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00:22 ,,..., ............

May 24. 2004

A finding of no significant impact has been issued for the subject project. It has been determined
that thi~ project will not significantly affect the quality of the human environment.

post·11' Fax Nots 7671 o·~r;·).'j-c'{ I~ges~ ' .2.
To Jt.li'tt!:f Tf,CiJ1flS 1'..'" n~h"j,1' J./,. If.
CoAlepL CO. T)C~,)1". .
Phon•• t:j '1).-760 -'1,/00 ?non.' 11rl-3 10-67-Sr
Fax' '17)."6o~'flfrl

F...
(

NH( )
Environmental Assessment
Johnson and Tartant Counties
CSJ0504-04·oolj 0504·05·001

5H 121: From FM 1187 10 US 67

Ms. Denise Francis
State Single Point ofContact
Governor's Office ofBUdget andPlannJng
P.O. Box /2428
Austin. Texas 78711

Dear"Ms. Francis:

,

I
J

- ."---- -_.-._---

I
I
J

!

Sincerely.

a~#I~ '
Ann MTzwin
TRACS Coordinator

\
MMS:pal
Attachment
bee: Fort Worth District

FS·A · ERG
Reference: ENY850

NOTE TO·DISTIUCT: Attached is one copy of the Finding of No Significant Impact (FONS!)
signed by the FHWA. This completes the publlo hearing requirement As indicated in the
Environmental Manual, the news media should, be n~tjfied by press release that approvalhas
been recelved, Also, please noelfy theState Intergovernmental review contact ot the availability
of the FONSr. Please note, ceordlnanoa with the USA CE for Indl'l"ldual and Naliol1~lde

. Permits Is required: 'Flnal envJronmenl2] clearance "ill be granted once the permitsare
rece.\ved. These permltsmust be received prior to the Letter ofAuthority date.
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fWERALHlGHiVA~ Ab~S1'11.;m6N

-FINi:lING OF NO SIGNIFICANT-IMPACT

POR.

1"lU.t:lal

"
J

( . -.-

NH( )
Environmental Assesernent
1ohnson and TmanC Counties
CSJ OS04-04-CiOl; 0504-05-001

i
SH121South: From FM I 18710 US 67

TheFaWA has c1el:nnined thai this project will not have any significant impact OIl the human
enYlromnent. 'Ilrls finding of-no slgnificani impact fs based on Qle attached environmental
iJl5essment whleb hasbeen Independently eValjkled by theFHWA anddelenninedto adc<juate1y
and 6eCumelydillCUil.! tlle enyi:r=talls9ues and ImpBClA 01 theproposed projecL It provides
sufficient evidence and analysis for c1erennlnfng Ihat an envlroamental Impact sWtment Is 110&
required.
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EXHIBI T F

SH 121 SOUTH
FROM: FM 1187 TO: US 67
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SH 1211rom FM 1187 to US67

21 May 2002

SECTION 106: DetermInation ofNRHP ElIglbrJIly
Johnson County, FTW
CSJ 2118..Q1-Q08

Bob Brinkman
History Programs Division
Texas HistorIcal CommIssion
Ausl!n, Texas 78711

nAA8 HISTORICAL COI:lMISSIO/l
DearMr. 8rjnk~an: (',"...... ,••

In accordance with the provisions ofourStatawide Programmalic Agreement torCullural
Resources, Wfj are Initialing coordlnallon w!lh your agency' regardIng Naliona/ Register
eligibility of one property located wllhin the proJe~rs area of porenllal eHect (APE). lhls
federally funded project will widen anexisting transportation faollity and extend its
alignment In northern Johnson County. The project would acquire addlllonal r/ght-of·way.
A map and photos are Included. . , . ." , - . .

.'..
I,
j

/.
I

I

I
I
i

\-----

Organized in 1867, Johnson County suslained a largely agricu/lural economy
tl}roughoul the subsequent decades. CompleHon of lhe Gulf, Colorado and Sanla Fe
line through the county In 1881 spurred the value of agricultural product/on-to
$1,654,960 by 1890. Cation production led Ihls Increase, with 18,826bales ginned In
lhe county In thai year. Nearly half ollhe approxImately 3,DOO larms InIhecounty were
Involved Insharecropping cotton by the turn ollhe centu/y. The county's papulallon
remained nearly 60% rural throughout thIsperiod, reachIng a peak of 37.286 In 1920.
Declining agrlcullural revenues and Ihe effects of the Greal DepressIon prompted a
steady decline In SUbsequent decades.

As detailed below, Ileid survey effoiis Idenlltied onlyone pre-195S property Vvilhln Ihe APE,
Which ranged from 500' 10 1300' based on projsct parameters, Sevare alleral!ons and lha

.toss of Its historically associated olrtbuildlngs preclude eligibility·lor this modest
architectural resource, 'however, Despite lts probable role In the region's agrarian
economy, thIs property Is Iherefore not elfglble10r listing IntheNational,Register. 01
Hlstoric Places.

JO LOCA110N PROPERl)' SUSTYpe S'TYUSTlC OAn: IN'TEGRITY NR
B, TYPE II!~LUliNce ISSUES Ella,

1 FM 9t7. W~lct Domes1le Cit, hall plan NA 0.1890 porch !(llill, additions, No
FM 1902 lannhouse .feneslraUon chanqas
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SH 121 from FM 1187 to US 67,21 May 2002, page two

We raquas'yourwritten concul1ence wlt~ this determination of eligibilitywithin 30 days of
receMng this leiter. If you have any quesUons or commentsconcerningthis project. please

contact meat 416-2657. .

1

l
,=-.

"
I

.Sincerely,

Bruce Jensen
Architectural Historian
Environmental Affairs Division

attachments

I
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Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. BOX 6868. FORT WORTH. TEXAS 76115-0868' (817) 370·6500

. ~ ..... .
May 31, 2002

. Mr. JamesGreenwade
Natural Resources Conservation Service
W.R. PoageFederal Building
101 SouthMain Street
Temple, Texas 76501-7682

Re: Proposed SH 121 in Johnson County
From: FM 1187
To: US.67
CSJ:' 2118-02-008

DearMr. Greenwade:

The TexasDepartment ofTransportation (TxDOT) is currently preparing an
Environmental Assessment for the proposed SH 121 project in Johnson County. At this
time we are requesting a farmland conversion impact rating for thisproposed project
from you.

Enclosed is a copy of form AD-I006, a location map and a copyof theJohnson County
Soil Survey Maps with the alignment annotated in blue. The project canbe found on
United States Geological SurveyQuadrangles for Joshua, Primrose and Cleburne West
Texas.

Please sendyourresponse to me at theaddress above. We previously sentthis
information to the Cleburne Field Office on July 9, 200I,therefore, and expedited
response will be appreciated. Ifyou haveany questions or need additional information,
pleasecallme at (817)370-6755. Thank youfor yourassistance with thismatter.

Sincerely,

Robert Hall
Environmental Coordinator

Enclosures

.,
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PEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHYAY ell)(~,. t;s l!. IflH srassr-At.5l111, JCX,IS 787il1~4B:r. (512)4BHSOS

Junc'6. 2002

..... .... ''''-'''._....,.I '
Rectilln IDei C'0I111ullallon
Tarrant County, Fori Worth District
c.'SJ 0504-02-008 SI-l 121 T
Re: 1'rl'P<'lsed AlleroBIl v" Shift - AItcrnativc "C"

,.tJd ~ ..~ rn OW rn ill
. "\H1N! W~002

Ilr. J.,l11eS I!, 13 ruseth _ ...._~ .•,--, '-T'~" ';~'s"'oR"iCiil>Olil""I:>~,~!:1
Ilivision nl" Archeology J ' 'I ... . . ::- t v : ~r..?i 01 II

Tcx:l~ Hlstorleal Comrnissio 1 \.. ..A_)~,...~.\t~,.. ;.J ~ . ~ . " ".
P.O. Hox /2276 . A // ""::::..
1\1IM(/~. Te>:lIS 7871 J ~:r~~~~' ~~!.;:::=:-
,... , IJ D '-, 5U!t~ Hl$l~:," PI~ ',' • '/Ino~
-,ctlr t. rusern: l M~' ~-:::r :~ .:

. Data -"'a=::...,,(C- .. _.. ' .
The proposed rend wldenlng "nuecrwoll;;'1 be unclertill;en wIth l'edn:d funds; hi l\~cord with the
Progrernmntle A8r"'~l\1eht(l'A) among theAdvisory Ccunc]] on HislOl'lo Preservation. tke
I:cdutnl Highway Administration. the Texas HlstorlcalCcmmlsslon (TI-\C), and rxDoT, nnd tho
Memorandum ofUndO:I'Standing (MOU) between ']'"D01 Bud THe. we h~r=b>, conlintl~
<:1l11SUJ(~1I(lIIUl1\kI' Section 106 of the NaHonal HIstoric Preservntlen Ad lind the Antiqllitles
C:odc ofTe.~ns,

Tho: proposed project would cOllstrue! a segment 61' Sf~l" Hlghw~y 121 between 11-1 20 In Fort
Worth 1ll1d FM I 187and is part of 11181'ger proJe~t 11181 would eventually extend to US 151111
C:1<chtlnlc. Johnson County. Thls segmen] ofSH 121 is loeated entirely within Tarrnnt county
1101I hns been d«slgnated Sf-! 121 T. Reetntly an aligl101cnt shlfl hns been propcsed at the
suutherl\ -end ofSH 121 T near Cleburne CrowlcyRoad, where thisSClll11cntJolhs the next
:;O:l1-mtlnl of SI-T J21. designated SF! !:?oJ South, Tho proposed allgnment shift weuld ullll.....
IIllel'r",live "C" on the attached 11111P~. Severalareheclcgicalsludie~ have already been
conducted in asscclntlon with thls project.

In 1994. TxDOT conrhtcted an srcheologlca] surve), of nlmost the entlre proposed S1-1 121 T "nd
f;H 121 South allgnrnents, TIle survcy extendedfrom 0.8 mil"-\': hOI1h ofJH 820 in Fori WOl1h.
TUITnnl ('o\lnly Ie> \)8 67 In Cleburne, -",hilsOil Ceunty, The SUI','ey Included shovel testing <1(a
Ilcgl11<ll1t. dc~IBnatcd Alternallve "A" and "B" an theattachd maps. thar Is IO"3\ed llPllroxln):lldr
1.:-00 ncast orihe preposed 1If1l!nmenl ~hlfl. de~lgnatl!:d Alternntlve "C" an the nneehed maps,
/)c"pitc show(lesthlg. no nrcheologiclIl slles were Identified within Ihe proJecl area, Onl: slle.
41TR 1:17. !l sUlfac'; lithic sClIller, w.... onierved 30\11 easi ot' the project area. prcilSenote th:!1 gile
41TR 137 Is loenled over 1.5 rnlles northeast of Illeproposed"lIMllIllellt shift. Furthermere, the
:file i~ IClouted cast or the IIre:! survey..d III 1994(desill"alcd M AIt(t1iotlw: ..,," and "6" on Ihe
uuachcd nlaps) 1I11d Alignmellt "C". the proposed alignnlon.t shlfl, Is located west of the area
ll\lrvcycd 111 1994. .



i», J"I"es IS, Bl1JSClh June G, 2002

i

,,

In /999. Hleks nnd Compnn)' conduct~d an ercheologleal s,urVe.)' orlho nClrth"m- portion of SH
121 T. where tnc proposed III/gnman! crosses the West Forl: of the Trlnlly Riv er, Oha p",hlstorlc
(lr<:hc"logl\2J ~ltt, 41TR170. wag jdoHIlOr<d duringti,e survey, On Mllrch 28, 2000 TxDOT
n:c<lmm",nded Ihnl site 4JTR170 be ttSted and Ihatno f\llther work was requIred within the
rltl11ulnc:l"r of Inc SIi 121 T proJecl lIl'ca. On April 24. 2000. your office concurreo, Right of .
enlry In the slte Was denied by the propcrty ownerand cUrrently Icstlng is on hold pencling ROW "
lIcqni~ition . 'This urea Is over 6 miles north of1:hi: propos-Ed alillnmcllt shill deslgn:ltcd
IIIJt:fI1liltivc "C" and is located in an entirely ditli:renlenvlrenmemal settlll~ ,

111 May of2002 Geo-Marine.,Inc, performed an Impact evalillition oj'lho segment of SH 121,
locnted so\lU, ofSH 121 T, This segmenl has bttll deslgnated SH 121 South (CSJ: 2 J18-02­
ODS). The impact evaluatlon covered the entire lenillh of(ll.: proposed SH 121 South prcject snd
extended from !I,lc souihcm tl::m,lnUfl oftlle sH 121 T project (600 nnortheast of'Clebume
Cl'uwley ~nnd) t" US 67, No arche%gkal siles,andno senings wIth reascnable potenrinl to
~()nf~ill nrchenleglcal historic properties or S(\L's were nbs~r\l..d. The lmpae; evaluatlcn report
dated May 22. 2002 noted Ihnt Ih"o: e,iii'"" prqjeelarea is 10"'l1ed in aI, upland ielling imd thnt
because Ihc upland setting I.wks a p'mnanent "InterSO\I=, archeologicalsites QTe unlikely to
occur wllhin the prqj"ct nn:l1. Purfhermora. the report concluded thut the soils wllhln the proJect
area are leo shallow 10 be conducive.to retainingarcheological deposits, ,

The proposed 8M 121'T alignmentshIft would be locatedIn n setting very slmllnr tllthnt
dcscribed In tho: Geo-Marlne Impactevaillatlon report, Aheml1tlve he" Js located in an upland
~dllJll.£ with no permanentsource of water, Tohe Geololll~ AtlasofTexas, Dallas Sheet (Bureau
or Econollllc (jeO/OllY: 1972) Intlielltc:\ Ih~ Alternative "c" Is located In an area nurp~d as
Lower Cretnceous l'nwp"..... Formation, Lower Cretaceous WenD Limestone. and Lower
(,'I'clUccaus Gruyson Marl and Main Street Llmestene undlvlded, There nrc no "IIuvial settings

, mapped withIn AJignm"nt "C", Accordfnlllc!,the SoH survey of Tnrmht County [Map Sheets 54
and 61] Alternative "C" crosses shal/ow upland.sells, Furtherrncre, these'shallow solis have b"",n
previously cJisl,urbed by ugl'lC:Ul!uml eetlvltles, These ;0115 ere considel'cd too shullew and teo
disturbed to b., eouducivc IQ retaInIng areheologlce! deposits:,

1\ chuek of the T"~as Archeolo13lonl Sites Atlas reV~Rle<l ne.reecrded art:h"olo~lcal shes whhln
Ill' nd.lncel1lto I\U1'1rl1Rli"", 'IC". BOC2IlJM: Altematlve"C"lslocated In lin area ofnl1clel1t llcdollic
dcpnslts III nil upland sellinll thllt is devoid ofo permanefll waterSOUI'C'l;' and conslsts of
previously dlsturbed shallow sells ills ccneluded-that lhe area does noi IncludeseUlngs wJt~
rcnsonable potentlal to contain \\r"hcolog!Clll hlsltlrlc prtlperlles or SAL's, ~eeentmeh<;ologieal
wmk In lht) vicinity of the propostd nll,gnmcnlshlf\, deserlbed above, Slipports this conclusion.

WI: request your ecncurrenee lhllithc proposed alignmentshlflillbeled Alt<:mati...e "C" dOllS Mt
cOlllnln ~cllh1gs with reasonable j1otcnlll\llo conhdnareheologleal Historic Propertlel' (36 C:f'~

1I0ll.16,(I) or SAL'5 (13 TAC ~26.12) und that no furUler are:heologlci\1 worlds ro:qulred.wllhm
the Iimlt~ 0 rIIltemllllvll"C", In the unlikely event Ihlllllrcheological mUIErial,s ure discovered
dUl'lng conslrucl1on. work in the urell ot' discovery will ceaseIlnd accidental discover)' proc.durrs
wiII b" IlllpleJlI~nled In accordance wIth the provisions of thePI'ol1.lammatic Agreement .(PA)
hclwl;l:m 1'xD01' ill1d lh", THe. '



Dr. Jnmes E. Brusc!h -3- June 6, 2002

Ir you hnve <ll'y qllc$ljon~ I'r need more lnfcrrnetian, please tontacl Mike Jordan al 512/416.
26;15,

I-i ll1c~l11ly.

(

..

?Jru~'
Midl~c l Jordan, Stl Ar. ncolog lst
Archcologlce] Sllldks rograrn
f.!11\'ironl1'''1l1e) A-fl"h." Dlvislon

i\lInchmcnhl

1

G. R. Dennls Price
Envirorunental Spcdall$l
Ellvironmenlal Atrnirs Dlvlslen

"

"
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Subj<::cl: LNU-FarrnJand Protection-
SH 121 Highwa.y Proposed
Johnson County.Texas

Texas Department ofTransportation
P.O. Box 6868 .
Fori Worth, Texas .
76115:0686·

June 7, 2002

(

Attention: Robert Hall, Envlronmeutal Coor.dinlltor

We nave reviewed the InfomlatiOll provided concernlng proposed S. H. J21 In Johnson
County, Texass, This Is part of an Environmental Bvaluatlonfor the above-referenced
highway being prepared for the TxnOT and FHWA. We have evaluated the soils for Ihl~

project as required by the Farmland Prntectlon Polley .Act (FPPA).

The proposed project docs contain Prime andStatewide Important Farmland soils as
defined by the P'PPA: Saveral map lInlt~ identified in the SOil SurveyofJohnson County
ate classified as Prime Farmland and Statewide Importent Farmland. AppToximlllcl)'
431.4 acres ofland will be acquired ofwhich about 298.4 acres Is elasslfled as lmporlam
Farmland by tile I'PPA. These Boils had a composite score of74 and the Total Points on
Part Yll of the AD-I 006 is J42. This site willrequire no additional cooslderadon since
the rating score is less then 160. The FPPA states, "Slle:treccI"Ilng a total scoreofless
than 160 need not be given furtherconsideration for protection and no additional sites
need 10 h? evaluated", 7CFR Part 658.4 (0)2.

Attached I,~.the completed A0-'1006 (Farmland Converslon ImpactRaling) form fOl this
project lndicetlngthe exemption statUs of this proposed project

Thanks for the quality resource materials you submitted \0 evaluate this project. If you
have any questionsplease call James Greenwade at (254)-742·9960 Or StunBrown at
(254)-742-9354, Fnx (2S4}-742-98S9.

, Thanks, Ii

~
Jh, 6Jw-~

. ames M. Grnenwade
. Soil Scientist '

Soli'Survey 5eCllcm'
USDA-NRCS. Temple, Texas

, ,.
iMN.::o!s.lrilI~COtW.~ Gq,.,~-",.ol1d.~.oNl1d'NM
ThO' "'"'-Ibn 1'<""'PR b ~n.cert.~ rca.aurez:s~ priotl14 ~"~,.

N4'eOUA l OPPORl\JNITY EMPLOYER
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OEO-MARINE, INC.

22 May 2002

550Easl 151h Street

Plano, Texos75074

phone: 97z.423.54&O

email: gml@geo-marine.com

fax: 972.422,2736

website: gec-marfue.com

Nancy A. Kenmotsu, Ph.D., Supervisor
Archeolog ical Studies Program
Environmental Affairs Division
Texas Department of Transportation
125 E. !l'" Street
Austin, Texas 78701-2483 .

Impact Evaluation WA 57022PD002-Tarrant and Johnson Counties ;;ll/t-o.t-oo 8 .......,,[
SH 121 from 600 ft northeast of Cleburne-Crowley Road to US 67 (CSJ 2118--02--008)

Dear Dr. Kenmotsu:

Gee-M arine, Inc., performed an archeological impact evaluation for the above-referenced project
in Johnson and Tarrant count ies, Texas, on 2 May and 9 May 2002. Melissa Green, Michelle
Wurtz, Denise Hough, and Duane Peter completed the impact evaluation. This report presents
the findings and recommendations for the project areas.

This project proposes to construct a four-lane, divided highway on a new alignment from US 67
(the Cleburne Bypass) northward to approximately 183 m (600 ft) northeast of Cleburne-Crowley
Road (FM 1902). The total project corridor is approximately 22.5 Jan (14 mil long, and the right­
of-way width varies from 73 m (240 ft) to 122 m (400 ft) at the interchanges, covering a total area
of approximately 240 ha (594 acres; Figures 1,2, and 3). Additionally, a new county road is to
b~ constructed north from FM 917 and just west of the new SH 121 alignment (see Figure 2).

The purpose of the impact evaluation was to provide the following information:

1. Identifying areas where,existing ROW is too disturbed or otherwise unlikely to contain
intact archeological deposits;

2, Identifying areas/depths where existing ROW is, likely to be too disturbed or otherwise
unlikely to contain intact archeological deposits;

3. Identifying areas/depths where intact deposits may be present within existing ROW;
4. Identifying areas where survey should and should not be performed, including identifying

locations where mechanical trenching and/or shovel testing should be performed. IT
trenching is recommended, the report shall indicate obstacles (if any) 10 machine access.



..
Impact Evaillalion IVA57022PDOIJl

:
22 May 2002

Prior to fieldwork, site files at the Texa s Archeological Research Laboratory (TARL) were
searched for infonnation on any known sites within 1.6 Ian (1 mi) of the project corridor. No
sites were identified within that perimeter. Geologic , soils, and historic maps were also
consulted.

The majority of the project area is underlain by Lower Cretaceous geological formation s, The
northernmost one-fourth consists of undivided middle shale and lower limestone units of Weno
Limestone, Denton Clay, Fort Worth Limestone, and Duck Creek Formation. Most of the
southern three-fourths of the project area is composed of Grayson Marl and Main Street
Limestone undivided. In addition, small areas of the Upper Cretaceous Woodbine Formation and
Holocene alluvium occur within the project area (Bureau of Economic Geology 1972).

Soil surveys of Tarrant (Ressel 1981) and Johnson counties (Coburn 1985) indicate 28 soil map
units within the project area. These units include the following:

• Sanger cla y, I to 3 percent slopes; Sanger clay, 3 to 5 percent slopes
• Bolar clay loam, 1 to 3 percent slopes; Bolar clay loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes
• Frio silty clay, occasionally flooded
• Aledo-Bolar complex , 2 to 8 percent slopes; Aledo-Bolar complex, 5 to 20 percent slopes
• Purves clay, 0 to 3 percent slopes
• Lindale clay loam, I to 3 percent slopes
• Heiden clay, I to 3 percent slopes
• Ponder clay loam, I to 3 percent slopes; Ponder clay loam, 3 to 5 percent slopes
• Wilson silty clay loam, 0 to I percent slopes; Wilson silty clay loam , I to 3 percent slopes
• Lott silty clay, I to 3 percent slopes
• Culp clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes
• Pursley clay loam, frequently flo oded
• Has see fine sandy loam , 0 to I percent slopes
• Crosstell fine sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes
• Rader fine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes
• Coving loamy fine sand, 0 to 3 percent slopes
• Birome-Rayex complex, 5 to 20 percent slopes
• Slidell clay, 0 to I percent slopes; Slidell clay, I to 3 percent slopes
• Lewisville silty clay, 1 to 3 percent slopes; Lewisville silty clay, 3 to 5 percent slopes
• Burleson clay, 0 to 1 percent-slopes, and Burleson clay, I to 3 percent slopes

The entire project area is situated in an upland setting, The area is gently rolling or flat, and small
tributaries .to West Buffalo and Rock creeks cross the project corridor. "Much of the corridor is in
pasture or plowed fields, some of which have been allowed to go fallow. Wildflowers were in
full bloom in many of the fields at the time of the survey.

Fieldwork consisted of visual inspection of the project area. Three crew members were present
for each day of fieldwork; two archeologists walked the corridor while a third moved the vehicle
ahead. Disturbances were noted, and drainage profiles and cleared or eroded areas were
examined for cultural materials and contextual integrity potential. No shovel tests were
excavated. Photographs were taken of disturbances, drainage crossings, project area overviews,
and representative sections of the roadway. The project corridor investigations consisted of a
pedestrian walk-over that started at the southern end and ended at the northern terminus .
Approximately 14.5 Ian (9 mi) of the corridor were examined on the first day, and the remaining
8 km (5 mi) covered on the later date.

2
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Impact Evaluation IVA J7022PDOO. 22May 2002

The walk-over began along the southern segment of the corridor at CR 1216 (see Figure 1),
Between CR 1216 and Industrial Boulevard are a recently plowed field and a pasture (Plate I), A
waterline that runs north-south in the fields has alarge release valve at its intersection with CR
1216. The pasture has been terraced at one time, Some small cobbles were noted across the
surface of beth fields, Telephone and cable lines run along the north side ofIndustrial Boulevard.
Between Industrial Boulevard and Highway 171 are a pasture and a small field of oats.
Underground fiber optics, telephone, and cable lines were observed between, and following, the
rights-of-way ofHighway 171 and the BNSF railroad.

The section between Highway 171 and Vaughn Road consists primarily of pasture and fallow
fields (see Figure 1). A maximum of approximately 100 m (328 ft) has been added to widen this
segment for an alternative alignment. A new water line in the field starts at the comer of the
fence and follows the proposed highway right-of-way for slightly more than 0.8 km (0.5 mi) to
the Cleburne city limits and then turns west. A high voltage power line also extends east-west at
the city limits. This area is currently in pasture. Two West Buffalo Creek tributaries-small,
ephemeral, upland drainages that are little more than ditches carrying very little water, and thus
with no potential for archeological remains-eross this segment (Plates 2 and 3). The property
from the proposed Sparks Road to Vaughn Road consists of a fallow field. New industrial
complexes are east and west of the project corridor just north of a lake (appearing on the aerial

. photographs, but not on the earlier 1960s topographic quadrangle). The right-of-way for the
proposed Sparks Road was apparent by the cleared and leveled ground and by a drainage ditch
and overhead telephone or electric lines.

Between Vaughn Road and CR 904 are several tracts, particularly along West Buffalo Creek, to
which access was not granted (see Figure 1). Based on the lack of soil change and depth of
cutbanks noted along West Buffalo Creek in the previous segment, the potential for archeological
deposits along this drainage is slight . In areas to which access had been granted, the landscape is
predominantly in pasture, some with stands of mesquite .' Two underground natural gas pipelines
cross the project right-of-way in this segment: one trending northwest-southeast approximately
1.3 km (0.8 mil north of Vaughn Road, and the other in a northeast-southwest direction
approximately 0.7 km (0.4 mi) farther north. An east-west, overhead, high-voltage power line
crosses this segment approximately 0.45 km (0,28 mi) south of CR 904. The two small
tributaries that cross this segment are also no more than ephemeral, upland drainages with no
likelihood for archeological deposits.

Along the middle segment of the project corridor (see Figure 2), several new manufactured
homes, with overhead power lines and underground telephone and cable lines, have been built on
the north side of CR 904 (plate 4). From CR 904 to FM 917, the slightly more rolling landscape
is primarily in pasture, some with stands of mesquite . Much of this segment is used for grazing
horses, and many electric fences were observed . The small drainages that the right-of-way
crosses are nothing more than low-lying areas that act as runoff channels from surrounding fields.
Since pedestrian access was also denied at the northern end near PM 917-an area of several new
homes, as well as a subdivision just below Brushy Knob-a windshield survey was conducted for
the section from CR 909 to FM 917 by way of the subdivision roads. Overhead and underground
utilities have been installed for these new homes. .

Much of the project corridor section between FM 917 and CR 910 was not accessible for
pedestrian examination (see Figure 2). Approximately 225 m (738 ft) west of the proposedSH
121 right-of-way, however, a new, north-south-oriented county road is proposed on the northern
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side of FM 917. Approximately 300 m (984 ft) of this proposed county road is currently a well­
maintained dirt road leading 10 a trailer home. The remainder of the proposed road is in pasture,
although some hardwood trees are scattered about.

The corridor section that begins at CR 910 and extends to CR 1016 consists primarily of pasture
land, although a sparsely wooded area of mesquite was encountered approximately 250 m (820 ft)
north of CR 910 (see Figure 2). A new livestock tank is located at the northern end of this
wooded area. Several shallow swales feed the tank with runoff water from the surrounding fields.
A large, contoured field on the western side of the right-of-way is adjacent to the northern end of
the wooded area. All the tributaries through this segment that run to Rock Creek are primarily
shallow swales or drainages with no standing or flowing water. Bedrock slabs and cobbles occur
at the surface in some portions of this segment as well. At CR 913, more residential areas appear
along and adjacent to the project corridor. though there is still open pasture in the corridor. A
Brazos Electric Coop power station is located at the intersection of the project corridor and FM
1902. The stretch of this segment between FM 1902 and CR 1016 is made up entirely of pasture
(plate 5).

The northernmost segment of the project corridor extends from CR 1016 to its northern terminus
just northeast of FM 1902 (see Figure 3) . The property just north of CR 1016 consists of a
recently plowed field. Small. fist-sized cobbles were observed in the newly turned dirt. The next
property northward, as well as the one extending to the southernmost intersection of the project
corridor with FM 1902 at CR 915, was covered in blooming wildflowers at the time of the
survey. The tributary to Rock Creek in this area has incised the rolling topography in varying
degrees. from nearly level with the surrounding ground surface to at least 1.2 m (4 ft) in depth.
The tributary section that crosses the corridor revealed a small cutbank filled with cobble lenses
(Plate 6). apparently the result of high-energy deposition.

The section from CR 915 northward to CR 1015 crosses a large upland pasture that is still used
for cattle grazing and was filled with wildflowers (plate 7; see Figure 3). At the southern end of
this section, a buried water line and an aerial power line were observed along CR 915. Two large
swales for delivering runoff to a large tank/pond just west of the project corridor were crossed
approximately 0.5 Ian (0~3 mil north of CR 915. An aerial power line crosses the corridor just
north of this pond and extends to a house with a windmill and outbuildings located on CR 1015A
at the road's right-angle tum, which is 0.8 Ian (0.5 mil north of its intersection with CR 915.
Moving northward. the project corridor closely follows the now-abandoned, north-south-trending
portion of CR 1015A. A natural gas pipeline crosses the corridor at a northwest-southeast
direction approximately 150 m (492 ft) south of CR 1015. This pipeline is mounded and marked
with orange posts and signs at fence lines. The walk-over continued northward at the west­
turning elbow of CR 1015 at an unnamed tributary to Rock Creek. Some flowing water was seen
in the shallow, rock-bottomed channel. The remaining portion of the segment northward to CR
920 is in pasture, covered with wildflowers and some scattered mesquite thickets. Another
unnamed tributary in this segment, similar to the tributary just north of CR 1016, has incised the
landscape, although no evidence of archeological remains was discovered.

Between CR 920 and CR 1014A (just south of the TarrantJJohnson county line), a windshield
viewing of some of the area that was partially inaccessible was achieved by way of Sparks Lane
(see Figure 3). Sparks Lane ends in a cul-de-sac that is in the center of the proposed alignment.
Several built and manufactured homes and outbuildings will be impacted. These residences are
recent (bu\lt after 1976 when the Primrose 7.5-minute quad was last photoinspected). Pasture
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runs from the north side of the cul-de-sac to CR 1014A, and from just north of CR 1014A to FM
1187, A wooden slurry(?) tank/pump was encountered approximately 100 m (328 ft) north of CR
1014A (Plate 8). The quad shows an abandoned outbuilding, though there is no extant evidence
other than an electrical pole in approximately the same location. About '100 m (328 ft) north of
this slurry tank/pump are two large rectangular ditches that may have been used as earthen
silos(?), each about 1.8 m (6 ft) deep (Plate 9). Several outbuildings across Boyd Hampton Road
may have been part of. this farming complex. The remaining 1.1 km (0.7 mil of this section to
FM 1187 are in open upland pasturage. An east-west overhead power/telephone line crosses the
right-of-way 200 m (656 ft) south of FM 1187.

The section between FM 1187 and its intersection with FM 1902 (Cleburne-Crowley Road; see
Figure 3) is composed of pasture, with some trees close to FM 1187 . A Rock Creek tributary just
north of the FM 1187/corridor right-of-way intersection is slightly larger than other drainages
seen along the project area and has incised the landscape, based on the rolling topography.
Although the cutbanks are from 0.6-1.5 m (2-5 ft) deep, there is no evidence of archeological
deposits. On the north side of this tributary the landscape gradually rises and somewhat levels
off. Just south of the northernmost right-of-way intersection with FM 1902 is another tributary.
This stream also varies in depth due to the topography. At the right-of-way, the cutbanks are only
about 0.6 m (2 ft) deep (plate 10), but just 300 m (984 ft) downstream, the southern cutbank is
approximately 3 m (10 ft) in depth; yet no evidence of archeological remains was found. At this
point, the right-of-way turns northeasterly and crosses FM 1902 onto yet more upland pasture,

In conclusion, the proposed SH 121 project corridor falls completely in an upland setting.
Because the upland lacks a permanent water source and because the soils are too shallow to be
conducive to retaining archeological deposits, prehistoric cultural resources are unlikely to occur
and no evidence of early historic pioneer farmsteads or ranches was found. Although most of the
roads in the general project area have been there for quite some time, occupation along these
roads is still, for the most part, sparse. No archeological remains were discovered during the
current investigation, and it is thus highly unlikely that any significant archeological resources
will be impacted during construction of this portion of SH 121.' Therefore, no further
archeological investigations are recommended for this project corridor.

Sincerely,

)

Melissa M. Green
Project Archeologist

Ref: 32020,00.22
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Figure3. Detailofnonhcmportionof theproject area (CSJ 2118'{)2'{)08).
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Impact Eva'"ation WA 57022PDwJ

Plate I. View north. Plowedfield north o{CR 1216.

Plate2. View southeast. Tributary channelo{WeslBuffalo Creek,

10

22 May 2002



Impact Evaluation IVA S7022PDtN2 22 May 2002
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Plate 4. View north, lntetsectlon with CR 904,

11

/
/ "



Impact Evaluati," IVA 57022PlJu02

Plate5. View north, southern Intersection withI'M 1902.

Piale 6.
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22 May 2002



ImpactEvaluatlonWA S7022Pl.Ju<J2

Plale 7. View north. Corridor to CR 1015 inlerseclion.

Plate 8. Vieweast. Pump/tank in pasture off CR IOl4A.
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22May2002



Impact Bvaluatlon IVA 57022PD",,1

. -
Plate 9. View west. Overlooking ditches (possible trench silos) from Floyd HamplonRoad.

Plate10. View southwest, Creek cutbank Justsouthof PM 1902.
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22 May 2002
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Texas

Department
of Transponation

MEMORANDUM

TO:
CC:

Michelle Skinner, ENV-PRO
Judy Anderson

DATE: August 20, 2009

FROM: Mark Brown, ENV/CRM

SUBJECT: Comment on NEPA document circulated 7/1/09

District: Fort Worth Highway: SH 121
County: Johnson
CSJ #: 0504-04-001
Project Limits: from FM 1187 to US 670

Section 106 consultation for the above referenced re-evaluation closed on August 13, 2009.
Negative survey: no historic age resources in 300' APE.
A copy of the negative survey memo must be included in the Appendices.

Replace the 2nd paragraph (The APE, as designated . . ) on page 37 with the following text:

"The historic resources survey completed for the 2004 FONSI remains valid except for the
project area divergent from the alignment approved under the FONSI. TxDOT historians
surveyed the new APE and determined that no historic-age resources are present and that
individual project coordination with SHPO is not required"

CRM-HIST recommends creating separate subsections within section 3.12 for archeological and
non-archeological cultural resources.

Create a table listing the eight known historic sites mentioned in the third paragraph of Section
4.1.16, p. 53. Add a map showing their locations.

Replace the third paragraph of Section 4.1.16, p. 53 with the following:

"Section 106 coordinati on determined that there are no historic resources in the APE of the
Modified Alignment under revaluation. Therefore the Modified Alignment can have no indirect or
cumulative effects. There are eight known historic sites that are listed on, or eligible for listing on,
the NRHP in the Resource Stud y Area (Table _ and Figure_. ), but none would be impacted by the
induced development forecasted by the local planners. Although it is possible that other historic



District: Fort Worth
County: Johnson
CSJ #: 0504·04·001

2

s ites exist in the induced development area for the proposed project, it is not poss ible to
determine potential effects as the exact locations and nature of the resources are unknown."

Please contac t me at 5 12.4 16.2600 should you have any questions or require additional
information.

###



Distr ict : Fort Worth
County: Johnson
CSJ #: 0504-04-001

3



MEMORANDUM

TO: 850 File, Various Road Projects, Various CSJs, Various Districts

FROM: Scott Pletka, Ph.D. DATE: December 3, 2008

SUBJECT: Internal review under the First Amended Programmatic ,Agreement Among the
Federal Highway Admlnlstrallon, the Texas Department of Transportation, the
Texas State Historic Preservation OHlcer, and the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation Regarding the Implementation of Transportation Undertakings (PA­
TU), and Internal review under the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)
Between the Texas Historical Commission and the Texas Department of
Transportation

Attached are the lists of projects reviewed Internally by qualified TxDOT archeologists from
11/27/08 to 12103/08. These projects either do not warrant survey as a result of a low
probability of encountering archeological historic properties and State Archeological Landmarks,
or the projects were Inspected by surveyor Impact evaluation and do not warrant further work.
As provided under the PA·TU, consultation with the Texas State Historic Preservation OHicer Is
not necessary for these undertakings. As provided under the MOU, tho proposed projects do
not require individual coordination with theTexas Historical Commission.

SignatureQ~~ Date~'-' ~(1ffi!j
For FHWA and TxDOT

Attachment

cc: ETS Data Entry; PM; ENV_ARC; PA File;

t:\crmlarch\intemal review memos\clean templates-Internal review memos\internal review listmemo no
properties.doc



Page: 1 of 1 ETS
ARCHEOLOGICAL COORDINATION

Projects that do not warrant ArcheologIcal Surv~
(Secllon 106andANTIQUITIES CODE OF TEXAS)

From: 11/27/2008 To: 1213/2008

Fort Bend Houston P 641 0089·17-003
Fort Bend Houston FM3345 3420·01-1)11
ohnson ortWorth SH 121 0504-04-001

Number of Projects: 4

Slg~"". CJj;?~
For FHWA and TxDOT



Page: 1all ETS
ARCHEOLOWCALCOORWNATION

Archeological Surveys, No Further Work Recommended
(Section 106andANTIQUITIES CODE OF TEXAS)

From: 1112712008 To: 1213/2008

la H79 0282-01-014

Numberof Projects: 1



US- Department
01TronSpOflotion

Federal Highway
Administration

FEDERALHIGHWAYADMINISTRATION
300EAST8TH STREET, RM 826

AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701

Mr.AlonzoChalepah, Chairman
Apache Tribe of Oklahoma
P.O. Box 1220
Anadarko, OK 73005

December3, 2008

4 *
~~J::r:rentI',Yo,V;ansportation

TEXASDEPARTMENTOF TRANSPORTATION
12~; E. 11'h STREET .

AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483

RE: CSJ: 0504-04-001 (previously 2118-01-008 and 2118-02-008); SH 121, from FM H87to us67,
Construct Divided Highway onNew Location; Section 106Conllnuing Consultallon; Johnson County, Fort
Worth District

DearMr. Chalepah:

The above referenced transportallon project Is being considered for construcllon by the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) and theTexas Department of Transportallon (TxDOT). Environmental studies are
In the process of beingconducted for this project. The project Is located Inan area thatmay be of Interest
to your tribe. The purpose of this letter Is to contact you Inorderto continue Section 106consultation with
yourcommunity pursuant to sllpulallons of the First Amended Programmallc Agreement among the
Federal Highway Admlnlstrallon, theTexas Department of Transportallon, theTexas.State Historic
Preservation Officer, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation Regarding the Implementation of
Transportallon Undertakings (PA-TU). Previous consultallon was conducted by correspondence dated
January2, 2002. Allhatllme, the proposed projectwaslisted underCSJs: 21 18-01-008and 2118-02­
008.

Theoriginal project Involved theproposed ccnstructtcn of SH 121 from FM 1187 to US 67.The original
localionmap Which was enclosed with the January2, 2002, letter is attached. The current consultation
Involves an adjustment to that project which wouldshift the proposed right of way (ROW)westof a prior
alignment. The shiftwould onlyconcern the 2.05-mlle segment of SH 121 , from SH 171 to just northwest
of WestBuffaloCreek. The location of the proposed change is depicted on the allached mapof Johnson
County. A statemapdeplcllng the location of Johnson County Isalso attached.

The proposed segment of SH 121 would be a 4-lanedivided highwayon a newlocallon. For the most
part, SH 121 wouldhave 44-foot-wlde pavement for boththe north-and south-bound highway. Each
secllonof divided highway would consistof two 12-foot-wide laneswith 10-foot-wide shoulders. There
wouldbe a 52-foot-wide median between northand south bound traffic. The Se!lments of SH 121 just
north and southof Sparks Road would Include entrance and exit access ramps. At this location pavement
width would be Increased to 56feet, Incorporallng a 12-foot-wlde entrance/exit acceleratlon/decelerallon

MOVING THE!
AMERICAN
~ CON 0 M Y ...-'" 1of 5
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Re: Section 106Continuing Consultation, National Historic Preservation Act;
Proposed TexasDepartment of Transportation Project, FortWorthDistrict

CSJ: 0504-04-001 (previously 2118-01-008 and 2118-02-008); SH 121 , from FM 1187 to US67.
Construct DividedHighway on NewLocation; Johnson County

lane to accommodate access to and from SH 121 andSparks Road. A 58-foot-wldeoverpass would be
constructed overSH 121 at Sparks Road. SH 121 would beraised on fill for the entirety of theproject
length (see attached Plan and Profile). Three borrowareas for construction fill are also proposed. These
areas aredepleted on the allached Conceptual MItigation Plan. Borrow AreaA would be approximately
424 feet wideby 1188feet long. BorrowArea B would be approximately 613 feet wide by 1716feet long.
Borrow Area C would be approximately 292feet wide by613feet long. Proposed ROW width forSH 121
would vary from approximately327to fi16 feet alongthe length of the projecl.

Additionally, bridges would be constructed where SH 121 would cross West Buffalo Creek and an
unnamed headwater of West Buffalo Creek. The divided bridges overWest Buffalo Creek would each be
44 feetwideby 450feet long. Approaches to the bridge would be raised on fill 10 feethighat the
southern end of thebridge and 11 feethighat thenorthern endof thebridge. The divided bridges over
the unnamed drainage would be 44 feet wideon the north-bound side and 56 fel3t wideon thesouth­
bound side. Bothbridges would be 450feet long.Approaches to the bridge would be raised on fill 16 feet
highon thesouthern end of the bridge and7.5 feet highon the northern endof the bridge. At the
southernmost extent of the project, where SH 121 Intersects withSH171,overpass bridges would be
constructed allowing SH 121 to pass overSH 171 (see attached Plan and Profile). The location of this
Intersection Is where the latestproposed ROW tapers back to theoldproposed HOW. A mapdepicting
the latestproposed ROWand theold proposed ROWlocation Is enclosed(see attached SH 121 Right of
WayShift).

The areaof potential effects (APE) for the project has been defined as all of the existing highway right of
way (maximum of 516feet wide for2.05miles) and thethree proposed borrowareas for a total areaof
almost 168acres. Vertical Impacts would beconfined to about 2-footdepths along the roadway. In
general, borrowareas would be excavated to a depth of 5 feel.

Within theAPE, SH 121wouldbe aligned mostlynorth to south. The terrain Is relatively level along the
length of IheAPE (see attached USGS map). Overall, theproposed highway would range Inelevation
from 830 feet (253 meters) above sealevelat the baseof thechannel bed of the unnamed drainage to
859feet (262 meters) above sealevel at the southernmost edge of theAPE(see attached Plan and
Pronte). Dra/nage occurs via WestBuffalo Creek, a tributary of Buffalo Creek, and two unnamed
drainages, both headwaters of West Buffalo Creek. Wllhln the APE, West Buffalo Creek trends south
and the two unnamed drainages trend east. All three aremapped as Intermittent by the USGS (see
attached map). The USGS map, dated 1.961 and photorevlsed1978, does not depict Lake George Marll,
Indlcallng that the lake postdates 1978. .

Most(89 percent) of the surface geologic deposits within the proposed APEhave been mapped as
belonging to Grayson Marl andMain Street Limestone undivided[Kgy) (Bureau of Economic Geology
1972: GeologiaAtlas of Texas, Dallas Sheet. Scale 1:250,000. TheUnlverslly ofTexas at Austin, Auslln,
Texas - seeenlarged section). Grayson Marl andMainStreet undivided ls a Lower Cretaceous
formation. As the Lower Cretaceous predates the existence of higher primates, 'the geologic deposits
would, therefore, longpredateanyhuman presence In theAmericas. Any archeological materials In these
deposits would be expected to beat or close to the surface. Twosections of surface ge%glc deposlls
alongthe unnamed drainage andBuffalo Creek (11 percent), however; have beenmapped as Holocene
Alluvium [Qal]. As these deposits postdate Iheaccepted startof human occupallon in North America, they
havethe potential to contain burled archeological deposits.

Soildata wereretrieved from theUSDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Web Soil Survey
(http://websolisurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/applWebSoilSurvey}onNovember25.2008(seeattachedmap).As
there were numerous mapped solis overthe length of theAPE, detailed Information Ispresented in the
follOWing lable (see Table 1 and attached map).



Re: Section 106 Conllnulng Consullallon, National Historic Preservation Act;
Proposed Texas Department of Transportation Project, FortWorth District

CSJ: 0504·04-001 (previously 2118-01-008 and 2118-02-008); SH 121,from FM 1187 to US67,
Construct DividedHighway on NewLocation; Johnson County

Table 1. Soli Data for Pro osedProlect Area.
Map Soli % Horizon: Brief Description Source/LocationSvmbol APE
CuB Culp clay 17.6 Ap:0-18 cm (0-7 In), darkgrayish brown clay loam loamyalluvium of

loam, 0-3% B21t: 18-46 em (7-18 In), darkgrayish brown sandy Quaternary age
slopes clay loam, hard, firm, plastic derived from
(Vertic B22t: 46-112 em (1.8-44 In), darkbrown sanely clay, mixed sources I
Arolustollsl hard, extremelv firm. olasllc stream terraces

Fr Friosiltyclay, 9.2 A1:0-20em (0-8 In).dark9raylsh brown silty clay loamyand clayey
occasionally A2: 20-56 em (8-22In), darkgrayish brown clay loam alluvial sediments
fiooded A3/A4:56-102 em (22·40 In), darkgrayish brown silly derived from
(Cumullc clay loam Cretaceous-aged
Haplustolls] Bk: 102-203cm (40·80 In), grayish brown silly clay limestone and

shale I flood olains
LeB Lewisville 6.5 Ap:0-15 em (0-6 In), darkgrayish brown silty clay clayey slope

siltyclay, 1- A: 15-41 em (6-16In).darkgrayish brown silty clay alluvium derived
3%slopes Bk: 41-86 cm(16-34 In). grayish brown silly clay from ancient loamy
(Udlc and calcareous
Calclustolls) sediments I draws

PnB Ponder clay 16.2 Ap: 0-18 em (0-7 In), darkgrayish brown clay loam, clayey alluvium I
loam, 1·3% extremely hard, firm; stickyandplasllc stream terraces
slopes Bt1: 18-43em (7-17 In). brown clay, extremely hard, (Lower
(Vertic very firm, verystickyandplastic Cretaceous).
Haplustalfs}

SaB Sanger clay, 0.3 Ap:0-18em (0-7 In), darkgrayish brown clay, clayey residuum
1-3%slopes extremely hard, very firm, stloky andplasttc weathered from
lUdic A: 18-97 em (7-38 In),darkgrayish brown clay, shale I ridges
Haplusterts] extremely hard. very firm, sticky andplastic (Lower

Bkss: 97·140 em (38-55 In), lightyellowish brown silly Cretaceous)
clav. hard, firm stickyand plastic

SIA Slidell clay, 36.8 Ap: 0-15 em (0-6 In), darkgrayclay, extremely hard, clayey slope
0-1% slopes veryfirm alluvium I ridges
lUdic A: 15-48 em (6-19In), verydarkgrayclay, e:dremely (Lower
Haolustertsl hard, very flrm Cretaceous)

SIB Slidell clay, 3.6 Bss:48·81cm (19-32 In), verydarkgrayclay,
1-3% slopes extremely hard, very firm
[Udlc
Haolustertsl

WsA Wilson silty 9.7 Ap: 0-13 em (0-5 In),verydarkgrayslit loam, very loamyalluvium of
clayloam, 0- hard, firm, sticky and plastic Quaternary age
1%slopes Bt: 13-51 em (5-20 In),verydarkgraysilly clay, derived from
(Oxyaqulc extremely hard, very firm,verystickyand very plastic mixed sources I
Vertic level to gently
Hanlustalfal sloolna terraces

Mapped salls primarily derived from ridge and stream terrace deposlls of Cretaceous age(at least 57
percent). These sells long predate human presence in theAmericas. ouatemarv alluvial soils (27
percent) mapped within the APE Include Culp clay loam and Wilson siltyclay loam. Culp series sells
reach a hard, firm, plastic, horizonby a depth of 18centimeters (7 Inches). Wilsonseries salls havea
very hard, firm, stickyand plasticsurface horizonwhich transilions to an extremely hard, veryfirm, very
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Re: Seclion 106Continuing Consultalion, National Hislorlc Preservation Acl;
Proposed Texas Department of Transportalion Project, Fort WorthDistrict

CSJ: 0504·04·001 (previously 2118-01-008 and2118-02-008); SH 121, from FM 1187to US67,
Construct Divided Highway onNewLocation; Johnson County

sticky, andveryplastic horizon by a deplhof 13cenlimeters (5 Inches}. Despite being Quaternary
alluvium, the nature of the solissuggests all archeological materials would beclose 10 or at the surface.

A check of theTexas Archeological SitesAtlas (Alias) on November 25. 2008, shows no previously
recorded archeological slles within, Immedlalely adjacent10, or within one kilometer (0.621 mile)of the
proposed APE (seeattached map seclion). TheAliascheck did showthree linear surveys which overlap
with and aredirectly adjacent to the APE. Two of these were conducted byTxDOT (as agents of FHWA)
InJanuary1994 for an earlierversion of thecurrent project.The surveys consisted of bothpedestrian
surveyandsubsurface Invesligalions. Those surveys Idenllfled one archeological site (41TR137 - a
surficial lithicscatter) north of FM 1187approxlmalely 23 kilometers (14.2 miles) beyond the current APE.
The third adjacent surveywas conducted by the Soli Conservalion Service in 1981 (see attached Atlas).
No sites were Idenlifled. Addllionally, an area survey 230meters (755feel) from the APE wasconducted
by the USDA-Rural Development In January 2007 andone linearsurvey1.09kilometers (0.677 mile)
from the APE was conducted by an unlisted agency. Noarcheological siteswere Idenlified duringeither
survey.

Additional field Invesligatlons are known which were conducted under the auspices of TxDOT. InMay
2002, Geo-Marlne, Inc. conducted an archeological Impact evaluallon of the prior preferred alignment for
SH 121.The2002 Impact evaluation overlapped the 1994 FHWAsurveys Infour locations. Part of the
2002 field Invesligalions Included a segmenl between SH 171 andCR904. A figure which depicts the
location of the archeological project Is attached. The extent of the Impact evaluatton corresponds to the
"Old Row"demarcated on the SH 121 Right of WayShiftfigure. The relalionshlp of the "Latesl Row" to
the"Old Row" can be seen on that samefigure. Much of thepreviouslyevaluated areaoverlaps wllh the
newestproposed ROW alignment. Additionally, Ihe proposed borrow areas fallwithin or parlialty overlap
previously Invesligated areas (see atlached Conceptual Mitigation Plan). The2002 Investigations
concluded Itwas highly unlikelythat anysignificant archeological resources would be Impacted as the
project areafell completely within an upland setting withshallow solisandlillie IIIcelihood of burled
deposits.

A check of theTexas Slate HighwayDepartmenl State Highway Planning Survey of 1936(Johnson
County. sheet127- see enlarged attached seclion) revealed one dwelling and a railltne within or
adjacent to theAPE. The railwayIs listedas the Atchison-Topeka on the USGS Maps andas theSanla
Fe on the State Highway Planning Surveyof 1936. According to IheTexas State Historical Association
Handbook of Texas Online (Handbook) (relrleved on December 2, 2008,
http://www.tshaonllne.org/handbooklonline/artlcles/JJ/hcj8.html). theAtchison, Topeka. and Santa Fewas
constructed in Johnson CountyIn 1881. Also, according to the Handbook, theJohnson County economy
was primarily dependent on agriculture unlllihe late twentieth century. The USGS mapIndicates theAPE
was undercultivation In 1978.Basedon thisand thelack of historicstruclures, Ills likely the area has
been heaVily plowed, furtherdisturbing archeological deposits.

Given the foregoing discussion of lhe geographical setllng and the results of previousfield Investigations
which are adjacent to or overlap the current APE, theproject area Isconsidered to havelow probabilily
tor the presence or prehistoric archeological siles. Furthermore, anyarcheologlcal siteswhich dooccur
within the APE would likely lack sufficient Inlegrlty to address Important questions of prehistory.
Therefore, TxDOT finds that the proposed project would not affectarcheological historic properlies (36
CFR800.16(1)(1)) or State Archeological Landmarks (13TAC 26.12)and recommends thatno further
archeological Investigations are warranted.

According to ourprocedures and at the request of theFHWA underSection 106of the Nattonal Historic
Preservation Act, we arewriting to request your comments on historic properties of cultural or religious
significance to your tribe that may be affected by theproposed undertaking. Anycomments you mayhave
on the TxDOT recommendation should alsobe provided. Please provide yourcomments within30days
of receiptof Ihis letter. Any comments provided after lhat lime will beaddressed 10 the fullestexlent
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Re: Section 106Conllnuing Consultation, Nallonal HistoricPreservallonAct;
Proposed Texas Department of Transportation Project, FortWorlh District

CSJ: 0504·04·001 (previously 2118-01·008 and 2118·02-008); SH 121,from FM 1187 to US67,
Construct Divided Highway on NewLocallon; Johnson County

possible. If you do notobject with a recommendallon "nohistoric properties affected," please sign below
to Indicate yourconcurrence. In the event that further Invesllgallons by our office disclose thepresence of
archeological deposits, we will contact your tribe toconllnue consultallon.

Thank you for yourattenllon to thismatter, If you have questions, pleasecontacl John Arnn (TxDOT
Archeologist) at 5121416·2639 {email : jarnn@dot.slale.tx.us)ormeat5121416·2631 (email:
splelka@dol.stale.tx.us).

Scott Pletka, Ph.D., Supervisor
Archeological Studies Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Concurrence by:

Attachments

Date:

ccw/attachments: Barbara Maley, Environmental Coordlnalor FHWA; SonjaWhitehead, TxDOT Fort
Worth District Environmental Coordinator; Michelle Skinner, ENV·PM TxDOT; JohnArnn, ENV·ARCH
TxDOT; ENV·ARCH Project File

cc wlo attachments: ETS Scan

50f5



. 'December 3, 2008The attached letterwas sent to the following tribes on__~~~....£Ji.!.l2..-__~

Mr. Alonzo Chalepah, Chairman
Apache Tribe of Oklahoma
P.O, Box 1220
Anadarko, OK 73005

Mr, Marlon Frye, Chairperson
Business Committee
Klckapoo of Oklahoma
P.O. Box 70
McLoud, OK 74851

Mr, Juan Garza, Jr. Chairperson
NAGPRA Coordinator
Kickapoo Traditional TribeofTexas
HC1 Route, Box 9700
Eagle Pass, TX 78852

Mr. Leslie Standing, President
WichIta and Affiliated Tribes
P.O. Box 729
Anadarko, OK 73005

Ms. JennieLillard, Town King
Kialegee Tribal Town
P.O, Box 332
Wetumka, OK 74883

Mr. ArlanWhitebird, Chairperson
Klckapoo of Kansas
1107 Goldfinch Road
P,O. Box 271
Horton,KS 66439

Mr. Buford Rolin, Chairperson
Poarch Band of Creek Indians " "
5811 Jack Springs Road
Atmore, AL 36502

Mr. John Miller, Chairperson
Pokagon Band of Potawatomi Indians of Michigan
P.O. Box 180 •
Dowagiac, MI 49047



County: Johnson

County Location Map

Project CSJ: 0504-04-001

Project Name: SH 121 from FM 1187 to US 67. FortWorth District

Johnson
County
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SoliMap
(CSJ: 05Q4·04·001 SH 121)
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Soil Map-Johnson Couoly, Texas
(CSJ: 0504-04-001 SH 121)

MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Soil Map Units

Area aflntercst lAOI)o "'eo of lnt. oost(AOI)

seus
:'~ ~ !

SpecW Pole:tt Fe2tJJros

'" Blowout

I8l BorrowPit

)( Clay Spot

• C1osed~on

:x: Gr.woI Pit

,. Gravelly Spot

'" Lafld1ilI

" l3vaFlow

..... M!Ior:>h orswamp

"" Mine or Ol.lorty

@ Mi$c:ellanoous Wator

e Perennial Water

v RockOutcrop

+ SalineSpol:

.. SendySpot

..... SeWlOly Eroded Spot

0 SinMole

l> Slide orSlip

" SodieSpat

E! SpoilA'felJ

o Stony Spot

ro v.", Stony Spot

, We<Spot

... Other

Special Uno Features
' ...~ Gully

...... Short S1tl(1p Slope

.... ,. Other

Political Foatum$

e Cities

Wattlr Features

m Oceans

Streams and Can2Is

Tr.tn:spo rtatio n

..- Rails

."..., InterstateH[gh~

~ USRoutos

M3jorRoadS

.",..,. LocaJ Road$

Map Scale: 1:17,000 If printed on A size (8.5' x 11") sbee t,

The sousurveysthat compriseyourAOI were mappedat 1::20.000.

Please rely on the bar scaleon each map sheet for accurate map
measurements.

Sourceof Map: Natural Resources COnservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: http://websoilsurvey..nrcs.usdagov
Coordinate System: UTM ZOne 14N NA083

Th is produ ct is generated from the USDA..NRCS certified data as of
the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Asea: Johnson County, Texas
SurveyArea Data: Version6.Apr 10. 2006

Date{s) aerial imageswere photographed: 1995

The orthophotoor other basemap on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitizedprobably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a resu lt. some minor shifting
of map unit boundaries may be evident.

lISrM.
:o.oiiiI

Natural Resources
Conso rvation Sesvtee

We b Soil SUlWY 2.1
National Cooperative Soil Survey

1112512008
Page 2 013



Soll Map-Johnson County, Texas

Map Unit Legend

CSJ: 0504-04-001 SH 121

Johnson County,Toxas (TX261)

MapUnit Symbol MapUnit Namo Aerosln AOI Percent ofAOI

CuB Culp clay loam. 0 to 3 portent elopes 23.3 17.6%

Fr F~o sillyclay, occasionally noodod 12.2 9.2%

LoB Lowlsvlllo silly clay, 1 to 3 percent slopos 8.6i 6.6%

PnB Ponder clay loam, 1to3 percent slopes 21.5 16.2%

SaB Sanger clay, 1 to3 percent~Iopes 0.4 0.3%

SIA Slidell clay, 0 10 1 percenl,l opes 48.8 36.8%

SIB Slidell clay, 1 to 3 percent slopes 4.7 3.6%

WsA W lson silty clay loam, 0 (0 1 percent slopes 12.9 9.7%

Totals for Areaor Interest 132.4 100.0%

Natural Rescurcea
Conservation Service

WebSoil SUlvey 2.1
Nallonal Cooperative SoilSurvey

11125/2008
Page 3 0' 3
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~*I Texas Department of Transportation
DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG.• 125 E. 11TH STREET' AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701·2483' (512) 483·8585

December 3, 2008

Ms. LaRue Parker. Chairperson
Caddo Nationof Oklahoma
P.O. Box 487
Binger, OK 73009

l/~l"
:;roo O~~

1"4(. r"zt.
.O~C' ~k0l O~lJ

() 1 00A~ly"<, <'tl/i9 'VI

<,
RE: CSJ: 0504-04·001 (previously 2118-01-008 and 2118-02-008); SH 121, from FM 1187 to US 67,
Construct DIvided Highway on NewLocation; Section 106Continulng.Consullatlon; JohnsonCounty, Fort
Worth District

DearMs. Parker:

The above referenced transportation project Is being considered for construcllon by theFederal Highway
Administration (FHWA) and the TexasDepartment ofTransportation (TxDOT). Environmental studies are
In the process of being conducted for this project. The project is located In an area that Isof Interest 10
your tribe. The purposeof this letter Is tocontactyou In order to continue Section 106consullation wilh
your community pursuant to stipulations of the First Amended Programmatic Agreement among the
Federal HighwayAdminIstration, theTexas Department ofTransportation, the Texas Slate Historic
Preservation Officer, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation Regarding the Implementation of
Transportation Undertakings(PA-TU). Previousconsultation was conducted by correspondence dated
January2, 2002. At that time, the proposed projectwas listed underCSJs: 2118-01·008 and 2118-02­
008.

The original project Involved the proposed construction of SH 121 from FM 1187 to US 67. The original
location map whichwas enclosed wilh the January2. 2002, letter Isattached. The current consullation
Involves an adjustment to that project which wouldshift the proposed right of way (ROW) west of a prior
atignment. The shift would only concern the 2.05-mlle segment of SH 121,from SH 171 toJust northwest
of West Buffalo Creek. The location of the proposed change Is depicted on the attached map of Johnson
County. A state map depicting the location of JohnsonCountyIs alsoattached.

The proposed segment of SH 121 would be a 4-lane divided highway on a newlocation. For the most
part, SH 121 would have 44-foot-wlde pavement for both the north- and south-bound highway. Each
section of dividedhighway wouldconsist of two 12-foot-wldelaneswith 10-foot-wide shoulders. There
would be a 52-foot-wide median between north and south bound traffic. The segments of SH 121 just
northand southof Sparks Road would Include entranceand exit access ramps. At this location pavement
width would be Increased to 56feet, Incorporating a 12-foot-wlde entrance/exil acceleration/deceleration
lane to accommodate access to and from SH 121 and Sparks Road. A 58-foot-wlde overpass would be
constructed over SH 121 at Sparks Road. SH 121 would be raised on fill for the entirety of the project
length (see attached Plan and Profile). Threeborrow areasfor construction fill are also proposed. These
areasare depletedon the attached Conceptual Mlligallon Plan. Borrow AreaA would be approximately

THE TEXAS PlJIN
o c:n l l"'~ ""f"\"'~C'CTIr."'1 _ r u t 1 .0. 1 TU A , _~__• • • • • _.. I • • •• _ • • - _ • • _ ••_.



Re:Section 106Continuing Consultation, National Historic Preservation Act;
Proposed TexasDepartment of Transportalton Project, Fort Worlh Dlslrict

CSJ: 0504-04-001 (previously 2118-01-008 and 2118-02-008); SH121,from FM 1187to US67,
Construct Divided Highway on NewLocation; Johnson County

424 feet wide by 1188feet long. Borrow Area B wouldbe approximately 613 feet wide by 1716 feet long.
Borrow Area C would be approximately 292 feetwide by 613feet long. Proposed ROW widlhfor SH 121
would varyfrom approximately327to 516feel along the lel'lglh of the project.

Additionally, bridges would be conslrucled where SH 121 would cross West Buffalo Creek and an
unnamed headwaler of West"Buffalo Creek. The dividedbridges overWest Buffalo Creek would each be
44 feet wide by450feel long, Approaches to the bridge would be raised on fill 10 feet high at the
southern end of the bridge and 11 feet high at the northern end of thebridge. The divided bridges over
theunnamed drainage would be 44 feetwide on the north-bound sideand 56 feetwide on lhesouth­
bound side. Bothbridges wouldbe 450feet long.Approaches to the brIdge wouldbe raised on 111116 feet
high on the southern end of the bridge and 7.5 feet highon lhe northern endof the bridge, At lhe
southernmost extenl of the project, where SH 121 Intersects with SH 171 , overpass bridges would be
constructed allowing SH 121 to pass overSH 171 (see attached Planand Profile). The location of this
Intersection Iswhere the latest proposed ROW tapers back to the old proposed ROW, A mapdepicting
the latest proposed ROWand lhe old proposed ROWlocation Is enclosed (see altached SH 121 RighIof
WayShlfl).

The area of potential effects (APE) for theprojecthas been defined asall of the existing highway rightof
way(maximum of 516 feel wide for 2.05miles) and the three proposed borrow areas for a total area of
almost 168acres. Vertical Impacts would be confined to aboul 2-foot depths alongtheroadway. In
general, borrow areaswould be excavated to a depthof 5 feet.

Within theAPE, SH 121 would be aligned mostlynorth to south, The terrain Is relativelylevel along the
length of theAPE(see attached USGS map). Overall, the proposed highway would range In elevatton
from 830 feet (253 meters) above sea level at the baseof the channel bedof the unnamed drainage to
859 feel (262 meters) above sea level al the southernmosfedge of theAPE(see altached Plan and
Profile). Drainage occurs via West Buffalo Creek, a tributary of Buffalo Creek, and twounnamed
drainages, both headwaters of WestBuffalo Creek, Within theAPE, WestBuffalo Creek trends south
and the two unnamed drainages trend east. All threeare mapped as Intermittent by theUSGS (see
attached map). The USGS map, dated 1961 and photorevlsed 1978, does not depict Lake George Marti,
Indicating that the lake postdates 1978. '

Most (89 percent) of the surfacegeologic deposits wllhln the proposed APEhavebeenmapped as
belonging to Grayson Marl and Main Street Limestone undivided [Kgy] (Bureau of Economic Geology
1972: GeologicAtlas of Texas, Dallas Sheet. Scale 1:250,000. The University of Texasat Austin,Austin,
Texas- see enlarged section). Grayson Marl and Mainstreet undivided Is a LowerCretaceous
formalton. As the LowerCretaceous predates the exlstsnce of higherprimales, the geologic deposits
would, therefore, longpredateany human presence In theAmericas. Any archeological materialsIn these
deposits would be expected to be at or close to lhe surface. Twosections of surface geologic deposits
alongthe unnamed drainageand Buffalo Creek (11 percent), however, have been mapped as Holocene
Alluvium [Qal]. As thesedepositspostdate the accepted startof human occupation In North America, they
have the potential to conlaln burled archeologIcal deposlls.

Soil datawere retrievedfrom the USDA Natural Resources Conservallon Service WebSoil Survey
(http://websolisurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/applWebSoliSurvey)onNovember25.2008(seeattachedmap).As
therewerenumerous mapped soils over lhe lenglhof theAPE, detailed Information Is presented in the '
following table (seeTable 1 and attached map).
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Table 1. Soli Data for Prorosed Project Area.
Map

5011 % Horizon: Brief Descripllon Source/LocationSymbol APE
CuB Culp clay 17.6 Ap: 0-18 em (0-7 In), dark grayishbrown clay loam loamy alluvium of

loam, 0-3% B211: 18-46 cm (7-18 In), dark grayish brown sandy Quaternary age
slopes clay loam, hard, firm, plastic derived from
[Vertic B22t: 46-1 12em (18-44 In), darkbrownsandy clay, mixed sources /
Araluslollsl hard, extremelv firm, olastlc stream terraces

Fr Frio sllty clay, 9.2 A1 : 0-20 cm (0-8 In), darkgrayish brown silty clay loamy andclayey.
occasionally A2: 20-56 em (8-22In), dark grayish brown clay loam alluvial sediments
flooded A3/A4: 56-102em (22-40 In), dark grayIshbrown silty derived from
[Cumullc clay loam Cretaceous-aged
Haplustolls] Bk: 102-203cm (40·80 In), grayishbrown silty clay limestone and

shale / flood olalns
LeB Lewisville 6.5 Ap: 0-15em (0-6 In), darkgrayish brown silly clay clayey slope

siltyclay, 1- A: 15-41 em (6-16In), darkgrayish brown silly clay alluvium derived
3% slopes Bk: 41 -86cm(16-34 In), grayish brown siltyclay from ancient loamy
[Udlc and calcareous
Calclustolls] sediments / draws

PnB Ponder clay 16.2 Ap: 0-18 em (0-7 In), darkgrayish brown clay loam, clayey alluvium /
loam, 1-3% extremely hard, firm, stickyand plastic stream terraces
slopes Bt1 : 18-43 cm (7-17 in), brown clay, extremely hard, (Lower
[Vertic very firm, verysticky and plastic Cretaceous)
Haplustalfs]

SaB Sanger clay, 0.3 Ap: 0·18 em (0·7 In). dark grayish brown clay, clayey residuum
1-3% slopes extremely hard, very firm, sticky and plastic weathered from
[Udlc A: 18·97 cm (7-38 In), dark grayish brown clay, shaleI ridges
Haplusterts] extremely hard; veryfirm, sticky andplastic (Lower

Bkss: 97-140 cm (38-55 in), lightyellowishbrownsilty Cretaceous)
clav. hard firm stlckvand clastic

SIA Slidell clay, 36.8 Ap: 0·15cm (0-6 In), dark grayclay, extremely hard, clayey slope
0-1%slopes very firm alluviumI ridges
lUdic A: 15-48cm (6-19In), verydark gray clay, extremely (Lower
Haolustertsl hard, very firm Cretaceous)

SIB Slidell clay, 3.6 Bss: 48-81cm(19-32in), verydark grayclay,
1-3% slopes extremely hard, very firm
lUdic
Haolustertsl

WsA Wilson silty 9.7 Ap: 0-13 cm (0-5In), verydarkgrayslit loam, very loamy alluvium of
clay loam, 0- hard, firm, stickyand plastic Quaternary age
1%slopes Bt: 13-51 cm (5-20In), verydark graysilty clay, derived from
[Oxyaqulc extremely hard, very firm,verysticky andvery plastic mixed sources I
VerUc level 10 genUy
Haolustalfsl sloolna terraces

Mapped 50115 primarily derivedfrom ridge and stream terrace deposits of Cretaceous age (at least 57
percent). These soils long predate human presence In theAmericas. Quaternary alluvial salls (27
percent) mapped within the APE Include Culpclay loam andWilson silly clay loam.Culp series soils
reacha hard, firm, plastic, horizon by a depth of 18 centimeters (7 Inches). Wilsonseries sells have a
very hard, firm, sticky and plasUe surface horizon which transitions 10 an extremely hard, very firm, very
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sticky, and veryplastic horizon by a depth of 13centimeters (5 Inches). Despite beingQuaternary
alluvlurn, the nature of thesolis suggests all archeological materials would be closeto or at the surface.

.A check of theTexasArcheological Sites Atlas (Alias) on November 25. 2008. shows no previously
recorded archeological sites within, Immediately adjacent to, or within one kilometer (0.621 mile)of the
proposed APE(see attached map section). TheAtlas check did show three linear surveys which overlap
with and are directly adjacent to the APE. Two of these were conducted by TxDOT (as agents of FHWA)
In January 1994 for an earllerversion of the current project.The surveys consisted of bothpedestrian
surveyandsubsurface Investigations. Those surveys Identified one archeological site (41 TR137- a
surficial lithicscalier)north of FM 1187 approximately 23kilometers (14.2 miles)beyond the current APE.
The third adjacent survey was conducted by theSoliConservation Service In 1981 (seeallached Alias).
No sites were identified. Additionally, an area survey230 meters (755feet) from the APE was conducted
by the USDA-Rural Development In January 2007 andone linear survey1.09kilometers (0.677mile)
from the APE was conducted by an unlistedagency. No archeological sites were Identified during eilher
survey. .

Additional field Investigations are known which were conductedunder the auspices of TxDOT. In May
2002, Geo-Marlne, Inc. conducted an archeological Impact evaluation of the prior preferred allgnment for
SH 121. The 2002 Impact evaluation overlapped the 1994FHWAsurveys Infour locations. Part of the
2002 field Investigations includeda segment between SH 171 and CR 904. A figure which depicts the
location of thearcheological project Is attached. The extent of the impactevaluation corresponds to the
"Old Row" demarcated on the SH 121 Rightof Way Shift figure. The relationship of the"Latest Row" to
the 'Old Row" can be seen on that same figure. Much of the prevlously evaluated areaoverlaps with the
newest proposed ROW alignment. Additionally, the proposed borrow areas fallwithin or partiallyoverlap
previously Investigated areas (see attached Conceptual Mltlgalion Plan). The 2002 Investigations
concluded It was highlyunllkely that any significant archeological resources would be Impacted as the
project area fell completely within en uplandsettingwith shallow solis andlittle likelihood of burled
deposlls.

A check of the Texas State Highway DepartmentState HighwayPlanning Surveyof 1936 (Johnson
County, sheet127- see enlarged attached section)revealed one dwellingand a rail line within or

. adjacent to the APE. The railway Is listed as the Atchison-Topeka on theUSGS Maps and as the Santa
Fe on the State Highway PlanningSurvey of 1936. According to the Texas State HistoricalAssociation
Handbook of Texas Online (Handbook) (retrieved on December 2, 2008,
hllp:/Iwww.tshaonline.orglhandbooklonllne/arllclesIJJ/hcj8.html). the AtchIson, Topeka. andSanta Fe was
constructed InJohnson County In 1881 . Also, according to the Handbook. theJohnson County economy
was primarily dependent on agriculture until the late twentieth century. The USGS mapIndicates the APE
was undercultivation In 1978. Basedon this and the lack of historic structures. It is likely the areahas
been heavily plowed, further disturbing archeological deposits.

Given the foregoing discussion of the geographicalsetting and the results of previous field Investigations
which are adjacent to or overlap the currentAPE, the project area Is considered to have low probability
for the presence of prehistoric archeological sites. Furlhermore, any archeologIcal sites which do occur
within the APE would likely lack sufficient Integrity to address Important questionsof prehistory.
Therefore, TxDOT finds that the proposed project would not affect archeologicalhistoric properties (36
CFR 800.16(1)(1» or State Archeological Landmarks (13TAC 26.12) and recommends that no further
archeological Investigations are warranted. .

According to our Programmatic Agreement under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.
we are wrillng to request your comments onhistoric properties of cultural or religious significance to your
tribe that maybe affected by the proposed undertaking. Any comments youmayhave on theTxDOT
recommendation should also be provlded, Please provide your comments within 30 daysof receipt of this
letter, Anycomments provldsd after that timewill be addressed to the fullest extentpossible. If you do not
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object with a recommendation of "no historic properties affected,' please signbelow to Indicate your
concurrence. In the event thai further Investigations by ouroffice disclose the presence of archeological
deposits, we willcontact your tribe to continue consultation.

Thank you for your allentlon to this mailer. If you have questions, please contact John Arnn (TxDOT
Archeologist) at 512/418·2639 (email: Jarnn@dot.state.tx.us)ormeat512/416-2631 (email:
spletka@dot.state.tx.us).

Sincerely,

Q~'?~
Scoll Pletka, Ph.D., Supervisor
Archeological Studies Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Concurrence by:

Attachments

Date:

cc w/allachments: Barbara Maley, Environmental Coordinator FHWA; Sonja Whitehead, TxDOT Fort
Worth District Environmental Coordinator; Michelle Skinner, ENV·PM TxDOT; John Amn, ENV·ARCH
TxDOT; ENV-ARCH Project File

cc wlo attachments: ETS Scan
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Ms. LaRue Parker, Chairperson
Caddo Nation of Oklahoma
P,O. Box 487
Binger, OK 73009

Mr. Jimmy Arterberry, THPO
Comanche Nation of Oklahoma
Comanche Nation Office of Historic Preservation
P,O. Box908
Lawton, OK 73502

Mr, DeweyTsonetokoy, Sr.
Cultural Preservation/NAGPRA Office
Kiowa Indian Tribeof Oklahoma
P.O, Box 369
Carnegie, OK 73015

Mr, Carleton Nalche-Palmer, President
c/o Holly Houghten
Mescalero Apache Tribe
P.O. Box227
M~scalero, NM 88340

Mr. Kerry Holton, President
The Delaware Nation
P.O, Box 825
Anadarko, OK 73005

Mr, Don Patterson, President
Tonkawa Tribe of Indians of Oklahoma
1 Rush Buffalo Rd
Tonkawa, OK 74653
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December 3, 2008

Mr. Kerry Holton, President
The Delaware Nation
P.O. Box 825
Anadarko, OK 73005

lXDOT-ENV

JAN 0fj 2009

CRlv.J

RE: CSJ: 0504-04-001 (previously2118-01-008and 2118-02-008); SH 121, from FM 1187to US67.
ConstructDiVided Highway on New Location; Section 106Continuing Consultation; Johnson County, Fort
Worth District

DearMr. Holton:

The above referenced transportation project Is being considered for construction by the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA)and theTexas Department of Transportallon (TxDOT). Environmental studies are
In the process of being conducted for this project The project Is located In an area that is of Interest to
your tribe. The purpose of this letter Is to contacl you In orderto continue Section 106consultation with
yourcommunity pursuant to stipulations of the First Amended Programmatic Agreement among the
Federal HighwayAdministration, the Texas Department of Transportation, the Texas Slate Historic
Preservation Officer. and the AdvisoryCouncil on HistoricPreservation Regarding the Implementation of
Transportation Undertakings (PA-TU). Previousconsultation was conducted by correspondencedated
January 2, 2002. At that time, the proposed project was listed underCSJs: 2118-01-008 and 21 18-02­
008.

The originalproject Involved the proposed constructionof SH 121 from FM 1187to US 67. The original
location map which was enclosedwith the January2. 2002, lelter Is attached. The current consultation
Involves an adjustment to that projectwhich would shift the proposed right of way(ROW) west of a prior
alignment. The shift would only concern the 2.05-mlle segment of SH 121, from SH 171 to just northwest
of West Buffalo Creek, The location of the proposed change Is depleted on the attached mapof Johnson
County. A state map depicting the location of Johnson County Is also attached.

The proposed segment of SH 121 would be a 4-lanedivided highway on a new location. For the most
part,SH 121 would have 44-foot-wide pavement for both the north-and south-bound highway. Each
section of divided highwaywould consistof two 12-foot-wlde laneswith 10-foot-wldeshoulders. There
would be a 52-foot-wlde medianbetweennorth and south bound traffic, The segments of SH 121 just
north and south of Sparks Roadwould Include entrance and exit access ramps. At this location pavement
width would be Increased to 56 feet, Incorporating a 12-foot-wlde entrance/exit acceleration/deceleration
lane to accommodate access to and from SH 121 and Sparks Road. A 58-foot-wide overpass would be
constructed over SH 121 at Sparks Road. SH 121 would be raised on fill for the entiretyof the project
length (see attached Plan and Profile). Three borrow areas for constructionfill are also proposed. These
areas are depleted on the attachedConceptual Mlligatlon Plan. BorrowArea A would be approXimately

THETEXAS PLAN
REDUCECONGESTION· ENHANCE SAFETY' EXPAND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY , IMPROVE AIR QUALIlY

INCREASETHEVALUE OFOURTRANSPORTATION ASSETS

An Equal Oppor/unlty Employer
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424 feet wide by 1188feet long. BorrowArea B would be approximately 613 feetwide by 1716 feel long.
Borrow Area C would be approximately 292feet wide by 613feet long. Proposed ROWwidth for SH 121
would vary from approximately 327 to 516 feet along the lenpthof the project.

Additionally, bridgeswould be constructed whereSH 121 wouldcrossWest Buffalo Creekand an
unnamed headwater of West Buffalo CreeK. The divided bridges overWest Buffalo Creekwould each be
44 feet wide by 450feet long. Approaches to the bridge would be raised on fill 10 feet high at the
southern end of the bridgeand 11 feet high at the northern end of the bridge. The divided bridges over
the unnamed dralnaqawould be 44 feet wide on the north-bound side and 56 feet wide on the south­
bound side. Both bridgeswould be 450 feet long. Approaches to the brJdge would be raised on fJII16 feet
high on the southern end of the bridge and 7.5 feet high on the northern end of the bridge. At the
southernmost extent of the project, where SH 121 Intersects with SH 171 , overpass bridges would be
constructed allowing SH 121 to passoverSH 171 (see attached PlanandProfile). The location of this
IntersectionIs where the latest proposed ROW tapers back to the old proposed ROW.A map depicting
the latest proposed ROWand the old proposed ROWlocation Is enclosed (see attached SH 121 Righiof
WayShlfl).

The area of potenllal effects (APE) for the project has beendefined as all of the exisllnghighway rightof
way (maximum of 516 feet wide for 2.05 miles)and the threeproposed borrowareas for a total areaof
almost 168 acres. Vertical Impacts would be confined to about 2-foot depths alongthe roadway. In
general, borrow areas would be"excavated to a depthof 5 feet.

Within the APE, SH 121 would be aligned mostlynorth to south. The terrain is relatively level along the
length of the APE (see attached USGS map). Overall, the proposed highway would range In elevation
from 830 feet (253meters)above sea level at the base of the channel bedof the unnamed drainage to
859 feet (262 meters) above sea level at the southernmost edge of theAPE (seeattached Plan and
Profile). Drainage occursvia West Buffalo Creek, a tributaryof Buffalo Creek, and twounnamed
drainages, both headwaters of West Buffalo Creek. Within the APE, WestBuffalo Creek trends south
and the two unnamed drainages trendeast. All threeare mapped as Intermittent by the USGS(see
attached map).The USGS map, dated 1961 and photorevised 1978, does not depict Lake George Marti,
Indicating that the lake postdates 1978.

Most (89 percent) of the surfacegeologic deposits within the proposed APE have been mappedas
belonging to Grayson Marl and Main Street L1meslone undivided [Kgyj (Bureau of Economic Geology
1972: Geologic Atlasof Texas, Dallas Sheet.Scale 1:250,000. The University of Texas at Austin, Austin.
Texas - see enlarged section). GraysonMarl and Main Streetundivided Is a Lower Cretaceous
formation. As the LowerCretaceous predates the existenceof higher primates, lhe geologic deposits
would, therefore, long predateany humanpresence In the Americas. Any archeological materials In these
deposits would be expected to be at or close to the surface. Two sections of surface geologic deposits
along the unnamed drainageand Buffalo Creek (11 percent), however, havebeen mapped as Holocene
Alluvium [Qal].As these deposits postdate the accepted start of humanoccupation In North America, they
have the polentlal to contain burled archeologicaldeposits.

Soil dala were retrieved from the USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Web Soli Survey
(http://websolisurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/applWebSoilSurvey)onNovember25.2008(seeattachedmap).As
there were numerous mappedsolis over the length of the APE, detailed Information is presented In the
following table (seeTable 1 and attached map).
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Table 1. Soli Data for Pro osed ProlectArea.
. Map

Soli % Horizon: Brief Description Source/LocationSymbol APE
CuB Culp clay 17.6 Ap: 0-18em (0-7 In), dark grayish brown clay loam loamy alluvium of

loam, 0-3% B211: 18-46 em(7-18 In),dark grayishbrown sandy Quaternary age
slopes clay loam, hard, firm, plasUc derived from
[Vertic B22t: 46-112 em(18-44 In), dark brown sandyclay. mixed sources /
Argiustollsl hard, extremely firm, plastic stream terraces

Fr Frio silly clay, 9.2 A1: 0-20 cm (0·8 In). dark grayish brown silly clay loamy andclayey
occasionally A2: 20-56 cm (8-22 In), dark grayish brown clay loam alluvial sediments
fiooded A3/A4: 56-102 cm (22-40 In), darkgrayishbrown silty derived from
[Cumulic clay loam Cretaceous-aged
Haplustolls] Bk: 102-203cm (40-80 In), grayishbrown silly clay limestone and

shale/ fiood olalns
LeB Lewisville 6.5 Ap: 0-15 cm (0-6 In),dark grayish brown silly clay clayey slope

silly clay, 1- A: 15-41 em (6-16 In). dark grayish brownsilty clay alluvium derived
3% slopes Bk: 41·86 cm(16-34 in), grayish brown silly clay from ancient loamy
lUdic and calcareous
Calclustolls] sediments I draws

PnB Ponder clay 16.2 Ap: 0-18 cm (0-7 In), dark grayish brown clay loam, clayey alluvium I
loam, 1-3% extremely hard, firm, sllcky and plastic stream terraces
slopes Bt1 : 18-43em (7·17 In). brown clay, extremely hard, (Lower
[Vertic very firm, very stlcky and plastic Cretaceous)
Haplustalfs]

SaB Sanger clay. 0.3 Ap: 0·18 cm (0-7 In), dark grayish brown clay, clayey residuum
1·3% slopes extremely hard, very firm, sticky and plasllc weathered from
lUdic A: 18·97 cm (7-38 In), dark grayish brown clay. shale/ ridges
Haplusterts] extremely hard, very firm, sticky and plastic (Lower

Bkss:97-140 em (38-55 In), light yellcwlsh brown silly Cretaceous)
clav, hard, firm. sticky and plastic

SIA Slidell clay, 36.8 Ap: 0·15 cm (0-6 In). dark gray clay, extremely hard, clayey slope
0-1% slopes very firm alluvium I ridges
lUdic A: 15-48em (6-1g In), very dark gray clay, extremely (Lower
Haolustertsl hard, very firm Cretaceous)

SIB Slidell clay, 3.6 Bss: 48-81cm (19-32 In), very dark grayclay,
1·3% slopes extremelyhard, very firm
lUdic
HaplustertsJ

WsA Wilson silty 9.7 Ap: 0·13 em(0·5 In), very.dark graysill loam, very loamy alluvium of
clay loam, o· hard, firm, sllckyand plastic Quaternary age
1% slopes BI: 13·51 em (5-20 In), ve,ry dark graysilty clay. derived from
[Oxyaqulc extremelyhard, very firm, very stickyandvery plasllc mixed sources/
Vertic level to gently
Haplustallsl sloolnQ terraces

Mapped salls primarilyderived from ridgeand stream terrace depositsof Cretaceous age (at least 57
percent). These solis long predate humanpresence in the Americas. Quaternary alluvial salls (27
percent) mapped within the APE include Culpclay loam and Wilson silty clay loam. Culpseries solis
reach a hard, firm, plastic, horizon by a depth of 18 centimeters (7 Inches). Wilsonseriessalls have a
very hard, firm, sticky and plastic surface horizon which transitions to an exlremely hard, very firm. very
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sticky, andveryplastic horizon by a depthof 13cenlimeters (5 Inches). Despite beingQuaternary
alluvium, the nature of the soils suggests all archeologicalmaterials would be close to or at thesurface.

A check of theTexas Archeological Siles Atlas (Atlas) on November 25, 2008, shows no previously
recorded archeologlcalsiles within, immediatelyadjacent to, or within onekilometer (0.621 mile)of the
proposed APE (seeattached map section). TheAtlascheck did showthree linearsurveys whichoverlap
with and aredirectlyadjacentto the APE. Twoof these wereconducted byTxDOT(as agents of FHWA)
InJanuary 1994for an earlierversion of the current project.The surveys consisted of bothpedestrian
survey and subsurface Investigations. Thosesurveys Identified onearcheological sile (41TR137-a
surficial lithicscatter) north of FM 1187 approximately 23 kilometers (14.2 miles) beyond the current APE.
The third adjacentsurveywas.conducted by the Soli Conservalion ServiceIn 1981 (seeattachedAtlas).
No siles were identined. Addlllonally, an areasurvey'230 meters (755 feet) from the APEwasconducted
by the USDA-Rural Development In January2007 and one linearsurvey1.09kilometers (0.677mile)
from the APE was conducted by an unlisted agency. No archeological sites were identifIed duringeither
survey.

Additional field Investigations are knownwhichwere conducted undertheauspicesof TxDOT. In May
2002, Geo-Marlne, Inc. conducted an archeological Impact evaluation of the prior preferred alignment for
SH 121. The 2002 Impact evaluation overlapped the 1994 FHWAsurveys in four localions. Partof the
2002 field Investigations includeda segment between SH 171 and CR 904. A figurewhich depicts the
location of the archeological project is attached. The extentof the Impact evaluation corresponds 10 the
"Old Row' demarcated on the SH 121 RightofWay Shift figure. The relationship of the "latest Row" to
the "Old Row"can be seen on that samefigure. Much of the previously evaluated area overlaps with the
newest proposed ROWalignment. Additionally, the proposed borrow areas fall wilhln or partially overlap
previously Investigated areas (see attached Conceptual Millgatlon Plan). The 2002Investigations
concluded It washighlyuntlkely that any significant archeological resources would be Impacted as the
project area fell completely Within an upland setting with shallow solis and little likelihood of burled
deposits. .

A check of theTexas Stale HighwayDepartment State HighwayPlanning Surveyof 1936(Johnson
County, sheet 127- see enlarged attached section) revealed one dwelling and a rail line within or
adjacent to the APE. The railway is listed as the Atchison-Topeka on the USGS Maps andas theSanta
Fe on the State HighwayPlanningSurveyof 1936. According to the TexasState HistoricalAssociation
Handbookof Texas Online (Handbook) (retrieved on December 2, 2008,
hltp:/Iwww.lshaontlne.org/handbook/ontine/artlcles/JJ/hcJ8.html). theAtchison, Topeka, andSanta Fe was
constructedInJohnson County In 1881.Also, according to the Handbook, theJohnson Countyeconomy
was primarilydependent on agriculture unlilthe late twentieth century. TheUSGS map Indicates the APE
was under cultivation In 1978. Basedon this and the lack of historic structures, It Is tlkely the areahas
been heavily plowed, further disturbing archeological deposits.

Given the foregoing discussion of Ihe geographical setting and theresults of previous field Investigations
which are adjacent to or overlap the current APE, the project area Is considered 10 havelow probability
for the presence of prehistoricarcheoloqlcal sites. Furthermore, anyarcheological siteswhichdo occur
within the APEwould tlkely lack sufflclentlntegrily to address Important questions of prehistory.
Therefore,TxDOT findsthat the proposed project wouldnot affectarcheological historic properties(36
CFR 800.16(1)(1» or StateArcheological landmarks (13TAC 26.12)and recommends thatno further
archeological Investigations are warranted.

According to our Programmatic Agreement under Section 106of the National HistoricPreservation Act,
we are wrillng to request your comments on historic properties of cultural or religious significance to your.
tribe that may be affected by the proposed undertaking. Anycomments youmay have on theTxDOT
recommendation shouldalso be provided, Please provlde your comments within 30 days of receipt of this
letter. Any commentsprovided after thatlime will be addressed to the fullest extent possible. If youdo not
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Re: Section ContinuingConsultation, National Hlslorl, eservationAct;
Proposed Texas Department of Transportation Project, FortWortli District

CSJ: 0504-04-001 (previously 21 18-01-008and 2118-02-008); SH 121 , from FM 1187 to US 67,
Construcl Divided Highwayon New Location; Johnson County

object wllh a recommendation of 'no historic properties affected: please sign below to Indicate your
concurrence. In the event that further Investigations by our officedisclose the presence of archeological
deposits, we will contact your tribe 10 continue consultation.

Thank you for your attentionto this matter, If you have questions, please contact JohnArnn (TxDOT
Archeologist) at 512/416-2639 (email: jarnn@dot.state.lx.us)ormeat5121416-2631 (email:
spletka@dot.state.tx.us).

"""'IJ""""rence by:

Attachments

Sincerely,

c;;~r~
Scott Pletka, Ph.D., Supervisor
Archeological Studies Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

e-f5'-?ca6'
Date:

The f11c;JIJJ3fe. fJd-ib1'j ;

D/ST02 FT. W
nmOT MAilf'lg~;f

JAN 0 82009

cc w/atlachments: Barbara Maley, Environmental Coordinator FHWA; SonjaWhllehead, TxDOTFort
WorthDistrict Environmental Coordinator; Michelle Skinner, ENV-PM TxDOT; John Arnn, ENV-ARCH
TxDOT; ENV-ARCH Project File

cc wlo attachments: ETSScan

TXDOT-ENV
JAN 052009

CRM
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OIST 02 FT. WORTH
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DEC 1 9' 2000
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TONKAWA TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA

NATIVE AMERICAN GRAVES PROTECTION
AND REPATRIATION ACT

• 1 RUSH BUFFALO ROAD, TONKAWA, OKLAHOMA 74653·
• PHONE (580)628-2561 • FAX: (580) 628-9903 •

WEB SITE:www.tonkawatrlbe.com

Texas Department ofTransportetlon
Dewilt C. Greer state Highway Bldg.
125 E. 11lh Street
Austin, Texas78701-2483

Date: December9, 2008

Regarding the proposed construction projects listed we submit the following:

Project No.CSJ: 0913-22-033 ('/KM) ,
ProjectNo. CSJ: 0504-04-001 (prevlo~sly 2116-01-006 & 2118-02-006) (ffvJ)
Project No. CSJ: 0914-04-200 (A05) -
Project No. CSJ: 0912-00-262 CHOU)

The Tonkawa Tribe hasno specifically designated historical or cultural sites Identified In the above listed
project area. Howeverif any human remains, funerary Objects, or other evidence of historical or cultural
significance Is Inadvertently discovered then the Tonkawa Tribe would certainly be Interested In proper disposition
thereof.

We appreciate notification by your offica of the manyprojectson-going, and as always the Tonkawa Tribe
is willing to work with your representatives In anymanner to uphold the provisions of NAGPRA to the extent of our
capability.

Respectfully,

rxnrn: t:·i'; ."'"1 ....'\ , ) .- f l· r ».;,1 '" V

CR M;
Concurrence:

NAGPRA Representative

C(~u'd'n~
Tonkawa Tribe Business Committee
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I Texas Department of Transportation
P,O, BOX 6868. FORT WORTH. TEXAS 76115·0868. (817) 370·6500

July 9, 2001

Mr. Stan Ellison .
NaturalResources Conservation Service
103 B Poindexter
Cleburne, Texas 76031

Re: Proposed SH 121 in Johnson County
From: FM 1187
To: US 67
CSJ: 2118-02-008

DearMr. Ellison:

The Texas Department ofTransportation (TxDOT) is currently preparing an
Environmental Assessment for the proposed SH.121 project in Johnson County. At this
time we are requesting a farmland conversion impact ratingfor thisproposed project
from you.

Enclosed are three (3) copies of form AD-1006, a location map,a composite United
StatesGeological Survey roll (Joshua, Primrose and Cleburne WestTexas Quadrangles)
indicating the bounds of the proposed right-of-way (in dashed orange) and a copyof the
Johnson County SoilSurveyMapswith the alignment annotated in blue.

Pleasesend your response to me at the address above. If you haveanyquestions or need
additional information, please call me at (817) 370-6755. Thankyou for yourassistance
with this matter.

Sincerely,

~J(~
RobertHall
Environmental Coordinator

Enclosures

... .

Copyw/o: Greg Parrent, P.E.
3141 HoodStreet,Ste. 700
Dallas, TX 75219

LeeParkcenter, Suite 700. 3141 Hood Street e Dallas, Texas 75219. 214/522-8778 • Fax 214/526·4433
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JUN-Z15-2001 09:22 LAN. INC . 214 526 4433 P.02/02

U.S.Departmant of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
PART I (To b~ comple/ad by Federal Agency) Date Ofland EveluaUon Rll<jue,t 6/25/01

Name OfPtojeCl SH 121 Soulhem Extension FedecalAgenoyln",,1<ed Federal HI~hwav Admlnlwatlo n

Proposed Land Us. Slate Highway Counly AM Slllle Johnson ceumv,Texas

PART W(To bec,:mplel&d/fyNRCS;" " " . ' ,' " .. ~" , , 'Oato R~qu,e~l ~C$lv.dey NRC!\

" 'O~s the sitacontaln prime, unlqu... slala)'lide01Idcallmportant:farmland? ' •Yas, , Nc Aeca"ltrlgalad'IAverage Farm Size
(If no. rha FPP,A does nolepply - 'donolcomplete eddl~/~'nelli~IfHflh's form). 0 .0 ', ' . , . , ' .

~'-,;raJOrC;;;p;~' . . " Farmabl. Land;lnGo~1. Ju~sdl<llon Amounl~ Farmland AeOanned InFPPA
Acres: , .. ' % Acres: %

Nome~ Land Evaluation Syat>:lmU~ Neme ~'L""'I ,Sita Allos,menl Systom Osto Lond EvalueUon RellJmOd ByNRCS--

PART III (To be compleled by FederalAgency)

A. TOlel Acle. To ee Converted DimcUy
B. Total Aerss To Be Converted Indirectly

- -'c:-ToiaTACI; s rnsite

SileA
407.3
24.1
431.4

Altemalive Site Ratin
site s suec

0.0 0.0 0.0

sne o

PART IV (To be completedby NRCS) LandE~luaUon Information

- A. Total AOles PrimeAnd UnI9ue:Fa~mla~d ', : ; . ', '
B. Total Aorea Stetewlde And'LocallrTipcrlant Falmland
C. Percentape Of FarmlandInCounty Or Local GoVl;·\jn lt'Toe. Conv.rted.·
O. Per<enlag.~ Fannland InGOYl. Jud,dicllon Will> SameOrHigher R.I.Uve,Valua

PART V (Tobe compleledby NRCS) Land Evaluallon Criterion
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be,Converted (Scale of 0 fo 100 Polnla) ° ° ° °

- ..._.- -1--- -

- -_.-1-----

...,.....-....-+---

-
° 0

~~ , . ~.

0 °
° °
0 °o

o

o
o

---+- - -1----1--- -._-

~3---·-· ..·::~ -t- -+ _

7
o
o
o
3

68

22
5
5
o
5

68

68

o

PART VI (To be compleled by Federal Agency) Maximum
Sile Assassman! Critada (These ,rilode ere o,plelner/ln 7 CFR 65B.5(b) Polnhl
~'''-l :'Aiea In Nonurban Us. 15
~Penmiii(;;'i;' Nonurban Uae 10

3, Pereent or Site Beln~I':.~ed 20
4. PlolectionProvided ByStaleAn~d_:.,Lo::,:c::a::,1G=ov:.::e",rn",m",e",n,,-I__-f~20"-__-t:'--- +- '
5, Distance From Urban Bulliup Area 0 - - - _ --1-----
6. DlslanceTo Urban Support SeiVi·::.ce-s------- -fo'---- --+"-- --+----·---:··--·-·I-----
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit compare·lr;:~Ave-ra-g-e-- --~170---t----+-----+-----~ ~ ~ -~--

8, Creetlon OrNonfarmable Farmiand 25
'- -g . Availability Of Fam Support Services 5

10. On-Ferm Investments 27)'- - -f-:;---- + - - - - -I-- - - - 1-- - --- ..,
.. 11. Effects orConversion OnFarm SuPPOrt""S-.rvl....,..c-.S----t 2S;-- - - -+"'---- - - +-- - - - -f- - - - -+- - - -
'-" 12. CompalibilityWIIJ:..Existing Agricultural Us. ).0'--_ _ + +- --1__,

TOTAL SITEASSESSMENT POINTS 160 --+ - - - -
PART VII (To be compleled byFaderal AgMcy)

.....---t----t--- - - t--- - -
ReleUve Velue01Farmland (From PartV) 100

-TotiilSlle As•• ,qmenl (From Port Vl eboye or a 10<81
silo assessment) 160

TOTAL POINTS (Toral ofaboye 2 linea) 260

SiloSalecled:

" ea,on For Sol.ction.

,IDale Of Selection
WaeA 'oeol Slie A,sessmem Use~?

Yes 1:1 No 0

(S ee Inst!lU;Uon$ onfOYOnO , Ido)
Tills ro,1T'I \'IU et~f(nlry PlWUc.s4 toyNelfOil. 1PfMuclon SlW"tlk11 SuII'

Form Atl-l00a (10-13)
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United s tates
Department of
Agriculture

Natural
Resources
Conservation
Service

L 'j O;~ ·; ~ T. :.:..··:rrn·-;-
101 South Main TXDOT i\,V\lL'.ol("'v' ..
Temple. Texas I >/ ' _ 1 I

76501-7602 JUN 1 02002

, ~ ..'
'..

Subject: LNU-Farmland Protection-
SH 121 Highway Proposed
Johnson County, Texas

Texas Departmentof Transportation
P.O. Box 6868
Fort Worth, Texas
7611 5-0686

June 7, 2002

Attention: Robert Hall, Environmental Coordinator

We have reviewed the information provided concerning proposed S, H. 121 in Johnson
County, Texas. This is part of an Environmental Evaluation for the above-referenced
highway beingprepared for theTxDOTand FHWA. We have evaluated the soils for this
project as required by the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA).

The proposed project does contain Prime and Statewide Important Farmland soils as
defined by the FPPA. Several map units identified in the Soil Survey of Johnson County
are classifiedas Prime Farmland and Statewide Important Farmland, Approximately
431.4 acres of land will be acquired of which about 298.4 acres is classified as Important
Farmland by the FPPA. These soils had a composite score of74 and the TotalPoints on
Part VII of the AD-1006 is 142. This site will require no additional consideration since
the ratingscore is less then 160. The FPPA states,"Sites receivinga totalscore of less
than 160 need not be givenfurther consideration for protection and no additional sites
need to be evaluated", 7CFR Pa11658,4 (c) 2.

Attached is the completed AD-I006 (Farmland Conversion Impact Rating) form for this
project indicating the exemption status of this proposed project. .

Thanks for the quality resource materials you submitted to evaluate this project. If you
have any questions please call James Greenwadeat (254)-742-9960or Sam Brown at
(254)-742-9854, Fax (254)-742-9859.

Thanks, I~ ,1

Ih~
ames M. Greenwade

Soil Scientist
Soil Survey Section
USDA-NRCS, Temple, Texas

The NaturalResources Conservatcn service wcrxehand-in-handwith
TheAmorican peepje10 conserve naturalreeeureeeon pr1vale lands.

ANEQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



. .': . ' U;S;'D~partm~riloiAilrlco ljure " . ' . .

F£JML;AND'G0i\hfERSlbr-tjM'P'ACT ;R~T1NG
ART I (Tobe completed byFederalAgency)

Name of Project SH 121

Date01Land EvaluaUon Request 6·25·01

Federal Agency Involved Federal Hlghway.Admlnlsllallon

Proposed Land Use Transportation County andStale JohnsonCounty, Texas

PART II (Tobe completedbyNRCS) Date Request Received By NRCS
4·24·02

Person Complellng Form: James

Greenwade

I;>oes theslle contain Prime.lInique. Statewide or L~I Important farm land? . YES . :NO.· · Acresllilgated' . A.erageHrm SIze

:JIf~O.,:.tbr..Ef;i?A CJoe~ nOlapply" rJ~ nol eo.iJ?p{el.~I{c!JIi~l}~!f1~~~oi ,ihISlofJ!l}. : :~.o. ):J;.-..' '. Mi . . 1 ~1

PART III (To be completedbyFade,.1 Agency) AliernaUve Sile Ralloo
SileA Sile B SiteC SiteD

A.Total AcresTo BeConverted Directly

B. Total AcresTo Be Converted Indlreclly

C. TotelAcres In Sile

PART IV (To be completedby NRCS) Land Evaluallon Inlormatlon

: A.TotalAcresPrimeAnd·UiliqueFarmlaild. .. ...

·B. To.hilAcres Statewide Important or Locallmport~IiU'armlim~
. ',' . .' :.,. ., . ' - . '

. . ::C:p.~!~.~\aga .O( Farnitand:I~ Counly.Or Laoal·GO,;!.];/)!11 To'Be.Converted
' ". , ' . . _ ", . • , ... ,' • • ,, " ~ . ._-'-o_~- · • ~ " .

PART VI(To be completed byFederal Agency) SileAssessment Crilerla
(Criteriaare explelned In 7CFR 658.5 b. For Conidorpro!ecl use (am, NRCS·CPA·l06J

1. Area In Non-urban Use

2. Perimeter In Non-urban Use

3. Percent 0 1Sile Being Farmed

4. Prolecllcn ProvidedBy Slate and Local Governmenl

5. DlslanceFrom UrbanBuill-up Area

6. DislanceTo Urban Support Services

7. Size Of PresentFarm Unll Compared To Average

8. Creation Of Non·farmable Farmlend

9. Avallabllily Of FarmSupport Services

10. On-Farm Inveslmenls

11.Effects 01 Conversion On Farm SupportServlcas

12. Compaliblilly Wilh Existing AgrlculM al Usa

TOTAL SITEASSESSMENT POINTS

407.3

24.1

431.4

25.3;2

35.2

0.001

• '77 .

-, )4

MaxImum Site A Sile B SiteC Site0
Points

(15) 13

(10) 8

(20) 7

(20) 0

(15) 0

(15) 0
(10) 3

(10) 22

(6) 5

(20) 5

(10) 0

(10) 5

160 68

PART VII (To be compleled by Federal Agency)

Relative ValueorFarmland (FromPart \I)

Total Sile Assessment (From Part VI above or (ocel sifeessessmenl)

100

160

74

68

TOTAL POINTS(Tolal ofabove 2l1nes)

Sile Selecled: A Dale 01Selecllon

260 142

,WasA Local SiteAssessmenl Used?

YES 0 NO xD

Reason For Selection Polnls less than 160

Nameof Federal agencyrepresentalive completinglhls form:
(See Instructions on reverse side)

I Date:
Form AD·100S (03·02)



07/12/2002 OS:IS FAX
. 07111/02 U: 21

07111/2002 11;0& FAX

210 '400 5157
'fi'817 ~70 8759

!..AN SAN ANTONIO
=0'1' TP 1)

• LAN DALLAS , ~004

ll!Ioo~

\;g002

~ , "' ~
I Texa~ Department of Tmnsportstion

OEWJl1 c. CREER STATE HIGlfM(.BLOO, -125E. 11111 ST/lEET oAUS11II. JE(.IS 7811l1..:!~3· (512)~. ,

May24,200~

NH( )
ETlvironmental Assessment Coordination
Johnson and TllmIl\t Counties
CSJ :2118.01-008; 2118-02-008

SB 121 South: Prom PM 1187 to US 67

Dr. Ray C. Telfair
Te:t3..S Parks and Wildlife Department
WlldJlfeDlvl~on
Wildlife Habit.ax A!sc:ss=nt Program
11942,FM848
Tyler, Texas 75707-9657

Dear Dr. T~lfalr:

Consistent with the :MemorandllIQ of UnderstanQing signed by our two agencies, attached Is 8.

copy of the envirollJ11eDtal assessment covering the subjeerproject for your review and comment.
Any comments you lnAy have all this document will assist the Department In ensuring that the
Departments projects are sensidve to !he natural resources of the state, .

PIe""" submit ooy comments you may have within 45 days from the date of tbis letter. H you do
not have lilly comments on the document, pleasesign lind dare tho bottom of this letter andreturn
a copy \0 the Bnvir0nn1¢llt:r1 Affs.i:rs Dlvision. If no response Is received rJier !he 4.5 days have
expired, we will proceed with project development. 1f)'llu have any questiona regarding this
project, please contact:Mr. William Rood at (512) 416-2623.

chelleSldnne.r
Project Management
Environmental Affairs Divislon'

At1achmenl f) ~~I/ e-
[J/ NO COMMENT: -1\.CZt""~(-.J·'__.~1..,A.'4'"fq.JttUt..<>::=JP:::..:!.....- _

Wil~ifCl HabitatA sessment Program
DATE: M~ 3'4 ?-®~ ,

"
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" UN DALLAS Idl 005
I<li 005

." . yt-: ......,
-- ~ .

.ITexas Department of. Trensportetion

May 24. 2002

NB( )
. Environmental A!&~&mcntCoordination- .

Johnson and Tarrant Countfes
CSJ 211g-01-1l0~: 2118-0z·1lOg

QEWm C.GIlF.ER 81.Q"E HIGHW\Y BlOG. • t2S E. tlnJ STREET' AlIS'l1N. roC.\S ~1Ql~~IIO' (512)I~~

DIST 02FT. WORTH
TXQOT MAILROOM

MAY 3 0 ~002

SH 121 s':'uth: Frpm PM 1187 to US 67

Ms. Celeste Branc:el·);1rown
TC;O:;ls Parks andWildlife Department
J;indangered Resources Branch
3000 S. J.H. 35. Suite 100
Austin, 1'e:<;lJ:l78704

Dear Ms. Brown:

Cllnsis~11 1 with the Memorandum of Understanding slgned' by our two agon'cics; attached is a
copy of the enyironmental essessment coveting tho subject project for your review and comment
Any comments you may have on this document will ll$s1st the Department ill ensuring that the
Department's projects all: sensitive to the natural lllSOUfC6S of the state ,

Please submit any comments you may have within 45 days from the dateof this letter. Ifyou do
not have any comments on the document, please sign and date the bottom of this letter and return
a. copy l~ the J!nvlrotU;n.ental A,ffairs Division. If no response Is received after the 45 ds,Yll have
explred, we will proceed with project development. If you have any questions regarding this
project please contact Mr. William Hood at 512-416-2623.

~
in erelY, •

.,.,.",.. . ~

"-G-t.....
MlchpllcSkiriner
Project Manag~enl
Bnvlronmemal Affuirs Division

Texas Biologleal and Conservation Data System

Attachment
o NOCOMMENT:,.....:.. ~__:_------

DATE:MMS!.M'------ - ----
bcc: . Fort Worth District

. ERG '

Reference: BNV 850

d ... 1:... . ". , n nncrtunlty r mo/tJYOf



Texas Parks & Wild life Dept.

Annotated Countv Lists of Rare Species

Page 1 of 3
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TARRANT COUNTY
BIRDS Federal Status State Status

Am eric an Peregri ne Falcon Falco peregrinus anatum DL T

year-round resident and local breeder in west Texas, nests in tall cliff eyries; also, migrant across state from
more northern breeding areas in US and Canada, winters along coast and farther south; occupies wide range
of habitats during migration, including urban, concentrations along coast and barrier islands; low-altitude
migrant, stopovers at leading landscape edges such as lake shores , coastlines, and barrier islands.

Arctic Peregrine Falcon Falco peregrinus tundrius DL

migrant throughout state from subspecies ' far northern breeding range, winters along coast and farther
south; occup ies wide range of habita ts during migration, including urban, concentrations along coast and
barrier islands; low-altitude migrant, stopovers at leading landscape edges such as lake shores, coastlines,
and barrier islands.

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus DL T

found primarily near rivers and large lakes; nests in tall trees or on cliffs near water; communally roosts,
especially in winter; hunts live prey, scavenges, and pirates food from other birds

Henslow's Sparrow Ammodramus henslowii

wintering individuals (not flocks) found in weedy fields or cut-over areas where lots of bunch grasses occur
along with vines and brambles; a key component is bare ground for running/walking

Interior Least Tern Sterna anti llarum athalassos LE E

subspecies is listed only when inland (more than 50 miles from a coastline); nests along sand and gravel
bars within braided streams, rivers; also know to nest on man-made structures (inland beaches, wastewater
treatmen t plants, gravel mines, etc); eats small fish and crustaceans, when breeding forages within a few
hundred feet of colony

Peregrine Falcon Falco peregrinus DL T

both subspecies migrate across the state from more northern breeding areas in US and Canada to winter
along coast and farther south; subspec ies (F. p. anatum) is also a resident breeder in west Texas; the two
subspecies ' listing statuses differ, F.p. tundrius is no longer listed in Texas ; but because the subspecies are
not easily distinguishable at a distance, reference is generally made only to the species level; see subspecies
for habitat.

Wester n Burrowing Owl Athene cunicularia hypugaea

open grasslands, especially prairie, plains, and savanna, sometimes in open areas such as vacant lots near
human habita tion or airports; nests and roosts in abandoned bUITOWS

Wh ooping Crane Grus americana LE E

potential migrant via plains throughout most of state to coast; winters in coastal marshes ofAransas,
Calhoun, and Refugio counties

Gray wolf Canis lupus

MAMMALS Federal Status

LE

State Status

E



Texas Parks & Wildlife Dept.

Annotated County Lists of Rare Soecies

TARRANT COUNTY
MAMMALS Federal Status

Page 2 ofJ

State Status

extirpated; formerly known throughout the western two-thirds of the state in forests, brushlands, or
grasslands

Plains spotted skunk Spilogale p utorius interrupta

catholic; open fields, prairies, croplands, fence rows, farmyards, forest edges, and woodlands; prefers
wooded, brushy areas and tallgrass prairie

Red wolf Canis rufus LE E

extirpated; formerly known throughout eastern half of Texas in brushy and forested areas, as well as coastal
prairies

MOLLUSKS Federal Status State Status

Fawnsfoot Truncilla donaciformis

small and large rivers espec ially on sand, mud, rocky mud, and sand and gravel, also silt and cobble bottoms
in still to swiftly flowing waters; Red (historic) , Cypress (historic), Sabine (historic), Neches, Trinity, and
San Jacinto River basins.

Little spectacJecase Vil/osa lienosa

creeks , rivers, and reservo irs, sandy substrates in slight to moderate current, usually along the banks in
slower currents; east Texas, Cypress through San Jacinto River basins

Louisiana pig toe Pleurobema riddellii

streams and moderate-size rivers , usually flowing water on substrates of mud, sand, and gravel; not
generally known from impoundments; Sabine, Neches , and Trinity (historic) River basins

Pistolgrip Tritogonia verrucosa

stable substrate, rock, hard mud, silt, and soft bottoms, often buried deeply; east and central Texas, Red
through San Antonio River basins

Rock pocketbook Arcidens confragosus

mud, sand, and gravel substrates of medium to large rivers in standing or slow flowing water, may tolerate
moderate currents and some reservoirs, east Texas, Red through Guadalupe River basins

Sandbank pocketbook Lampsilis satura

small to large rivers with moderate flows and swift current on gravel , gravel-sand, and sand bottoms; east
Texas, Sulfur south through San Jacinto River basins; Neches River

Texas heelsplitter Potamilus amphichaenus

quiet waters in mud or sand and also in reservoirs. Sabine, Neches, and Trinity River basins

REPTILES Federal Status State Status

Texas garter snake Thamnophis sirtalis annectens

wet or moist microhabitats are conducive to the species occurrence, but is not necessarily restricted to them;
hibernates underground or in or under surface cover; breeds March-August
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Texas horned lizard Phrynosoma cornutum T

open , arid and semi-arid regions with sparse vegetation, including grass , cactus, scattered brush or scrubby
trees; soil may vary in texture from sandy to rocky ; burrows into soil , enters rodent burrows, or hides under
rock when inactive; breeds March-September

Timber/Canebrake Crotalus horridus T
rattlesnake

swamps, floodplains, upland pine and deciduous woodlands, riparian zones, abandoned farmland ; limestone
bluffs, sandy soil or black clay; prefe rs dense ground cover, i.e. grapevines or palmetto

PLANTS Federal Status State Status

Glen Rose yucca Yucca necopina

Texas endemic; grasslands on sandy soils and limestone outcrops ; flowering Apri l-June
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American Peregrine Falcon Fa/co peregrinus anatum DL T

year-round resident and local breeder in west Texas, nests in tall cliff eyries; also, migrant across state from
more northern breeding areas in US and Canada, wint ers along coast and farther sou th; occupies wide range
ofhabitats during migrat ion, including urban, concentrations along coas t and barrier islands; low-altitude
migrant, stopovers at leading landscape edges such as lake shores, coastlines, and banier islands.

Ar ct ic P eregrine Falcon Fa/co peregrinus tundrius DL

migrant throughout state from subspecies' far northern breeding range, winters along coas t and farther
south; occupies wide range of habitats during migration, including urban, concentrations along coas t and
barrier islands; low-altitude migrant, stopovers at leading landscape edges such as lake shores, coastlines,
and barrier islands.

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus DL T

found primari ly near livers and large lakes; nes ts in tall trees or on cliffs near water; communally roosts,
especially in winter; hunts live prey, scavenges, and pirates food from other birds

Black-capped Vireo Vireo atricapilla LE E

oak-juniper woodlands with distinc tive patchy, two-layered aspect; shrub and tree layer with open, grassy
spaces; requires foliage reaching to ground level for nest ing cover; return to same terr itory, or one nearby,
year after year; deciduous and broad-leaved shrubs and trees prov ide insects for feeding; species
composition less important than presence of adequate broad-leaved shrubs, foliage to ground level, and
required structure; nesting season March -late summer

Golden-ch ecked Warbler Dendroica chrysoparia LE E

juniper-oak woodlands; dependent on Ashe juniper (also known as cedar) for long fine bark strips, only
available from mature trees, used in nest construction; nests are placed in various trees other than Ashe
juniper; only a few mature junipers or nearby cedar brakes can provide the necessary nest material; forage
for insects in broad-leaved trees and shrubs ; nesting late March-early summer

Henslow 's Sparrow Ammodramus henslowii

wintering individuals (not flocks) found in weedy fields or cut-over areas where lots of bunch grasses occur
along with vines and brambles ; a key component is bare ground for running/walking

Interior Least Tern Sterna antillarum athalassos LE E

subspecies is lis ted only when inland (more than 50 miles from a coastline); nes ts along sand and gravel
bars within braided streams, rivers; also know to nest on man-made structures (inland beaches, wastewater
treatment plants, gravel mines, etc); eats small fish and crust aceans, when breeding forages within a few
hundred feet of colony

Per egrine Falcon Fa/co peregrinus DL T
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both subspecies migrate across the state from more northern breeding areas in US and Canada to winter
along coast and farther south; subspecies (F. p. anatum) is also a resident breeder in west Texas; the two
subspecies' listing statuses differ, F.p. tundrius is no longer listed in Texas ; but because the subspecies are
not easily distinguishable at a distance, reference is generally made only to the species level; see subspecies
for habitat.

Western Burrowing Owl Athene cunicularia hypugaea

open grasslands, especially prairie, plains, and savanna, sometimes in open areas such as vacant lots near
human habita tion or airports; nests and roosts in abandoned burrows

White-face d Ibis Plegadis chihi T

prefers freshwater marshes, sloughs, and irrigated rice fields, but will attend brackish and saltwater habitats;
nests in marshes, in low trees, on the ground in bulrushes or reeds, or on floating mats

Whooping Crane Grus americana LE E

potential migrant via plains throughout most of state to coast; winters in coastal marshes of Aransas ,
Calhoun, and Refug io counties

FISHES Federal Status State Status

Sha r pnose shiner Notropis oxyrhynchus C

endemic to Brazos River drainage; also, apparen tly introduced into adjacent Colorado River drainage; large
turbid river, with bottom a combination of sand, gravel, and clay-mud

Smalleye shine ,' Notropis buccula C

endemic to upper Brazos River system and its tributaries (Clear Fork and Bosque); apparently introduced
into adjacent Colorado River drainage; medium to large prairie streams with sandy substrate and turbid to
clear warm water; presumably eats small aquat ic invertebrates

MAMMALS Federal Status State Status

Gray wolf Canis lupus LE E

extirpated; formerly known throughout the western two-thirds of the state in forests, brushlands, or
grassla nds

Plains spotted sku nk Spilogale putorius interrupta

catholic; open fields, prairies, croplands, fence rows, farmyards, forest edges, and woodlands; prefers
wooded, brushy areas and tallgrass prairie

Red wolf Canis rufus LE E

extirpated; formerly known throughout eastern half of Texas in brushy and forested areas, as well as coastal
prames
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Pistolgrip Tritogonia verrucosa

stable substrate, rock, hard mud, si lt, and soft bottoms, often buried deeply; east and central Texas, Red
through San Antonio River basins

Rock pocketbook Arcidens confragos us

mud, sand, and gravel substrates of medium to large rivers in standing or slow flowing water, may tolerate
modera te currents and some reservo irs, east Texas, Red through Guadalupe River basins

Texas fawnsfoot Truncilla macrodon

little known; possibly rivers and larger streams, and intolerant of impoundment; flowing rice irrigation
canals, possibly sand, gravel, and perhaps sandy-mud bottoms in moderate flows; Brazos and Colorado
River basins

REPTILES Federal Status State Status

Brazos water snake Nerodia harteri T

upper Brazos River drainage; in shallow water with rocky bottom and on rocky port ions of banks

Texas garter snake Thamnophis sirtalis annectens

wet or moist microhabitats are conduci ve to the species occurrence, but is not necessarily restricted to them;
hibernates underground or in or under surface cover; breeds March-August

Texas horned lizard Phrynosoma cornutum T

open, arid and semi-arid regions with sparse vegetation, including grass, cactus, scattered brush or scrubby
trees; soil may vary in texture from sandy to rocky; burrows into soil, enters rodent burrows , or hides under
rock when inactive; breeds March-September

Timber/Canebrake Crotalus horridus T
rattlesnake

swamps, floodplains, upland pine and deciduous woodlands, riparian zones, abandoned farmland; limestone
bluffs, sandy soil or black clay; prefers dense ground cover, i.e. grapevines or palmetto
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Customer Service Center in Austin. NTTA and TxDOT cash accounts allow a check or money
order to be mailed in to mainta in the account balance. The cash user deposit would be
refunde d without interest if the user returns the tag (by mail or in person) in good condition or if
the user converts the cash account to a credit card account.

Bilingual (English and Spanish) information on payment methods is available on TxDOT
(www .TxTag.org) and the NTTA (www.ntta.org) websites and over the phone (Customer
Service Centers).

5.25.4 Or ig in-Destination Analysis
Origin-destination data secured from the NCTCOG for the north central Texas Metropolitan
Planning Area (MPA) was used for further analysis of user impact of the SH 121 facility on low­
income and minority populations. The MPA is defined as that portion of the north central Texas
region expected to be contiguously urbanized during the 20-year planning horizon. This area
includes all of Collin, Dallas, Denton, Rockwall, and Tarrant Counties, and contiguous portions
of Ellis , Johnson, Kaufman, and Parker Counties.

Origin-destination data can determine travel patterns of traffic along a transporta tion facility
during a typical day. This form of analysis is useful in assessing user impact as the number of
trips associated with specific population characteristics can be studied to provide general travel
assumpt ions of those specific populations. Trips are defined as a one-way movement from
where a person starts (origin) to where the person is going (destination).

Assessing user impact in the form of an origin-destination analysis is an integral component of
the environmental justice analys is for the proposed project. As funding mechanisms evolve, the
trend towards utilization of toll facilities in this region would create "user impacts" as access to
highway systems becomes an issue to the economically disadva ntaged . The origin-destination
analysis revea led anticipated users and associated traff ic patterns of the proposed project in
2030 and identified environmental justice populations to assess the intensity of use by those
protected populations.

The information associated with the origin-destination analysis is organized by traffic survey
zones (TSZs) which are small geographic units of area that are developed as a basis for
estimation of travel. TSZs may vary in size, are determined by roadway network and
homogeneity of development, and directly reflect demographic data generated by the U.S.
Census Bureau. Delineated by state and/or transportation offices for tabulating traffic-rela ted
data, TSZs usually consist of one or more census blocks , block groups, or census tracts. A total
of 4,813 TSZs comprise the origin-destination study area. Of the tota l number of TSZs located
with in the MPA, 1,805 TSZs are anticipated to regular ly utilize SH 121 in 2030 (originating at
least one trip per day). This represents 38 percent of the total study area TSZs.

TransCAD®, a GIS-based transpo rtation planning software , was utilized by the NCTCOG to
generate the traffic data analyzed during the origin-destination analysis . The NCTCOG
conducted a "select-link analysis" based on 2030 morning peak period traffic to generate origin­
destination data associa ted with the proposed project. "Morning peak period traffic" represents
the vehicles that pass a point on a highway during the time period of 6:30 a.m. and 8:59 a.m.
Morning peak traffic is the preferred form of traffic data for origin-destination analysis because it
is the most effective means to convey daily trips linked to TSZs. Traffic data exported directly
from TransCAD® select-l ink matrices was correlated with U.S. Census Bureau data to provide a
demographic profile of users anticipated to utilize the proposed SH 121 facility in 2030.
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To clarify the intent of the origin-destination analysis, the analysis does not attempt to identify
specific users (low-income or minor ity populations) but instead compares the origins and
intensity origins of trips based on collective socio-economic characteristics at the TSZ level for
both the toll and non-toll scenarios. In other words , the origin-dest ination analysis predicts the
potent ial users of the SH 121 corridor in 2030 by correlating the general socio-economic
characteristics of the future users based on Census 2000 data to the intensity of use quantified
by the number of trips per TSZ generated by TransCAD®. The NCTCOG conducted a "select­
link analys is" based on 2030 morning peak period traffic . The model distinguishes between toll
and non-to ll scenarios by identifying the "toll links." These "toll links' are assigned a cost per
mile for the toll scenario and no cost per mile for the non-toll scenar io. The model then assigns
vehicle trips based on user cost, trip distance, time of day, and other factors to achieve system
equilibrium in the network. The correlation of Census 2000 and TransCAD® data is the best
available method to identify which TSZs would originate trips anticipated to utilize the SH 121
facil ity and genera l demographics of the population associated with those TSZs. However, the
vehicle trip assignment process does not consider relative income differences or the differences
in relative cost to potential users in the population when making trip assignments. Because no
definitive data exists on the future users of SH 121, the origin-destination analysis cannot
predict the specific race, ethnicity, or economic status associated with the predicted trips on toll
or non-toll facilities . However, the origin-destination analysis can identify a potential difference
in trip intensity by comparing toll and non-toll scenario TSZ trip percentages.

Analysis of the origin-destination trip was concentrated on those TSZs with high proportions of
low-income and/or minority populations within the study area that are anticipated to utilize the
proposed managed lane portion of the facility in 2030. The threshold for an environmental
justice TSZ was defined as a TSZ with an environmental justice population (specifically low­
income and minority populations) equal to or greater than 51 percent of the total TSZ
population. A total of 1,542 environmental justice TSZs were identified within the NCTCOG
study area. Of the identified environmental justice TSZs, a total of 465 are anticipated to
regularly utilize SH 121 (orig inating at least one trip per day). Data analysis indicates that of
approximately 32,005 total trips which originated from the TSZs anticipated to utilize SH 121,
approximately 14.1 percent (4,506 trips) of the total trips originate from environmental justice
TSZs . Exhibit 7 in Appendix A shows the environmental justice TSZs that would utilize the SH
121 facility per number of trips. Exhibit 8 in Appendix A breaks out each environmental justice
TSZ that would utilize SH 121 facility (originating at least one trip per day) by environmental
justice type (i.e., minority, low-incom e).

Based on the origin-destination information, it is not anticipated there would be any
disproportionate impacts to low-income or minority populations with the implementation of the
proposed project due to the low distribution of trips between identified low-income and/or
minority populations and the low percentage of these popu lations within the proposed project
study area . In addition, non-toll alternatives would be available for use. The SH 121 project
would benefit users and adjacent populations as a result of the improved system linkage and
mobility within the study area and region.

Proact ive public involvement, including public meetings and surveys, and coordination with local
planning officials can help avoid disproportionate impacts by allowing these populations to voice
their concerns and be a part of the planning process. Therefore, no environmental just ice
populations in the study area would be disproportionately affected as the entire study area non­
minority population would be equally impacted. However, individual low-income persons may
choose to utilize adjacent non-toll alternatives specifically for cost saving measures. Low­
income individuals may be impacted as a result of difference in time travel associated with
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utilizing non-toll alternatives. The economic impact of the tolled facility would be higher for low­
income residents because the cost of paying tolls would represent a higher percentage of
household income than for non-low-income households. The toll rates for SH 121 would be
consistent with other toll rates in the region.

5.26 Relationship Between Local Short-Term Uses of Man's Environment and the
Maintenance and Enhancement of Long-Term Productivity

The proposed electronic tolling of SH 121 or the proposed minor design changes do not change
the findings indicated in the October 2004 FEIS with regard to relationship between local short­
term use of man's environment and the maintenance and enhancement of long-term
productivity.

5.27 Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments on Resources Which Would Be
Involved in the Proposed Action

The resources used in highway construction (land, materials, capital, labor, energy, and
productivity) may all be considered irreversibly and irretrievably committed because of the long­
term nature of a transportation project. Implementation of the proposed SH 121 electronic toll
facility and proposed minor design changes would not increase the resources irreversibly and
irretrievably committed to the highway because no additional right-of-way is required.

5.28 Summary
Table 7 provides a summary of the direct impacts associated with Build Alternative CIA as
presented in the October 2004 FEIS and this re-evaluation document (Section 5.0). The words
"No change" in the November 2008 Re-Evaluation column of Table 7 indicate that the project
impacts identified in the October 2004 FEIS (summarized in the middle column of Table 7) are
still valid. An analysis of potential indirect and cumulative impacts is presented in Section 6.0.

Table 7 Summary of Direct Impacts (Build Alternative CIA)
'i\1iP},s){i'iEnvironmental 'lssue "? ---'--c" ;WkWic-.. ct @i::;November 200a,Re:Evaluilti6nt\:;;C
Land Use Impacts Compatible with local land use No change

lans/oolicies
Prime and Unique Farmlands No impacts to prime and unique No change

farmlands
Environmental Justice Impacts No disproportionate adverse impacts to Re-evaluated toassess potential EJ

minoritv or low-income populations Impacts because of electronic toliinQ.
Social Impacts No adverse community cohesion No change

impacts
Public Safetv Impacts No adverse public safety impacts No change
Relocation Impacts Atotal of 85displacements. Three No change

residential propertiesand 82 commercial
business properties

Economic Impacts Long-term, beneficial economic impacts No change
anticipated

Pedestrian and Bicvcle Impacts No adverse pedestrianlbicvcle impacts Nochanoe
Section 4(1) Impacts No impact to Section 4(1) resources No change
Air Quality Impacts No CO NAAQS exceedances. The MSAT were evaluated for the proposed

proposed project is in confonmity with project. Three sensitive receptors were
the CAA Inrelation to ozone non- located within 328 feet (100 meters) and
attainment 14 within 1,640 feet (500 meters) ofthe

proposed project. Along-termdecrease
in MSAT emissions isexpected to occur
because of federal vehicleemission
standardsandcontrol measures
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22. Air Quality Conformity

On April 15, 2004, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) designated nine North Central Texas

counties as nonattainment under the new 8-Hour National Ambient Air Ouality Standards (NMOS) for

ozone. The North Central Texas nine-county ozone nonattainment area includes Collin, Dallas, Denton,

Ellis, Johnson , Kaufman, Parker, Rockwall, and Tarrant Counties. Exhibit 22·1 illustrates both the

Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA) boundary and the nine-county nonattainment area under the 8-Hour

NMOS.

Exhibit 22-1. MPA Boundary/B-Hour Ozone Nonatta inmen t Area

.etropoIltan
Plarmlng Anl.

B-bour ozone
NonatIainmentAr.-

TRANSPORTATION CONFORMITY
Metropolitan Planning Area Boundary

!
~.,".

o

Based on the magnitude of ozone pollution in these nine counties, the EPA classified the nonattainment

area "moderate". After designation as a moderate nonattainment area, the federally mandated deadlines

established in the 1990 Amendments to the Clean Air Act for compliance is six years. That gives the North

Central Texas region until June 15, 2010 to reach attainment of the ozone standard or face a reclassification

to"serious".
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Since the EPA designated these nine North Central Texas counties nonattainment under the new 8-Hour

standard, a federal requirement known as transportation conformity is now required. Transportation

conformity ensures that federal funding and federal approval goes to only those transportation projects and

programs that meet air quality goals to reach attainment in a timely manner. Under this federal requirement,

the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) is responsible for conducting transportation conformity for

the portion of the nonattainment area outside of an MPA. The North Central Texas Council of Governments

(NCTCOG) is responsible for conducting transportation conformity for the portion inside the MPA.

The current Regional Transportation Council's (RTC's) Metropolitan Planning Area is all of Collin, Dallas,

Denton, Rockwall, and Tarrant Counties, and portions of Ellis, Johnson, Kaufman, and Parker Counties.

Title 23 Code of Federal Regulations 450.310(f) states that if the Metropolitan Planning Area does not

include the entire nonattainment or maintenance area, there shall be an agreement among the State

Department of Transportation, the state air quality agency, affected local agencies, and the Metropolitan

Planning Organization (MPO) describing the process for cooperative planning and analysis of ail projects

outside the MPA, but within the nonattainment or maintenance area, for the purposes of determining

transportation conformity. Therefore, a conformity Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between TxDOT, the

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ), NCTCOG's Regional Transportation Council, and

those affected local agencies (Ellis, Johnson, Kaufman, and Parker Counties) was established. The

conformity MOA is contained in the Transportation Conformity document and allows NCTCOG staff to

conduct the conformity analysis for the full nine-county ozone nonattainment area.

For the purposes of the conformity MOA and transportation conformity needs, the newly-designated North

Central Texas 8-Hour ozone nonattainment area that covers nine counties is defined in two portions: the

MPA Nonattainment Area and the Extended Nonattainment Area. The MPA Nonattainment Area is the

portion of the nine-county nonattainment area within the Metropolitan Planning Area. The Extended

Nonattainment Area is the portion of the nine-county nonattainment area outside the Metropolitan Planning

Area.

The conformity determination process is a two-step procedure in metropolitan areas. For the first step, the

RTC, as the MPO's policy body, makes the initial transportation conformity determination at the local level.

For the second step, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA)

make the final transportation conformity determination at the federal level. The conformity analysis does not

measure ozone directly, but ozone's precursors of volatile organic compounds (VOC) and oxides of nitrogen

(NOx).

As part of the conformity analysis, two tests are required: a motor vehicle emission budget test and an

emission reduction test. For the motor vehicle emission budget test, emissions limits for motor vehicle

emissions sources are called "budgets". Under the budget test, vehicle emissions for each analysis year

must be less than the air quality budgets identified. The vehicle emission results demonstrate that the North
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Central Texas ozone nonattainment area meets the regional air quality conformity requirements of the

budget test and emission reduction test. The conformity analysis results can be found in both the 2009

Transportation Conformi ty document and can be seen in Exhibit 22-2.

Exhibit 22-2. Conformity Analysis Results

EMISSIONS OF NITROGEN OXIDES (NOx)
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demonstration state Implementation Plan
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WithoutRegional Transportation Council
Init iatives In 2009 the region would not
have passedAir QualityConformity.

-------
AprI9 ,2009

The RTC initiatives were key in the region's ability to pass the NOx requirements in analysis year 2009.

Without the RTC initiatives , the NOx emission for 2009 would be above the set budget of 186.81 tons/day

and a favorable conformity determination would not be possible without changes to Mobility 2030 or the air

quality plan. The magnitud e of RTC initiatives demonstrate the region's commitment to reducing vehicle

emissions that leads to improving air quality, mobility, and the overall quality of life in the region.

The results of the conformity determination demonstrate that Mobility 2030 - 2009 Amendment meets the

specific transportation air qual ity conformity requirements of the CAAA (42 U.S.C. 7504, 7506(c) and (d))

and amendments, the air quality plan (five percent Increment of Progress plan), and the transportation

conformity rule (40 CFR Parts 51 and 93). This conformity determination was approved by the RTC on Aprii

9, 2009 and was printed while under FHWA and FTA review for a favorable approval. For additional

transportation conformity information, refer to the 2009 Transportation Conformi ty document.
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APPENDIX B

RTC RESOLUTION APPROVING THE
2008-2011 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FOR THE DALLAS-FORT WORTH METROPOLITAN AREA

Amendments to the 2008-2011 Transportation Improvement Program were approved by the
Regional Transportation Council on April 9, 2009. A final copy of the resolution approving the
2008-2011 Transportation Improvement Program amendments , along with the Mobility 2030:
The Metropolitan Transportat ion Plan 2009 Amendments and the 2009 Transportation
Conformity is included in this section and transmitted to the federal/State review partners.

B.1



RESOLUTION APPROVING AMENDMENTS TO THE 2008-2011 TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; MOBILITY 2030: THE METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION

PLAN FOR THE DALLAS-FORT WORTH AREA, 2009 AMEN DMENT; AND
2009 TRAN SPORTATION CONFORMITY DETERMINATION FOR THE

DALLAS ·FORT WORTH NINE-COUNTY NONATTAINMENT AREA
(R09-Q2)

WHEREAS, the North Central Texas Council of Governments (NCTCOG) is designated as the
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropo litan Area by the
Governor of Texas in accordance with federa l law; and,

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Council (RTC), compr ised primarily of local elected
officia ls, is the regional transportation policy body associated with the NCTCOG and continues to be
the regiona l forum for cooperative decisions on transportation ; and,

WHEREAS, the Safe , Accountable, Flexible , Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users (SAFETEA-LU) assigns the MPO the responsibility for carrying out the transportation
conformity process, in cooperation with the State and operators of publicly-owned transit services;
and,

WHEREAS, SAFETEA-LU assigns the MPO the responsibility for approving the metropol itan
transportation plan and transportation improvement program and their periodic updates; and,

WHEREAS, SAFETEA-LU requires that the metropolitan transportation plan include a financial
plan that demonstrates the consistency of proposed transportation investments with available and
projected sources of revenue; and,

WHEREAS, the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area has a population greater than 200,000 and
has, therefore, been designated as a Transportation Management Area; and,

WHEREAS, Mobi lity 2030: The Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the Dallas-Fort Worth Area ,
2009 Amendment was developed in cooperation with local governments, the Texas Department of
Transportation, North Texas Tollway Authority, Dallas Area Rapid Trans it, Fort Worth Transportation
Authority, Denton County Transportation Authority, and other transportation agencies; and,

WHEREAS, amendments to the 2008-201 1 Transportation Improvement Program are necessary
to ensure consistency with the Mobility 2030 - 2009 Amendment; and,

WHEREAS, the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has designated the nine­
county area of Collin , Dallas , Denton , Ellis, Johnson, Kaufman , Parker, Rockwall , and Tarrant
counties as nonattainment under the 1997 8-hour National Ambient Air Quality Standards for the
pollutant ozone effective June 15, 2004; and,

WHER EAS, the current RTC metropolitan planning area consists of all of Collin, Dallas , Denton,
Tarran t. and Rockwall counties, and portions of Ellis, Johnson, Kaufman , and Parker counties; and,

WHE REAS, the remainder of the nonattainment area is outside the RTC metropolitan planning
area and is the remain ing portions of Ellis, Johnson , Kaufman, and Parker counties, referred to as
the extended nonattainment area; and,

WHER EAS, Title 23, Code of Federal Regulations 450.310(f) states that if the metropolitan
planning area does not include the entire nonattainment area, there shall be an agreement among
the state department of transportation, state air quality agency, affected local agencies, and the
MPO, describing the process for cooperative planning and analysis of all projects outside the
metropolitan planning area but within the nonattainment area; and,
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WHEREAS, the agreement also must indicate how the total transportation-related emissions for
the nonattainment area, including areas both within and outside the metropolitan planning area, will
be treated for the purposes of determining conformity in accordance with the EPA conformity
regulation (40 CFR), and shall address policy mechanisms for resolving conflicts concerning
transportation-related emissions that may arise between the metropolitan planning area and the
portion of the nonattainment area outside the metropolitan planning area; and,

WHEREAS, Title 30, Texas Administrative Code 114.260(d)(2)(A)(xii) requires the MPO, for the
purpose of determining the conformity of all transportation projects outside the metropolitan planning
area but within the nonattainment area, to enter into a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) involving
the MPO and Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) for cooperative planning and analysis of
projects; and,

WHEREAS, the planning process used in the development of Mobilitv 2030: The Metropolitan
Transportation Plan for the Dallas-Fort Worth Area, 2009 Amendment; amendments to the 2008­
2011 Transportation Improvement Program; and the 2009 Transportation Conformitv was conducted
in accordance with NCTCOG's approved public involvement procedures and is consistent with
SAFETEA-LU Public Participation Plan requirements, including presentations of the plan
recommendations and conformity results at public meetings and the allowance of a 30-day comment
period prior to RTC approval of Mobilitv 2030: The Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the Dallas­
Fort Worth Area. 2009 Amendment; 2008-2011 Transportation Improvement Program
amendments; and the 2009 Transportation Conformitv determination; and,

WHEREAS, Mobilitv 2030: The Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the Dallas-Fort Worth Area.
2009 Amendment; 2008-2011 Transportation Improvement Program amendments; and the 2009
Transportation Conformitv have been recommended for approval to the RTC by the NCTCOG
Surface Transportation Technical Committee.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED THAT:

Section 1.

Section 2.

Section 3.

Section 4.

That the Regional Transportation Council, as the transportation policy body
for the Metropolitan Planning Organization, approves Mobilitv 2030: The
Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the Dallas-Fort Worth Area. 2009
Amendment.

The Regional Transportation Council endorses the financial element
recommendations of the Mobilitv 2030: The Metropolitan Transportation Plan
for the Dallas-Fort Worth Area, 2009 Amendment where increases in
revenue for transportation are pursued; that the Regional Transportation
Council will monitor local, state, and federal legislative initiatives to ensure
that revenues increase; and that the Regional Transportation Council will be
forced to delete transportation projects and programs from the Mobility 2030 :
The Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the Dallas-Fort Worth Area. 2009
Amendment if revenues do not increase to anticipated levels.

The Regional Transportation Council, as the transportation policy body for
the Metropolitan Planning Organization, approves the 2008-2011
Transportation Improvement Program amendments.

The Regional Transportation Council approves the initial conformity
determination of the 2009 Transportation Conformity of Mobility 2030: The
Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the Dallas-Fort Worth Area, 2009
Amendment and the 2008 - 2011 Transportation Improvement Program as
amended for the Dallas-Fort Worth nine-county nonattainment area.
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Section 5.

Section 6.

Section 7.

Section 8.

Section 9.

The 2009 Transportation Conformity determination documents passed the
motor vehicle emissions budgets (MVEB) test requirements for the 2008­
2011 Transportation Improvement Program and the Texas Department of
Transportation project listing for the ex1ended nonattainment area .

Mobilitv 2030: The Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the Dallas-Fort
Worth Area . 2009 Amendment, and the 2008-2011 Transportation
Improvement Program provide for the timely implementation of
Transportation Control Measures (TCMs) .

This resolution will be transmitted to the Federal Highway Administration,
Federal Transit Administration, United States Environmental Protection
Agency, Texas Department of Transportation, Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality , Dallas Area Rapid Transit, Fort Worth Transportation
Authority, Denton County Transportation Authority, North Texas Tollway
Authority, and all impacted local governments.

The 2009 Transportation Conformity document (including Mobility 2030: The
Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the Dallas-Fort Worth Area. 2009
Amendment, and the 2008-2011 Transportation Improvement Program) will
be transmitted to the Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit
Administration, United States Environmental Protection Agency, Texas
Department of Transportation, Texas Commission on Environmental Quality,

This resolut ion shall be in effect immediately upon its adoption .

~/l~~/t
L~ ~

Regional Transportation Council
Council Member, City of Dallas

I hereby certify that this resolution was adopted by the Regional Transportation Council of the
North Central Texas Council of Governments for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area on
April 09, 2009.

Ron Natinsky, Secretary
Regional Transportation Council
Council Member, City of Dallas
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RESOLUTION ADOPTING
2008-2011 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FOR THE DALLAS-FORT WORTH METROPOLITAN AREA

(R07-Q4)

WHEREAS, the North Central Texas Council of Governments (NCTCOG) is designated as the
Metropol itan Planning Organization (MPO) for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area by the
Governor of Texas in accordance with federal law; and,

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Council (RTC), comprised primarily of local elected
officials, is the regional transportation policy body associated with the North Central Texas Council of
Governments, and has been and continues to be the regional forum for cooperative decisions on
transportation; and,

WHEREAS, the federal law, the Safe, Accountable, Flexible , Efficient Transportation Equity Act:
A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), assigns the MPO the respons ibility for carrying out the
metropolitan transportation planning process, in cooperation with the state and operators of publicly
owned transit services; and,

WHEREAS, SAFETEA-LU assigns the MPO the responsibility for developing and approving the
metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and its periodic updates; and,

WHEREAS, the Dallas-Fort Worth area is a federally designated nonattainment area for the
pollutant ozone, and air quality conformity of the TIP shall be determined by the MPO; and,

WHEREAS, all regionally significant ground transportation improvements, regardless of funding
source, within the Dallas-Fort Worth ozone nonattainment area must be inventoried and included in
the TIP and Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) for the conformity analysis
requirements of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990; and,

WHEREAS, the TIP was developed in cooperation with the local governments, Texas
Department of Transportation, Dallas Area Rapid Transit, Denton County Transportation Authority,
Fort Worth Transportation Authority, North Texas Tollway Authority, and other transportation
agencies; and,

WHEREAS, all projects in the 2008-2011 Transportation Improvement Program for the
Dallas-Fort Worth MetroPOlitan Area were developed in conjunction with Mobility 2030 : The
Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area in a manner consistent
with the federa l guidelines in Section 450, Subpart B, of Title 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations
and Section 613, SUbpart B, of Title 49 of the Code of Federal Regulations; and ,

WHEREAS, the planning process used in development of the 2008-2011 Transportation
Improvement Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area was conducted in accordance
with NCTCOG's approved public involvement procedures and is consistent with SAFETEA-LU
Public Participation Plan requirements , including presentation at public meetings and the allowance
of a 30-day comment period prior to Regional Transportation Council approval of the TIP ; and,

WHEREAS, the air qual ity conformity review has indicated that the 2008-2011 Transportation
Improvement Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area meets the transportation
conformity-related requirements of the State Implementation Plan, the Clean Air Act
(42 U.S.C. 7504; 7506 (c) and (d)) as amended on November 15, 1990, and the conformity rule as
specified in the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's Transportation Conformity Rule
Amendments, dated July 1, 2004; and ,

WHEREAS, NCTCOG's Surface Transportation Technical Committee has recommended
Regional Transportation Council approval of the 2008-2011 Transportation Improvement Program
for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area .
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED THAT:

The Regional Transportation Council affirms that the 2008-2011
Transportation Improvement Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan
Area has been developed and found to be in compliance with SAFETEA-LU
and Clean Air Act requirements.

The Regional Transportation Council affirms that the 2008-2011
Transportation Improvement Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropoli tan
Area is consistent with the recommendations of Mobilitv 2030: The
Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area
and the air qual ity conformity results.

The Regional Transportation Council adopts the 2008-2011 Transportation
Improvement Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropoli tan Area.

The 2008-2011 Transportation Improvement Program will be submitted for
inclusion in the 2008-2011 Statewide Transporta tion Improvement Program.

This resolu tion will be transmitted to the Federal Highway Administration ,
Federal Trans it Administration, Texas Department of Transportation, Dallas
Area Rapid Transit, Fort Worth Transportation Authority, Denton County
Transportation Authority, North Texas Tollway Author ity, and all impacted
local governments.

This resolution shall be in effect immediately upon its adoption.

Section 2.

Section 1.

Section 3.

Section 4.

Section 5.

hite, Chair
Regi n Transportation Council
Com . sioner, Denton County

~O/~a p, ry
Regional Transportation Council
Councilmember, City of Dallas

I hereby certify that this resolution was adopted by the Regional Transportation Counci l of the
North Central Texas Counci l of Governments for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area on
April 12, 2007.
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Planner Interviews

Name Loca tion Job Title Date Interviewed
Allison Craie City of Fort Worth Planninq Manaoer 10/28/08

Director of
Community and
Economic

Shari Roos City of Burleson Development 10/01/08
Paulette Hartman City of Joshua Citv Manager 10/01/08
David Esquivel P.E City of Cleburne Public Works Director 10/01/08
Honorable Roger
Harmon Johnson County County Judge 10/01/08
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