 48 90.2
1 1058 45 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 80.0
1 1059 34 4 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 30 88.2
1 1062 48 9 6 0 0 0 1 0 32 81.3
1 1066 45 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 41 91.1
1 1067 149 21 6 0 0 0 0 2 120 85.9
2 2001 94 60 3 0] 0] 0 0 0 31 36.2
2 2002 16 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 25.0



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
2 2003 14 10 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 28.6
2 2004 16 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 12.5
2 2005 29 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 6.9
2 2006 307 151 59 0 1 0 0 9 87 50.8
2 2007 183 65 50 0 3 0 0 11 54 64.5
2 2008 178 74 31 0 1 0 0 3 69 58.4
2 2010 221 94 48 0 0 0 0 3 76 57.5
2 2014 8 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2015 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2016 7 6 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 14.3
2 2017 13 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2018 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2019 18 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 27.8
2 2020 43 31 2 0 0 0 0 0 10 27.9
2 2021 38 31 4 0 0 0 0 3 0 18.4
2 2022 44 23 2 0 0 0 0 0 19 47.7
2 2023 5 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 20.0
2 2024 14 10 2 0 0 0 0 0 28.6
2 2025 9 9 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0.0
2 2026 30 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 13.3
2 2027 24 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 45.8
2 2028 80 27 4 1 0 0 0 0 48 66.3
2 2029 8 8 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2030 8 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
2 2031 5 4 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 20.0
2 2032 15 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2033 21 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 47.6
2 2034 17 11 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 35.3
2 2035 20 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 50.0
2 2036 63 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 23 36.5
2 2037 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 42.9
2 2038 12 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 50.0
2 2039 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 333
2 2041 73 5 12 0 0 0 0 3 53 93.2
2 2042 44 20 0 0 0 0 0 24 54.5
2 2043 30 9 0 0 0 0 0 12 70.0
2 2044 44 17 0 0 0 0 0 27 61.4
3 3000 88 34 18 0 0 0 0 0 36 61.4
3 3001 358 208 27 4 1 0 4 6 108 41.9
3 3003 39 11 0 0 0 0 2 25 71.8
3 3004 41 27 0 0 0 0 0 14 34.1
3 3005 113 52 11 0 3 0 0 1 46 54.0
3 3006 170 104 17 3 7 0 0 1 38 38.8
3 3009 75 23 22 0 2 0 0 0 28 69.3
3 3010 20 19 0 1 0 0 0 0 5.0
3 3011 7 5 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 28.6
3 3012 2 1 0] 0] 1 0 0 0 0 50.0
3 3014 533 214 93 6 6 0 0 11 203 59.8



. Not Hispanic or Latino
Black or | American Native

Census Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic | Percent
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority

Alaska Pacific

NEOYE Islander
3 3015 157 50 19 0] 4 0 0 5 79 68.2
3 3016 128 48 42 2 0 0 0 5 31 62.5
3 3017 63 7 37 0 1 0 1 3 14 88.9
3 3028 181 47 0 0 0 0 1 126 74.0
3 3032 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3034 45 17 1 0 0 0 0 22 62.2
3 3035 73 31 15 1 1 0 0 0 25 57.5
3 3036 46 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 32 69.6
3 3042 28 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 26 92.9
3 3043 57 3 0 0 0 0 1 3 50 94.7
3 3045 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
3 3058 85 21 34 1 1 0 0 5 23 75.3
3 3060 78 34 10 0 2 0 0 1 31 56.4
3 3061 97 36 8 0 9 0 0 3 41 62.9
309 1 1002 850 261 149 5 21 0 5 10 399 69.3
1 1003 42 9 14 0 2 2 0 2 13 78.6
1 1004 73 38 16 0 0 2 0 2 15 47.9
1 1006 82 36 35 0 0 0 0 0 11 56.1
1 1007 84 32 15 0] 7 0 0 9 21 61.9
309 1 1016 14 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 35.7
309 1 1018 16 11 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 313
309 1 1019 226 158 27 0 10 1 0 1 29 30.1
1 1027 182 19 69 0 2 8 3 2 79 89.6
309 1 1028 13 0 5 0 0 0 0 8 100.0



Not Hispanic or Latino

Black or | American Native
Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic Percent

Census
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority
Alaska Pacific

Native Islander

309 1 1030 10 0 0 0 0 0 60.0
309 1 1032 14 1 5 0 0 0 0 2 6 92.9
309 1 1033 21 0 0 0 0 2 90.5
309 1 1034 124 22 24 1 0 0 0 0 77 82.3
309 1 1035 29 0 7 0 0 0 0 2 20 100.0
309 1 1036 18 4 12 2 0 0 0 0 0 77.8
309 1 1037 39 8 23 0 0 0 0 0 8 79.5
1 1041 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 50.0
1 1042 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 100.0
1 1043 28 0 23 0 0 0 2 0 3 100.0
1 1044 113 16 9 0 0 0 0 1 87 85.8
1 1045 40 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 34 85.0
309 1 1046 13 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 5 100.0
309 1 1047 21 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 16 81.0
309 1 1048 26 2 3 0 0 1 0 1 19 923
1 1049 19 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 16 100.0
1 1050 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0
1 1051 54 9 7 0 0 0 0 1 37 83.3
1 1052 23 2 1 0 1 0 0 1 18 91.3
309 1 1053 17 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 11 94.1
309 1 1055 28 4 16 0 0 0 0 3 5 85.7
309 1 1056 38 5 13 0 0 0 0 0 20 86.8
1 1060 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 100.0
309 1 1061 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0



Not Hispanic or Latino

Black or | American Native
Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic Percent

Census
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority
Alaska Pacific

Native Islander

309 1 1065 24 1 10 0 0 0 0 0 13 95.8
309 1 1066 11 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 8 100.0
309 1 1067 20 2 6 0 0 0 0 0 12 90.0
309 2 2000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0
309 2 2005 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0
309 2 2006 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 20.0
309 2 2007 14 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 85.7
2 2009 13 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 76.9
2 2010 5 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 60.0
2 2011 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 100.0
2 2012 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 100.0
2 2013 30 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 90.0
309 2 2014 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 75.0
309 2 2015 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0
309 2 2016 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
2 2017 40 6 14 0 0 0 0 0 20 85.0
2 2018 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 100.0
2 2019 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24 100.0
2 2020 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 100.0
309 2 2021 24 5 3 0 0 0 0 0 16 79.2
309 2 2022 25 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 23 92.0
309 2 2023 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 100.0
2 2024 18 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 77.8
309 2 2025 37 3 6 0 4 0 0 1 23 91.9



Not Hispanic or Latino

Black or | American Native
Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic Percent

Census
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority
Alaska Pacific

Native Islander

309 2 2026 24 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 75.0
309 2 2027 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 100.0
309 2 2028 65 8 5 0 0 0 0 0 52 87.7
309 2 2020 7 0 6 0 0 0 0 1 0 100.0
309 2 2030 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 100.0
309 2 2031 30 11 2 0 0 0 0 0 17 63.3
309 2 2032 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 100.0

2 2033 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 60.0

2 2034 38 10 2 0 0 0 0 0 26 73.7

2 2035 22 5 0 0 0 0 0 15 90.9

2 2036 58 0 0 0 0 0 0 51 87.9

2 2037 51 0 3 0 0 0 0 48 100.0
309 2 2038 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 7 100.0
309 2 2039 40 17 12 0 0 0 0 0 11 57.5
309 2 2041 179 33 0 2 0 0 1 135 816

2 2042 50 14 0 0 0 0 1 34 72.0

2 2044 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 100.0

2 2045 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 100.0

2 2046 70 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 57 100.0
309 2 2047 30 4 6 0 0 0 0 1 19 86.7
309 2 2049 33 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 84.8
309 2 2051 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 100.0

2 2052 51 5 21 0 0 0 0 0 25 90.2
309 2 2053 6 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 16.7



Not Hispanic or Latino

Black or | American Native
Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic Percent

Census
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority
Alaska Pacific

Native Islander

e : 3000 314 42 3 1 0 0 1 267 866
el : 3001 61 46 0 0 0 0 0 4 11 24.6
300 £ 3023 831 617 18 1 2 0 5 6 182 258
e : 3024 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 97.1
e : 3025 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 763
e : 3027 41 0 0 0 0 0 0 40 97.6
300 | 3028 22 11 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 50.0

3 3020 26 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 65.4

3 3030 34 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 85.3

3 3038 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 100.0

3 3060 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 66.7

3 3062 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
300 £ 3063 95 84 10 0 0 0 0 0 1 116
e : 3065 8 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 5 75.0
e : 072 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 100.0

3 3073 366 17 0 0 2 0 0 1 346  95.4

3 3074 194 28 2 0 0 0 0 0 164 856

3 3075 53 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 53 100.0

3 3076 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
el : 3077 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
e : 3079 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
300 4000 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0

4 4007 741 65 278 3 0 0 0 7 388 912
300 [P 4008 50 5 4 0 0 0 0 4 37 90.0



Not Hispanic or Latino

Black or | American Native
Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic Percent

Census
Tract Block Population American and and Other or Latino Minority
Alaska Pacific

Native Islander

309 4 4009 207 6 90 1 4 0 0 8 98 97.1
309 4 4011 86 5 39 0 0 0 0 3 39 94.2
309 4 4015 80 15 25 0 0 0 0 0 40 81.3
309 4 4016 27 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 20 96.3
309 4 4018 28 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 24 96.4
309 4 4019 13 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 84.6
309 4 4020 41 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 40 97.6
4 4021 11 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 8 90.9
4 4024 18 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 12 83.3
4 4025 24 2 13 0 0 0 0 0 9 91.7
4 4026 28 2 5 0 0 0 0 0 21 92.9
4 4027 51 0 28 0 0 0 0 2 21 100.0
309 4 4029 50 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 34 100.0
309 4 4030 36 0 0 1 0 0 2 28 100.0
309 4 4031 9 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 77.8
4 4032 46 1 0 0 0 0 0 38 97.8
4 4033 62 2 38 0 0 0 0 0 22 926.8
4 4034 32 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 15 100.0
4 4036 57 21 0 0 0 0 0 1 35 63.2
309 4 4037 76 39 6 2 0 0 0 3 26 48.7
309 4 4038 68 20 0 0 0 0 0 3 45 70.6
309 4 4039 60 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 46 76.7
5 5000 44 8 0 0 0 0 0 32 90.9
309 5 5001 25 5 9 0 0 0 0 0 11 80.0



Not Hispanic or Latino

Black or | American Native
Census Total African Indian Hawaiian Hispanic Percent

Block Population American and and Other or Latino | Minority
Alaska Pacific
Native Islander

309 5 5002 39 5 7 0 0 0 0 0 27 87.2
309 5 5003 50 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 43 98.0
309 5 5004 42 4 1 1 0 0 0 2 34 90.5
309 5 5006 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 100.0
309 5 5007 114 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 109 95.6
309 5 5008 21 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 17 90.5
309 5 5009 16 4 7 0 0 0 0 0 5 75.0
5 5010 21 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 13 81.0
5 5011 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 100.0
5 5012 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 100.0
5 5013 63 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 52 100.0
5 5014 36 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 34 94.4
309 5 5015 48 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 35 100.0
309 5 5016 88 7 0 0 0 0 0 2 79 92.0
309 5 5017 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0
5 5019 66 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 54 90.9
5 5020 50 1 7 0 0 0 0 1 41 98.0
5 5021 39 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 39 100.0
5 5022 43 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 43 100.0
309 5 5023 31 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 96.8

28,583 12,233 3,456 105 308 29 40 432 11,980 57.2

U.S. Census Bureau. Census 2010 Redistricting Data (Public Law 94-171) Summary File, Table P2

*Census blocks within the study area containing no data omitted from the table



Table 2. Median Household Income within CIA Study Area Census Block Groups

Census | Census Median 2019
Tract Block Household DHHS
Group Income Poverty

Guideline
el 2 | 78085

308.01 1 46,156

SRl 1 [ s2448

307.02 5 55,438

307.02 |SRERENENVEEZN

309.00 3 27,500

30203 SERERNNINN-EEO

314.06 2 183,750

307.02 [N Y

308.01 2 65,066

314.06 [N

308.02 2 44,444

307.01 |

307.01 2 40,833

307.02 |[INCI

307.02 3 52,153

308.02 |

309.00 2 NA

300.00 [

309.00 4 45,708

308,02 SRR ]

U.S. Census Bureau. 2013-2017 ACS 5-Year Estimates, Table B19013




Table 3. LEP Population within CIA Study Area Census Block Groups
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215
33.1

- Census Population that | Percent Population
Census Tract Block Total Speaks English that Speaks
Group Population | less than “Very | English less than
Well Very Well
2
3 2,098 534
2 544 105
309 5 1,378 456
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Study Area Total
U.S. Census Bureau. 2013-2017 ACS 5-Year Estimates, Table B16004
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APPENDIX D
PHOTOGRAPHS




Photo 1: View of Iglesia Misidnera Biblica located northwest of Gerrish Street and Chestnut Street, just west
of the project area.

Photo 2: View of the newly constructed Newsome Homes Apartments from the parking lot of another Dollar
General along the project area. Located along southbound SH 5 just south of Dorsey Street.

SH 5 from South of FM 1378 to South of Melissa Road - Community Impacts Assessment Photographed January 2017 and June 2019




Photo 4: View of Immediate Bail Bonds, located along northbound SH 5, just south of McMakin Street.

SH 5 from South of FM 1378 to South of Melissa Road - Community Impacts Assessment Photographed January 2017 and June 2019




Photo 5: View of SH 5 from just north of West Lamar Street, facing north. Three loan agencies are located in
the shopping center northwest of the SH 5 intersection with W. Lamar Street: Covington Credit, World Finance,

and World Acceptance.

i,

I,'
building, located along northbound SH 5, just north of East

Photo 6: View of an abandoned commercial

Louisiana Street.

Photographed January 2017 and June 2019

SH 5 from South of FM 1378 to South of Melissa Road - Community Impacts Assessment




Photo 7: View of a shopping center along northbound SH 5, just south of East Virginia Street. Shopping center
contains Infinity Insurance, Paisano Insurance, Latino Travel, and Boost Mobile businesses. Spanish
translations are pictured in the store front windows of Paisano Insurance and Latino Travel businesses.

Photo 8: View of the McKinney Wysong Central Fire Station, located along southbound SH 5, just north of East
Hunt Street.

SH 5 from South of FM 1378 to South of Melissa Road - Community Impacts Assessment Photographed January 2017 and June 2019




Photo 9: View of a shopping center located along southbound SH 5, just south of East Virginia Street. Shopping
center contains Donuts R More, Jinyi's Salon, Cricket Wireless, Koji Sushi, Sun Loan Company, Q Cleaners,
and Metro PCS businesses.

3

Photo 10: View of Princeton Tire, located northwest of the intersection of SH 5 and Elm Street. Spanish
translations present on the facility.

SH 5 from South of FM 1378 to South of Melissa Road - Community Impacts Assessment Photographed January 2017 and June 2019




Photo 11: View of the McKinney Medical Arts Center, located along the east side of Medical Center Drive, just
southeast of Spur 399 and west of SH 5.

Photo 12: View of the Medical Center of McKinney, located along the west side of Medical Center Drive, just
southeast of Spur 399 and west of SH 5.

SH 5 from South of FM 1378 to South of Melissa Road - Community Impacts Assessment Photographed January 2017 and June 2019




Photo 13: View of the Collin Baptist Association, located along northbound SH 5, just north of FM 1378
(Country Club Road).

Photo 14: View of the Grand Brook Memory Care Assisted Living facility of McKinney, located on Plateau Drive,
just east of SH 5.

SH 5 from South of FM 1378 to South of Melissa Road - Community Impacts Assessment Photographed January 2017 and June 2019




Photo 15: View of the McKinney Mobile Home Park entrance to the Villa View mobile home park, located one
block east of SH 5 near Greenville Road.

Photo 16: View of the Pecan Grove Cemetery, from northeast of the intersection of SH 5 and FM 546 (Harry
MckKillop Blvd.), facing north towards SH 5.

SH 5 from South of FM 1378 to South of Melissa Road - Community Impacts Assessment Photographed January 2017 and June 2019




Photo 17: View of Cottonwood Park, located along northbound SH 5 and McMakin Street.

Photo 18: View of Finch Elementary, located northeast of South Tennessee Street and Elm Street, just west of
SH 5.

SH 5 from South of FM 1378 to South of Melissa Road - Community Impacts Assessment Photographed January 2017 and June 2019
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Photo 19: View of the back entrance to the Finch Elementary Schoolyard, from the Owens Chapel parking lot
northwest of the intersection of EIm Street and South Chestnut Street. Spanish translations present on the
fence.

Photo 20: View of the Full Gospel Holy Temple, located along southbound SH 5, just south of Short Street.

SH 5 from South of FM 1378 to South of Melissa Road - Community Impacts Assessment Photographed January 2017 and June 2019
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Photo 22: View of the Chestnut Square Historic Village, located northeast of Anthony Street and South
Chestnut Street, just west of the project area.

SH 5 from South of FM 1378 to South of Melissa Road - Community Impacts Assessment Photographed January 2017 and June 2019




Photo 23: View of Mini Bazaar Rosy, located southwest of SH 5 and East Louisiana Street. Spanish translations
present in windowfront.

Photo 24: View of InterCambio Express, located southwest of SH 5 and Bevoe Street. Spanish translations
present in windowfront and business signs.

SH 5 from South of FM 1378 to South of Melissa Road - Community Impacts Assessment Photographed January 2017 and June 2019




Photo 25: View of a bus station located northeast of SH 5 and East Davis Street.

Photo 26: View of the St. James Church of McKinney, l