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Section 1.0 
INTRODUCTION 

1.1 REPORT OVERVIEW 

This report provides the documentation associated with the Public Involvement Program that was 
developed and implemented for the County Line Road (C.R. 578) Project Development and 
Environment (PD&E) Study.  The purpose of the program is to establish communication with the 
general public, property owners, and federal, state, and local government agencies and officials 
concerned with the project. 

The primary vehicles for disseminating information for this study were the Advance Notification 
(AN) package, which was mailed to federal, state, and local agencies; project newsletters; small 
group meetings; an Alternatives Public Workshop; and a Public Hearing.  Each of these tasks is 
outlined in this report.  Also included in this report and the appendices are agency comments, 
Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) responses, newsletters, project handouts, legal 
advertisements, comments from the public, and the Public Hearing transcript. 

 

 



W:\C100003878\Reports\C&C\Comm&Coord.doc  C.R. 578 (County Line Road) PD&E Study 
  Comments & Coordination Report 

2-1 

Section 2.0 
PROJECT SUMMARY 

2.1 PROJECT SUMMARY 

The FDOT conducted a PD&E Study which evaluated improvement options along the County 
Line Road (C.R. 578) corridor from the vicinity of U.S. 19 to the vicinity of U.S. 41 in Pasco and 
Hernando Counties, a distance of approximately 12.0 miles (mi) (19.3 kilometers (km)), as 
shown in Figure 1.  A segment of roadway on new alignment, referred to as the Ayers Road 
Extension, was also studied.  This segment extends from the C.R. 578/Suncoast Parkway 
interchange to the vicinity of the U.S. 41 and Ayers Road intersection, a distance of 
approximately 3.5 mi (5.6 km). 

The C.R. 578 corridor is an east/west facility with a functional classification of a major collector 
and is a county-maintained (off-state system) roadway.  The proposed project extends from the 
vicinity of U.S. 19 (S.R. 55) to the vicinity of U.S. 41 (S.R. 45).  C.R. 578 is currently a two-lane 
rural roadway from U.S. 19 to Callaway Avenue, from Hallow Avenue to west of the Suncoast 
Parkway, and from east of the Suncoast Parkway to U.S. 41.  From Callaway Avenue to Hallow 
Avenue, C.R. 578 is a four- lane divided suburban facility with an open drainage system.  In 
addition, for 0.5 mi (0.8 km) west and east of the interchange at the Suncoast Parkway, C.R. 578 
has been improved to a four- lane divided rural facility.  The existing posted speed limit along 
C.R. 578 ranges from 40 to 55 miles per hour (mph) (60 to 90 kilometers per hour (kph)).  The 
existing right-of-way (ROW) width ranges from 50 to 170 feet (ft) (15.0 to 52.0 meters (m)) 
except at the Suncoast Parkway interchange where the ROW width is 254 ft (77.4 m). 

FIGURE 2-1 
PROJECT LOCATION MAP 
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Primary land uses along C.R. 578 include numerous residential subdivisions, individual 
residences, commercial development, the Spring Hill Regional Hospital, the Suncoast 
Elementary School, and numerous religious facilities.  Land uses along the Ayers Road 
Extension include the Hernando County Airport, residential subdivisions, individual 
single-family residences, and agricultural and pasture lands. 

The project is located within Sections 1 through 6 of Township 24 South, Range 17 East and 
Sections 1 through 6 of Township 24 South, Range 18 East in Pasco County.  In Hernando 
County, the project is located within Sections 31 through 36 of Township 23 South, Range 17 
East; Sections 25, 26, 31 through 36 of Township 23 South, Range 18 East; and Section 30 of 
Township 23 South, Range 19 East. 

As part of the PD&E Study process, several alternatives were identified and evaluated.  Those 
alternatives were presented at a Public Workshop on December 14, 2000 and are described 
below. 

To effectively assess and compare the affects of each roadway alignment, the project was 
divided into four study segments on the basis of existing land use patterns and location of 
crossover streets. 

Segment A: U.S. 19 to East Road. 
Segment B: East Road to Mariner Boulevard/Shady Hills Road. 
Segment C: Mariner Boulevard/Shady Hills Road to Suncoast Parkway. 
Segment D: Suncoast Parkway to U.S. 41. 

 
In Segments A, B, and C, southern (S-1), centered (S-2), and northern (S-3) alignments were 
developed utilizing a suburban typical section. 

The suburban typical section is a four- lane divided facility, with a 30 ft median in which 22 ft is 
raised, two 12 ft travel lanes in each direction, 8 ft outside shoulders with 5 ft of the shoulder 
paved, and 15 ft drainage swales.  A 12 ft multi-use facility on the north side of the roadway and 
a 5 ft sidewalk on the south side of the roadway were also proposed.  A minimum of 
approximately 155 ft of ROW would be required to construct these improvements. 

In Segment D, due to this portion of C.R. 578 being constrained, the development of a new 
corridor, Ayers Road Extension, is needed in order to maintain the future transportation demand.  
This new corridor would improve the connection to Ayers Road west of U.S. 41, assist in 
improving access to the Hernando County Airport, and is consistent with the Hernando County 
2025 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP).  Two viable corridors (S-4 and S-5) were 
developed using the suburban typical section. 

Based on further engineering and environmental analyses and comments from the Public 
Workshop, a preferred alignment was developed for presentation at the Public Hearing.  
Following is a description of the recommended alternative. 
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C.R. 578 from U.S. 19 to the Suncoast Parkway 

The FDOT, in cooperation with the Hernando and Pasco County Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations (MPOs), recommended the “Build Alternative” of a four- lane suburban typical 
section, described previously, for the proposed improvements to C.R. 578. 

For C.R. 578 from U.S. 19 to the Suncoast Parkway, a best- fit alignment, Alignment S-8, was 
developed to minimize any potential effects on the surrounding areas. 

Ayers Road Extension from the Suncoast Parkway to U.S. 41 

Following the Public Workshop, Alignment S-5 was selected as the recommended alternative.  
However, because of cultural resource involvement with Alignment S-5, a second alignment, 
S-8, was developed in order to minimize those effects.  Alignment S-8 parallels the 
Masaryktown community and connects to the existing U.S. 41/Ayers Road intersection.  Both 
alignments were presented at the Public Hearing. 

The Ayers Road Extension will utilize the same suburban typical section as described previously. 

The No-Build Alternative remained a viable alternative throughout the duration of the PD&E 
Study process.  The No-Build Alternative would involve leaving the existing roadway as it is, 
with only routine maintenance as required. 
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Section 3.0 
ADVANCE NOTIFICATION 

3.1 ADVANCE NOTIFICATION 

The FDOT, through the Advance Notification (AN) process, informed federal, state, and local 
government agencies of the outline of this PD&E Study and its scope.  The Department initiated 
early project coordination on October 25, 1999, by distribution of an AN package to the State of 
Florida Department of Community Affairs (DCA) - State Clearinghouse.  The FDOT will assure 
that the environmental document for this project will be reviewed for continued consistency with 
DCA policies.  The agencies listed below received AN packages.  Appendix A contains a copy 
of the AN package and the agency responses that were received by the Department.  

3.2 MAILING LIST 

Through the AN process, the Department coordinated with the following agencies: 

Federal 

Federal Highway Administration, Division Administrator (M.S. 29) 
Federal Emergency Management Agency - Natural Hazards Branch, Chief 
Federal Railroad Administration - Office of Economic Analysis, Director 
Federal Aviation Administration - Airports District Office 
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, Regional Environmental Officer 
U.S. Department of Interior - U.S. Geological Survey, Chief - Review Unit 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - Region IV, Regional Administrator 
U.S. Department of Interior - Fish and Wildlife Service, Field Supervisor, Jacksonville 
U.S. Department of Interior - Bureau of Land Management, Eastern States Office, Director 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Regulatory Branch, District Engineer 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services - Center for Environmental Health and Injury 
Control 

State 

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission - Office of Environmental Services, 
Director 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection - West Central Field Office, Planning Manager 
Florida Department of State - Division of Historical Resources, State Historic Preservation 
Officer 
Federal-Aid Programs Coordinator (M.S. 35) 
Environmental Management Office, Manager (M.S. 37) 
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Regional 

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council, Executive Director 
Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council, Executive Director 
Southwest Florida Water Management District, Executive Director 
Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida, Chairperson 
Muskogee (Creek) Nation of Oklahoma, Principal Chief 
Poarch Band of Creek Indians of Alabama, Chairperson 
Seminole Nation of Oklahoma, Principal Chief 
Seminole Tribe of Florida, Chairperson 

Local 

Hernando County Metropolitan Planning Organization, Executive Director 
Pasco County Metropolitan Planning Organization, Executive Director 
 
3.3 SUMMARY OF AGENCY COMMENTS AND FDOT 

RESPONSES 

Following is a summary of the comments received from the agencies as a result of the AN 
process and the FDOT responses to those comments. 

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (FDEP) 

Comment: We request to review the environmental documents for this project, and ask that it 
be submitted to the Florida State Clearinghouse for review pursuant to the Florida 
Coastal Management Program’s consistency review determination.  The project 
will be re-evaluated for consistency with the Department’s authorities in the 
Florida Coastal Management Program on review of the subsequent environmental 
documents.  

Response: It has been determined by FHWA that the project is a Type II Categorical 
Exclusion, and required coordination with all applicable agencies will be 
conducted during the PD&E phase and all subsequent phases. 

Comment: The PD&E should be coordinated with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) and the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWCC), 
the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services – Division of Plant 
Industry, and/or permitting agencies, as appropriate. 

Response: Many of these agencies have been contacted as a part of the AN process.  There 
will be continued coordination throughout the PD&E Study with all appropriate 
agencies and permitting authorities. 

Comment: Because so few systematic archaeological surveys have been done in this area, a 
detailed survey would be warranted in this corridor.  This issue should be 
coordinated with the State Division of Historical Resources and addressed fully in 
the PD&E. 
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Response: The Department of State, Division of Historical Resources was contacted during 
the AN process, and coordination will continue throughout the PD&E process.  
See the following comment and response. 

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE, DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES 

Comment: We note that the project will have a cultural resource survey performed.  
Therefore, conditioned upon the FDOT undertaking a cultural resource survey, 
and appropriately avoiding, minimizing, or mitigating project impacts to any 
identified significant archaeological or historic sites, the proposed project will 
have no effect on historic properties listed, or eligible for listing, in the National 
Register, or otherwise of historical or architectural value.  If these conditions are 
met the project will also be consistent with the historic preservation aspects of 
Florida’s Coastal Management Program. 

Response: A Cultural Resource Assessment Survey (CRAS) was performed for this project.  
This investigation was conducted under the provisions established by the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, which is implemented by the 
procedures contained in 36 CFR, Part 800, as well as the provisions contained in 
the revised Chapter 267, Florida Statutes.  The survey was comprised of both a 
professional archaeological survey and a professional historic structures survey.  
Please see Section 4.0, Interagency Coordination.  In a letter dated November 23, 
1999, the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) stated that conditioned upon 
the FDOT undertaking a cultural resource survey, and appropriately avoiding, 
minimizing, or mitigating project impacts to an identified significant 
archaeological or historic site, the proposed project will have no effect on historic 
properties listed or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP), or otherwise of historical or architectural value.  The letter is included in 
Appendix A. 

SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 

Comment: We recommend the applicant complete an environmental assessment addressing 
the proposed project’s impacts on area water resources.  This assessment should 
identify the resources and discuss impacts proposed by the road project.  Proposed 
mitigation activities should also be addressed in this report. 

Response: A Wetlands Evaluation Report was completed for the project.  The report 
identifies existing wetland communities, affected wetlands, and wetland 
mitigation.  FDOT will utilize wetland mitigation through Senate Bill 1986 
(FS Chapter 373.4137 Mitigation Requirements).  Coordination with SWFWMD 
will be ongoing throughout project development, design, and construction. 
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WITHLACOOCHEE REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 

Comment: Applicant needs to be aware of the following Strategic Regional Policy Plan goals 
and policies, which may be applicable to this project: 

Policy 4.6.2: Design and build new, local, state, and private roads, bridges, and 
causeways so as not to interfere with surface water flows, and with appropriate 
protective measures to avoid degrading water quality. 

Policy 4.8.6: Design new transportation and utility facilities to avoid 
interference within natural operation of wetlands, and in a sufficient size and 
height to accommodate the movement and migration of wildlife through the area. 

Policy 4.8.18: Design new public and private roads so as not to impede the 
natural flow of water. 

Policy 4.9.2: Design roads and bridges to incorporate design features that 
facilitate the free passage of wildlife so as to avoid vehicle and animal collisions. 

Policy 5.6.2: Ensure that transportation improvements in coastal high-hazard 
areas and environmentally sensitive areas are made only after evaluating the 
interests of human transportation need versus the need to protect and preserve 
regionally significant resources. 

Response: The FDOT, through its PD&E Study process, has considered and addressed the 
applicable goals and policies from the Strategic Regional Policy Plan. 

TAMPA BAY REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 

Comment: While we do not find the proposal to be regionally significant, all member local 
governments of the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council’s (TBRPC) 
Clearinghouse Review Committee and TBRPC’s full policy board will be notified 
of the application for any comments concerning local significance.  The applicant 
will be contacted if any local concerns are identified. 

Response: Comment noted.  No further comments were received from TBRPC. 
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Section 4.0 
INTERAGENCY COORDINATION 

As stated previously, federal, regional, state, and local agencies were contacted as a part of the 
AN process for the C.R. 578 PD&E Study.  A list of those agencies is contained in Section 3.2 of 
this report.  In addition to the early coordination, continuing coordination has been ongoing with 
many of those agencies.  Following is a summary of the interagency coordination. 

4.1 STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER 

A Cultural Resource Assessment Survey (CRAS) was performed for this project and was 
comprised of both a professional archaeological survey and a professional historic structures 
survey.  The CRAS identified 15 potentially eligible historic structures within the project=s Area 
of Potential Effect (APE), none of which were considered eligible for listing on the National 
Register of Historic Places (NRHP).  Thirteen prehistoric or historic archaeological sites were 
identified during the course of the investigation.  One, the Alexsuk Site, was considered 
potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP.  The CRAS was submitted to SHPO who concurred 
with the findings in the report.  A Determination of Effects Report regarding the potentially 
eligible site was submitted to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and to the SHPO.  
The FHWA, in consultation with the SHPO, has applied the Criteria of Effect and Adverse 
Effect found in 36 CFR Part 800.9, and determined that the proposed project will have an 
“adverse effect” on the Alexsuk Site, and invites the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
to participate in the consultation related to resolving the adverse effects.  See the letters from 
FHWA and SHPO in Appendix B, Interagency Correspondence. 

4.2 NATIVE AMERICAN COORDINATION & 
CONSULTATION 

In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, coordination 
with Native American tribes was conducted concerning archaeological or historic resources 
potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP.  Newsletters and notifications of the Public 
Workshop and the Public Hearing were provided to the Native American tribes identified in the 
Public Involvement Program.  One letter was received from the Miccosukee Tribe of Indians 
regarding two archaeological sites, the Alexsuk Site and the Volkswagon Sinkhole, located 
within the project vicinity.  They agree with the findings on the Alexsuk Site, but ask that the 
Volkswagon Sinkhole also be avoided.  The letter is included in Appendix B.  No other 
correspondence was received.  Consultation was conducted by the FDOT with Mr. Steve Terry 
of the Miccosukee Tribe of Florida on November 19, 2002.  The results of this consultation are 
reflected in the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) dated December 20, 2002. 
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4.3 U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

A Biological Assessment was prepared and submitted to the USFWS for their review.  The 
report concluded that, with the inclusion of Eastern Indigo Snake provisions, the proposed 
project will have no effect on any federally listed threatened and endangered species.     

4.4 SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT 
DISTRICT 

A Wetland Evaluation Report was submitted to the Southwest Florida Water Management 
District (SWFWMD) for the subject project.  The Wetland Evaluation Report describes the 
existing wetlands within the study corridor and presents qualitative and quantitative information 
regarding potential wetland impacts for the study alternatives.  As indicated in the report, the 
wetland impacts associated with the project are minimal, affecting about 1.51 acres (ac) of 
wetlands.  These wetland impacts will be reevaluated during the final design stage of the project.  
Also, in accordance with the FHWA policy as contained in 23 CFR 771, a full range of 
mitigation options was considered in developing the project, including avoidance, minimization, 
restoration, enhancement and creation.  An Environmental Resources Permit (ERP) will be 
required for the project.  The FDOT will meet all criteria as set forth in the ERP Applicants 
Handbook.  Coordination and further detailed analyses will occur during the design and 
permitting phases of the project.  

4.5 FLORIDA FISH AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION 
COMMISSION 

A Wetland Evaluation Report and Biological Assessment were submitted to the Florida Fish and 
Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWCC) for the subject project.  The Biological Assessment 
concludes that, with the inclusion of Eastern Indigo Snake provisions, the proposed project will 
have no effect on any federally listed threatened and endangered species.   

4.6 LOCAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES 

FDOT met periodically throughout the project process with local agencies in both Pasco and 
Hernando Counties.  Several presentations were made to the Hernando County MPO and Pasco 
County MPO, as well as Hernando County and Pasco County staff.  A list containing dates of 
those meetings is included in Appendix C. 
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Section 5.0 
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM 

5.1 OVERVIEW 

The Public Involvement Program developed for the C.R. 578 PD&E Study was prepared on 
July 15, 1999.  A copy of the Public Involvement Program is provided in Append ix D.  This 
section of the Comments and Coordination Report describes the methods by which property 
owners, elected and appointed officials, agencies, and other interested parties were notified of the 
project and its continuing status. 

5.2 PUBLIC OFFICIALS AND AGENCIES KICKOFF 
MEETING 

A Public Officials and Agencies kickoff meeting was held on Wednesday, October 27, 1999 
from 10:00 a.m. until 12:00 p.m. at the VFW Post 8681, located at 18940 Drayton Street, Spring 
Hill, Florida.  The format of the meeting was informal (open house); project fact sheets were 
provided for all attendees; and project graphics were on display. 

The purpose of the meeting was to introduce the project and its study objectives, and to obtain 
specific information from the participants about the project, including technical, socioeconomic, 
and environmental data, as well as local knowledge and concerns as related to the proposed 
improvements. 

Twenty-five people signed in at the meeting, including public officials, agency representatives, 
and citizens.  Eleven written comments were received at the meeting, and one was mailed to the 
FDOT after the meeting.  Following is a summary of the comments received. 

Eight comments were received from residents of the Preston Hollow subdivision.  While 
residents were in favor of the improvements, they were concerned about the project phasing 
creating a bottleneck in the vicinity of the entrance of their subdivision, which is located between 
Mariner Boulevard and the Suncoast Parkway.  Their main concern was that it would cause a 
safety hazard for cars entering and leaving Preston Hollow.  The residents would like to see the 
entire project constructed as one phase. 

A comment was received from Mr. Ali Atefi of the Pasco County MPO.  He asked that the 
functional classification of County Line Road be reviewed; maybe it should be an arterial. 

Commissioner Kinglsey from Hernando County stated that this project should be fast tracked.  
Phasing the project would cause a two-lane section to be left in the middle and that is asking for 
trouble.  He stated that the traffic demand is high enough so the entire roadway should be 
four-laned at the same time. 
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Mr. John Saunders, Hernando County Superintendent of Schools, stated on his comment form 
that County Line Road should be four- laned as soon as possible.  The traffic volume is heavy 
now and will only get worse; an eight-year delay is too long. 

A comment form was received from Mr. Robert Mattingly, Airport Manager, Hernando County 
Airport.  Mr. Mattingly is in favor of the project and urges its immediate adoption.  He stated 
that the airport has submitted the Ayers Road Extension as a candidate project under the FDOT 
Intermodal funding for FY 04/05.  He asked that all lighting along the Ayers Road Extension be 
coordinated with the airport. 

5.3 SMALL GROUP MEETINGS 

One of the best ways to achieve consensus on a project is through small group meetings.  Letters 
were mailed to civic groups, neighborhood associations, and homeowners associations giving 
them the opportunity to request a presentation by the project team.  Several groups requested that 
the FDOT give them a presentation about the C.R. 578 project.  FDOT met with and provided 
presentations to four civic groups – Kiwanis Club, Heritage Pines Homeowners Association,  
Autumn Oaks Homeowners Association, and Rolling Oaks Homeowners Association.  A list 
including the dates of those meetings is included in Appendix C. 

5.4 PUBLIC WORKSHOP 

An Alternatives Public Workshop was held on December 14, 2000 at Frank W. Springstead High 
School.  Over 200 people attended the workshop; 48 returned comment forms.  Comments were 
generally positive regarding the need to make C.R. 578 a four- lane highway especially with the 
additional traffic anticipated with the upcoming opening of the Suncoast Parkway.  However, 
many of the comments on the Ayres Road Extension were negative.  Five people requested to be 
added to the mailing list for future meetings and hearings. 

Those people having property adjoining the ROW favored alignments that minimized the effect 
on their property.  Three people living along the ROW preferred the purchase of their entire 
property and relocation by the state.  They were concerned with the closeness of the new 
alignment to their homes and the increased level of noise.  There was also a fear of a decrease in 
property value due to a loss of property and the nearness of a four-lane highway.  A summary of 
the comments received as a result of the Public Workshop is included in Appendix E of this 
report. 

A Public Workshop scrapbook was prepared to document the materials that were on display at 
the workshop.  The scrapbook is included in the project files. 

5.5 PUBLIC HEARING 

A Public Hearing was held on Thursday, August 8, 2002 at Frank W. Springstead High School 
located at 3300 Mariner Boulevard, Spring Hill, Florida.  The purpose of the hearing was to 
present the recommended alternatives to the public and to provide them an opportunity to 
express their opinions regarding the location, design, socio-economic effects, and environmental 
impacts associated with the recommended alternative.  The FDOT and its consultant team were 
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present at the hearing to informally discuss the project and answer questions for the general 
public.  Aerial photographs and display boards outlining the recommended alternatives were on 
display.  Information boards with the project schedule, typical sections, and project evaluation 
matrix were also available for review.  A project video ran continuously during the informal 
portion of the hearing. 

A project brochure was provided to the attendees as they signed in for the hearing.  The 
brochures contained information about the FDOT ROW acquisition procedures and state and 
federal relocation assistance programs.  During the formal portion of the hearing, the public was 
given the opportunity to provide oral statements regarding the proposed project.  A court reporter 
was present during the hearing to take comments from the public and to provide a verbatim 
transcript of the formal proceedings. 

One hundred ninety-two people signed the attendance sheets at the hearing.  Three comment 
forms were received prior to the hearing; fourteen written comment forms were received at the 
hearing; and three comment forms were mailed, faxed, or e-mailed during the ten-day comment 
period following the hearing.  Five of the comments were to request copies of aerial plan 
concepts for specific areas of the project.  Aerial maps and letters were sent in response to these 
requests.  Two of the comments were in favor of the project, two were against the project, and 
two disapproved of the Ayres Road Extension.  Four of the comments had land use and/or 
relocation issues, eleven comments included concerns about safety issues including enforcement 
of speed limits, the need for left and right dedicated turn lanes, truck traffic, and driver sight 
distances.  FDOT and County representatives at the hearing addressed many of these comments, 
concerns, and questions.  However, a letter was sent in response to a comment from the Alexsuk 
family in Masaryktown regarding the Ayers Road Extension and its connection to the Hernando 
County Airport.  Both the comment and the letter are included in Appendix F. 

During the formal portion of the hearing, seven people made oral statements and seven people 
(including one person who had also given an oral statement) gave verbal comments to the court 
reporter.  Following is a summary of these statements. 

Three people were concerned about increased traffic noise and if any measures were being 
proposed to mitigate for this increase in noise.  Another person who spoke was a lawyer 
representing a resident concerned about the proposed median affecting access to small businesses 
and neighborhoods, specifically access by emergency vehicles, and also about increased traffic 
noise.  This speaker also said the medians present a safety hazard when large semi- trucks try to 
maneuver at an intersection.  He felt that the homeowners who would be close to the new road 
should be accommodated with a noise barrier.  The moderator asked that these speakers talk to 
FDOT representatives following the formal hearing regarding the noise issues.  He also stated 
that regarding access issues, this is a county road and the FDOT will be working closely with 
both counties to determine access points and medians. 

Other concerns were in regard to ROW acquisition.  The moderator explained that this is the 
study phase and specific requirements regarding ROW will not be determined until the design 
phase.  At that time, all acquisitions will be in accordance with appropriate regulations and 
owners will be compensated for any loss of property. 
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Two Masaryktown residents preferred the S-5 alternative because the S-8 alternative would run 
through the middle of the town and divide it into two.  One of the residents thought that the 
entire community of Masaryktown should have been notified. 

Another large concern was the increased traffic and drivers not obeying the speed limit.  Two 
people were also anxious about bus stops for school children being so close to a large highway.  
There were two requests for a traffic light to be installed at the intersection of Linden Road and 
County Line Road because there have been many accidents at this intersection. 

Three people brought up their concern about harming the environment.  One mentioned the 
wildlife, such as hawks, squirrels, and deer on his property that will be harmed with this project.  
Another was concerned about the loss of trees, wildlife, and natural habitat. 

One person was in favor of the recommended alternative because it would mean less taxpayer 
dollars to compensate commercial businesses.  He believes that this route is the most feasible 
even if many citizens complain. 

The hearing transcript and a summary of the comments are included in Appendix G.  A Public 
Hearing scrapbook was prepared to document the materials that were on display at the hearing.  
The scrapbook is included in the project files. 
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Section 6.0 
SUMMARY 

6.1 SUMMARY 

The comments received as a result of the Public Involvement Program, in combination with the 
engineering and environmental analyses performed for this project, were the basis for Pasco and 
Hernando Counties to select the preferred alternative.  The preferred alternative is Alignment S-8 
from U.S. 19 to the Suncoast Parkway and Alignment S-5 from C.R. 578 to U.S. 41, the Ayers 
Road Extension.  This was the alternative which was most favored by the property owners and 
the local officials of the project area.  It also involves the least effects to existing structures, the 
environment, and to the community. 

The comments that were received at the Public Workshop and the Public Hearing primarily dealt 
with access management (median openings), effects of increased traffic noise, and ROW takings 
from individual properties. 
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APPENDIX D 
Public Involvement Program 



Public Involvement Program

Florida Department of Transportation - District VII 
County Line Road (C.R. 578) 

Project Development and Environment Study 
From U.S. 19 (S.R. 55)  to U.S. 41 (S.R. 45) 

Work Program Item Segment Number: 257298 1 
Federal-Aid Program Number: 7822 001 S 

Pasco and Hernando Counties, Florida

In accordance with Part 1, Chapter 8 of the “Project Development and Environment Manual” this
Public Involvement Program is submitted to the District Environmental Management Office Engineer
for review and approval.
 



December 1999  



Public Involvement Program

Florida Department of Transportation - District VII 
County Line Road (C.R. 578)

Project Development and Environment Study 
From U.S. 19 (S.R. 55) to U.S. 41 (S.R. 45) 

Work Program Item Segment Number: 257298 1 
Federal-Aid Program Number: 7822 001 S 

Pasco and Hernando Counties, Florida

In accordance with Part 1, Chapter 8 of the “Project Development and Environment Manual” this
Public Involvement Program is submitted to the District Environmental Management Office (EMO)
Engineer for review and approval.

Submitted by: URS Greiner Woodward Clyde Date: December 1, 1999

Approved:

District EMO Engineer

Date:

December 1999
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM

This Program is in compliance with the “Project Development and Environment Manual,” Section 339.155, Florida
Statute, (F.S.), Executive Orders 11990 and 11988, CEQ Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions
of the National Environmental Policy Act, and 23 CFR 771.

The success of any transportation improvement is dependent upon a successful public outreach effort.  Therefore,
the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) is committed to conducting a pro-active public involvement
program that focuses on soliciting community involvement throughout the project development process.  The
implementation of a strong public involvement effort will result in public awareness of, and support for, the project.

This document outlines the various methods by which the FDOT will distribute project information and solicit
response from the community regarding local values and concerns.  This Public Involvement Program will be
updated and amended throughout the project development process.  The program specifies the public involvement
approach to be taken with the project; lists generally the contact persons, media, officials, and agencies; and
indicates the means that will be used to involve them in the process.  The FDOT will prepare responses to public
inquiries as a result of the public involvement process.  The collection of public input will occur throughout the
project duration.

I. Description of Proposed Improvement

Project Name: County Line Road (C.R. 578) Project Development and
Environment (PD&E) Study

WPI Segment Number: 257298 1
Federal-Aid Program Number: 7822 001 S

Project Limits: The study limits for the proposed County Line Road (C.R. 578)
improvements are from the vicinity of U.S. 19 (S.R. 55) to the vicinity
of U.S. 41 (S.R. 45) in Pasco and Hernando Counties,  a distance of
approximately 11.0 miles as shown in Figure 1.  The Ayers Road
Extension, a segment of roadway on new alignment, is being evaluated
from the vicinity of the Suncoast Parkway to the vicinity of U.S. 41
and Ayers Road (C.R. 576), for a distance of approximately 2.8 miles

Proposed Activity: To conduct a PD&E Study to establish the location and design
concepts for improvements to C.R. 578 in Pasco and Hernando
Counties.  This study will include the evaluation of a multi-lane divided
typical section within the project limits.

Tentative Class of Action: Environmental Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact
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Figure 1
Project Location Map

II. Identification of Concerned Public

The following Federal, State, regional, and local agencies having a possible concern in this project due to
jurisdictional review or expressed interest have been identified.  These agencies will be contacted directly
by the FDOT through the Advance Notification (AN) process at the outset of the project, in accordance
with Part 1, Chapter 2 of the “PD&E Manual.”  As other public agencies are identified throughout the
Study, they also will be listed and contacted.  For names of contacts and addresses, see Appendix A,
Agencies Mailing List.

Federal: Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
Federal Railroad Administration - Office of Economic Analysis
Federal Aviation Administration - Airports District Office
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
U.S. Department of Interior - U.S. Geological Survey (USGS)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - Region IV (EPA)
U.S. Department of Interior - Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)
U.S. Department of Interior - National Park Service (NPS)
U.S. Department of Interior - Bureau of Land Management, Eastern States Office
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Regulatory Branch (COE)
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services - Center for Environmental Health and

Injury Control

State: Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP)
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Florida Department of State, Division of Historical Resources, State Historic  
Preservation Office (SHPO)

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FFWCC)
Federal-Aid Programs Coordinator, FDOT

Regional: Southwest Florida Water Management District (SWFWMD)
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council (TBRPC)
Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council (WRPC)

Other: Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida, Chairperson
Muskogee (Creek) Nation of Oklahoma, Principal Chief
Poarch Band of Creek Indians of Alabama, Chairperson
Seminole Nation of Oklahoma, Principal Chief
Seminole Tribe of Florida, Chairperson

Local: Pasco County

Public Works Department
School Board
Administrator
Parks and Recreation Department
Engineering Services
Planning Growth Management/Zoning Department
Office of Disaster Preparedness
Development Review Services
Property Appraiser
Sheriff’s Department
Emergency Services Department
Utilities Construction and Contract Management Department

Hernando County

Public Works Department
School Board
Administrator
Parks and Facilities Maintenance Department
Engineering Department
Growth and Development Department
Property Appraiser
Sheriff’s Department
Emergency Management
Development Department
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Hernando County Airport
Utilities Department

The following elected and appointed officials and local public interest groups or organizations  having a
direct or expressed interest in the project study have been identified and will be contacted by the FDOT
(Appendix B lists public officials names and addresses):

Elected and Appointed Officials:

Federal Officials

Robert Graham United States Senator
Connie Mack United States Senator
Karen Thurman United States Representative (District 5)

State Officials

Virginia Brown-Waite State Senator (District 10)
David Russell State Representative (District 44)
Mike Fasano State Representative (District 45)

Pasco County Officials

Metropolitan Planning Organization

Doug Uden Executive Director
Allen Brenia Chairman

Board of County Commissioners

Sylvia Young District 1
Pat Mulleri (Chairperson) District 2
Ann Hildebrand District 3
Steve Simon District 4
David Clark District 5

School Board

John Long Superintendent
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Hernando County Officials

Metropolitan Planning Organization

Dennis Dix Executive Director
Patricia Novy Chairwoman

Board Of County Commissioners

Patricia Novy (Chairperson) District 1
Hannah Robinson District 2
Bobbi Mills District 3
Christopher Kingsley District 4
Paul Sullivan District 5

School Board

Dr. John Sanders Superintendent 

Public Interest Groups:

Hernando County Chamber of Commerce
Pasco County Chamber of Commerce

III. Public Notification

Public notification techniques are employed to notify the public of the proposed transportation improvement
and to solicit public input into the Project Development process.  Identification of mass media used to carry
public notices, news releases, public service announcements, news items, and interviews will include:

NEWSPAPERS

St. Petersburg Times-Pasco Times
11321 U.S. Highway 19

Port Richey, Florida 34668

Pasco News
13032 U.S. Highway 301
Dade City, Florida 33525

Tampa Tribune-Pasco
6214 U.S. Highway 19

New Port Richey, Florida 34653

St. Petersburg Times-Hernando Times
3233 Commercial Way

Spring Hill, Florida 34606

Hernando Today
15299 Cortez Blvd

Brooksville, Florida 34613

Tampa Tribune-Hernando
15299 Cortez Blvd

Brooksville, Florida 34613

RADIO
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JOY 91.5 FM - WLPJ
8410 U.S. Highway 19

Port Richey, Florida 34668

WWJB 1450 AM Newsradio
55 W Fort Dade Avenue
Brooksville, Florida 34601

The Point WHPT 102.5
WHNZ 570 The Newstation

11300 4th Street North, Suite 318
St. Petersburg, Florida 33716

WARM 94.9 FM - WWRM
WSUN AM 620

877 Executive Center Drive West
Suite 300

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

WFLA Newsradio 970 AM
WFLZ 93.3 FM

4002 Gandy Boulevard
Tampa, Florida 33611

New Star 95.7
WMTX FM

1867 U.S. Highway 19 North
Suite 500

Clearwater, Florida 34624

TELEVISION

WXPX - TV 66
11300 4th Street North, Suite 180

St. Petersburg, Florida 33716

WTVT TV - Channel 13
P.O. Box 31113

Tampa, Florida 33631

WFLA TV - Channel 8
P.O. Box 1410

Tampa, Florida 33601

WFTS Tampa Bay - ABC 28
4045 North Himes Avenue

Tampa, Florida 33607

WTSP-TV Channel 10 CBS
11450 Gandy Boulevard North
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

WTOG-TV Channel 44
P.O. Box 20144

St. Petersburg, Florida 33742

Public notification techniques to be used in the project development process will include:

Legal/Display Newspaper Advertisements - Legal/display advertisements will be published in the St.
Petersburg Times - Pasco and Hernando Times newspapers announcing the location, date, and time of
the Alternatives Public Workshop and Public Hearing.

A quarter-page legal display advertisement announcing the Alternatives Public Workshop will be published
5 to 12 days prior to the Alternatives Public Workshop.  News releases will be prepared for publication
by the FDOT during the week of the workshop.

A quarter-page legal display advertisement announcing the Public Hearing will be published at least 21 days
prior to the Hearing and again 5 to 12 days before the Hearing.

A subscription to the St. Petersburg Times - Pasco and Hernando Times will be delivered to the
Department’s consultant throughout the project duration.  A chronological file of pertinent newspaper
clippings will be maintained in the project files.

Newsletters  - A maximum of four newsletters will be mailed directly to: all property owners of record
within 300 feet on either side of the centerline of any viable alternative; local elected and appointed officials
and agencies; public and private groups; and organizations, agencies, or businesses that request to be
placed on the project mailing list prior to the Alternatives Public Workshop and Public Hearing.

Newsletters will be used to communicate directly with those on the project mailing list at key points
throughout the study.  The newsletters will contain information about the project, the PD&E process, the
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project’s current schedule, and public outreach activities.  The newsletters will also serve as an additional
notice to announce and provide invitations to upcoming public meetings.

News Releases to Local Media - News releases will be prepared by the FDOT PD&E Community
Involvement Specialist for distribution to the media by the District Public Information Officer.

Invitational and Informational Letters  - A mailing list will be established, and the following groups will
be contacted to obtain input into the project development process and/or to provide project information
and introduce opportunities for public comment:

• Those whose property lies, in whole or in part, within 300 feet on either side of the centerline of
each project alternative as required by Florida Statute (Section 339.155, F.S.).  The property
owner list will be compiled from the Pasco and Hernando County Property Appraiser’s office
utilizing current tax maps and ownership records.

C Elected and appointed officials in the area (city, state, federal, county) and community leaders who
have been identified or have requested to be put on the mailing list of officials and interested parties.

C Permitting agencies that have been identified and placed on the mailing list of officials and interested
parties.

C Public and private groups, organizations, agencies, businesses, or individuals that request to be
placed on the mailing list for this project.

• Media in the project area that have been identified and placed on a mailing list to be used for news
release/distribution, advertisements, or any other concerns.

IV. Public Meetings

Prospective sites for any meetings to be held shall be inspected for suitability. Sites being considered for
public meetings include Springstead High School and Calvary Community Nazarene Church.
Consideration shall be given to location, parking capacity, seating capacity, ADA compliance, sound
system, lighting, display space, and any other physical characteristic that would influence the viability of this
site.

The following public information meetings will be held to involve the public and interested agencies in the
project development process and to inform interested parties of the project’s current status:

Public Official/Agency Kickoff Meeting - An invitation for the Kickoff Meeting will be mailed to the
city, county, state, and federal officials representing, or having jurisdiction in, the project area.  The Kickoff
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Meeting will be held at the Veterans of Foreign Wars (VFW) Post, located on C.R. 578,  to inform officials
and agencies of the project and obtain local knowledge of concerns related to the proposed improvements.

Coordination Meetings with Local Officials - These meetings will be held prior to the Alternatives
Public Workshop and the Public Hearing to apprize local officials of the project status, specific location,
and design concepts and to receive their comments.  Coordination will be accomplished by presentations
upon request to both of the MPOs and/or their associated Technical Advisory Committees (TAC) and
Citizen’s Advisory Committees (CAC).  In addition, if requested, presentations will be made to the Pasco
and Hernando Boards of County Commissioners.  Presentation materials may include the conceptual design
plans and display boards.  Up to fourteen (14) meetings are anticipated.

Alternatives Public Workshop - It is anticipated that one Alternatives Public Workshop will be held for
this study.  The Workshop will be conducted at a location near the project limits and at convenient hours
to accommodate and promote attendance.  The Workshop will be conducted by the FDOT and advertised
in the St. Petersburg Times - Pasco and Hernando Times as an informational meeting.  To enhance the
public’s understanding of the study and the need for the project improvements, an audio/visual presentation
will be developed. Board mounted exhibits, concept plans, project brochures, and reports will be available
that  illustrate various improvements and alternatives under consideration.  

The FDOT will individually notify elected and appointed officials on FDOT letterhead 25 to 30 days prior
to the Workshop.  Letters will also be sent to all parties on the updated mailing list 21 days prior to the
Workshop. A memorandum with a location map will be sent to the FDOT’s Community Involvement
Specialist for submittal to the Central Environmental Management Office and the Public Information Office
for distribution.

A briefing meeting will be held one (1) week prior to the Alternatives Public Workshop with the FDOT
and its representatives to discuss potential public issues or concerns.  The Alternatives Public Workshop
will present to the public the results of the study to date and allow the public to express concerns, ask
questions, and make comments for project files.  The Workshop will follow an informal format with
separate adjacent (if possible) rooms for audio/visual presentations and project displays.  Brochure
materials and an audio/visual presentation will direct and encourage the public to review the exhibits, ask
questions, and discuss issues with the FDOT study team representatives.

Following the Workshop, a debriefing meeting will be held within two (2) weeks with the project team to
identify, review, and discuss comments and issues expressed by the public at the Workshop.  The
Department will address issues raised at the Workshop and respond to them with the assistance of its
consultant, as necessary, by letter, by a follow-up newsletter, by distribution of news releases, or by other
appropriate techniques.
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Responses to all written questions and comments not answered at the Workshop will be made in writing
and summarized in a Comments and Coordination Report.  Some comments may require immediate
response to the commentor based on the comment received.

Public Hearing - In compliance with the “Project Development and Environment Manual,” 23 CFR 771,
and Section 339.155, F.S., a formal Public Hearing will be held for this project once the draft
environmental document has been approved by the FHWA. The legal advertisement will run at least 21
days and again 5 to 12 days prior to the Hearing.  Elected and appointed officials and agencies will be
notified 25 to 30 days prior to the Hearing.  Property owners and civic associations included on the mailing
list will be notified at least 21 days prior to the Hearing.  The Public Hearing will be held to involve the
public and interested agencies in the project development process, to inform interested parties of the
project’s preferred alternative(s), and to solicit comments for the official project record.
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Unscheduled Meetings and Presentations  - The Consultant and its staff shall be available on short
notice to attend meetings or make presentations at the request of the Department.  Such meetings and
presentations may be held at any hour between 8:00 a.m. and 12:00 midnight on any day of the week.  The
Consultant may be called upon to provide maps, press releases, advertisements, audio/visual displays, and
similar material for such meetings.  No more than twelve (12) such meetings are anticipated.

V. Coordination with Pasco and Hernando Counties

Upon issuance of the Notice to Proceed, a project Kickoff Meeting will be held for all local elected and
appointed officials and agencies to provide them with information about the project and to solicit their
comments and support.  

Coordination meetings will be held with the Pasco County and Hernando County Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPOs) to obtain their comments and discuss their concerns regarding the project.  As part
of this coordination, presentations will be made to the MPOs’ Technical Advisory Committees (TACs) and
Citizen’s Advisory Committees (CACs) as well as the MPOs.  Presentation materials for the TAC and
CAC Meetings shall include copies of aerial photography depicting the preliminary design concept(s).
Presentation materials for the MPO Meetings may include aerial photography, PowerPoint presentations,
and display boards.  A copy of the Pasco County and Hernando County MPOs’ schedule of monthly
meetings for 1999 (2000 not currently available) is included in Appendix C.

VI. Analysis and Evaluation of Public Input

This activity occurs throughout the life of the project and requires maintenance of files, newspaper clippings,
letters, and especially direct contact before, during, and after any of the public meetings in the project
development phase.  The FDOT will receive copies of all pertinent public input received from concerned
parties throughout the study duration.

Arrangements will be made for a court reporter to be present during public meetings at the discretion of
the District Environmental Management Office Engineer.  Other means of collecting input include:

• Either by personal contact or by written comment forms during the Alternatives Public Workshop
and by letters, visits, or phone calls in response to said meeting.

• By personal contact and written comment forms during the Public Hearing or during the formal
public testimony time frame of the Hearing.  All comments, whether written or oral, will be
documented in the transcript of Public Hearing proceedings.

• Informal meetings with civic groups, homeowners associations, churches, etc. will provide citizens
with a comfortable setting where they can express their concerns regarding the proposed project.
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Additionally, these meetings will be documented along with the Public Workshop and Hearing in
the Comments and Coordination Report. 

• Periodic newsletters will provide an opportunity for comments and questions throughout the project
study.  A contact person, telephone number, and address will be included in the project
newsletters.  In addition, the newsletters may contain a pre-addressed comment form that can be
completed and returned to FDOT.  All comments will be incorporated into the study as they are
received.

VII. Alternatives Public Workshop/Public Hearing

In compliance with the “Project Development and Environment Manual,” 23 CFR 771, and Section
339.155, FS, a Public Hearing will be held.

Public Hearing/Workshop Site - Depending on schedule and availability, the Public Hearing/Alternatives
Public Workshop may be held at:

Springstead High School
3300 Mariner Boulevard
Spring Hill, Florida 34609

or

Calvary Community Nazarene Church
235 Cobblestone Drive

Spring Hill, Florida 34646

Public Advertisement - Legal/display advertisements will be placed in the St. Petersburg Times - Pasco
and Hernando Times.  A quarter-page display advertisement will be published at least 21 days and 5 to
12 days prior to the Public Hearing.  In addition, the Public Hearing will be advertised in the Florida
Administrative Weekly.

Letters  of Invitation - Letters of Invitation will be mailed to property owners as required by Section
339.155, F.S., a minimum of 21 days prior to the Public Hearing.  Public officials and agencies will be
notified a minimum of 25 to 30 days prior to the Hearing.

Hearing Preparation - Tape recording, audio/visual presentation, graphics, brochures, and comment
forms will be prepared to supplement the formal Public Hearing presentation.
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Transcript - A court reporter will produce a verbatim transcript of the Public Hearing to include written
and oral comments received at the Hearing and written comments postmarked ten (10) days after the
Hearing.  The transcript will be forwarded to the District EMO Engineer.

Environmental/Engineering Documentation for Public Inspection - Documents that will be made
available for public review include the Draft Environmental Document, Preliminary Engineering Report,
Noise Study Report, Air Quality Report, Wetland Evaluation Report, Contamination Screening Evaluation
Report, Cultural Resource Assessment Survey, Threatened and Endangered Species Evaluation Report,
Location Hydraulics Report, and Conceptual Design Plans. 

Location of Documents for Public Review - Public notice will be provided in the Public Hearing
advertisement as to where the study documents are located for public review.  Public review sites will
include the Little Red School House Library and the FDOT and may include local government offices and
chambers of commerce.  The referenced documents will be available for public review 21 days prior to
the Hearing date.

Title VI and Title VIII Civil Rights Acts - Information regarding the Title VI Program and the
Relocation Assistance Program, which complies with Title VIII, will be provided at the Alternatives Public
Workshop/Public Hearing presentation, in brochures, by signage, and through availability of personnel.

Americans with Disabilities Act Compliance - Notification of the Department’s intent to comply with
the ADA will be provided in the public advertisements for the Public Hearing, by invitational letters to
property owners and local officials, by brochure, and by selection of a public meeting site that meets all
ADA requirements.

VIII. Public Hearing Follow-Up

The following procedures will be undertaken after the Public Hearing:

Identification of Issues - The identification of issues brought up at the meeting is an integral part of the
meeting debriefing process, which shall be attended by all staff members taking part in the meeting process
and talking with the public.  This meeting shall be held within two (2) weeks after the Hearing.

Responses to Questions and Comments - Questions and comments received from the public, but not
answered at the Hearing, will be followed up after the Hearing.  If a written response is necessary, the study
team will prepare all letters of response for review and concurrence by the FDOT prior to being mailed
to the person or group who posed the question or comment.  A copy of all responses will be included in
the project files and within the Comments and Coordination Report.  This report will also summarize the
responses to comments received from the Advance Notification process, the Alternatives Public
Workshop, local government meetings, MPO Meetings,  and any informal meetings.
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Document Availability - Public notice will be provided by mail/newspaper advertisement as to the
location of project documentation made available for public inspection.  A public library or similar public
accessible facility near the project corridor is the preferred location for placement of these materials.

Recommendation Notice - Once all comments are addressed and FHWA approves the final
environmental document and grants Location Design Concept Acceptance (LDCA), a legal advertisement
announcing FHWA’s approval will be published in the St. Petersburg Times - Pasco and Hernando
Times. A letter will be sent to all individuals on the Public Hearing mailing list (including property owners,
elected officials, and agencies) to notify them of FHWA approval of the environmental document.  This
letter shall include the date the document was signed by FHWA, a brief description of the alternative
selected, the schedule for remaining phases, and the name of the design project manager (if it has been
assigned).  

Public Hearing Transcript Package - A verbatim transcript, proof of publication, sign-in sheet, Public
Hearing certification, and letters from the public will be provided to the FDOT.

Alternatives Public Workshop and Public Hearing Scrapbook - A scrapbook containing 11" x 17"
reproductions of the Alternatives Public Workshop and Public Hearing display boards and presentation
materials will be provided to the FDOT.

IX. Comments and Coordination Report

A Comments and Coordination Report will be developed to summarize the coordination with local officials.
The report will also summarize the comments and responses, results, and recommendation of the Informal
Meetings, Alternatives Public Workshop, and Public Hearing.  The report will contain other public
involvement techniques utilized in the study process such as the Advance Notification responses. 

X. Location Design Concept Acceptance (LDCA) and Public Notice

In compliance with the “Project Development and Environment Manual,” a public notice will be displayed
in the St. Petersburg Times - Pasco and Hernando Times.  A legal ad will be published to notify the
public that the location and design concept acceptance has been received and that the project is proceeding
to the next phase of project development.

XI. Public Information During Design and Construction

Additional public information techniques such as a Community Awareness Plan will be employed during
the design and construction phases following the PD&E phase to keep the public informed of the project
design and construction status.
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APPENDIX A

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM
AGENCIES MAILING LIST

FEDERAL

Mr. James E. St. John, Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration

227 North Bronough Street, Room 2015
M.S. 29

Tallahassee, FL 32301-2015

Regional Environmental Officer
Federal Emergency Management Agency

Region 4
3003 Chamblee Tucker Road

Atlanta, GA  30341

Director
Office of Economic Analysis (RRP-32)

Federal Railroad Administration
400 Seventh Street S.W.

Washington, D.C.  20590-0001

Airports District Office
Federal Aviation Administration

5950 Hazeltine National Drive, Suite 400
Orlando, FL  32822

Regional Environmental Officer
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

Richard B. Russell Federal Building
75 Spring Street, S.W.

Atlanta, GA  30303-3309

Chief - Review Unit
Environmental Affairs Program, M.S. 423

U.S. Geological Survey
U.S. Department of Interior, Room 2D318

12201 Sunrise Valley Drive
Reston, VA  22092-9998

Mr. John Hankins, Jr., Regional Administrator
Region IV

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

100 Alabama Street SW
Atlanta, GA  30303-3104

Mr. Michael Bentzien, Supervisor
Fish & Wildlife Service

U.S. Department of Interior
6620 South Point Drive South, Suite 310

Jacksonville, FL  32216-0912

Director
Eastern States Office

Bureau of Land Management
U.S. Department of Interior

411 Briarwood Drive, Suite 404
Jackson, MS  39206

Mr. Terry Rice, District Engineer
Regulatory Branch

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 4970

Jacksonville, FL  32201-4970
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Center for Environmental Health and Injury Control
Centers for Disease Control

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services
Special Programs Group, M.S. F-29

1600 Clifton Road
Atlanta, GA  30333

Southeast Regional Office
National Park Service

U.S. Department of Interior
100 Alabama Street
Atlanta, GA 30303

APPENDIX A

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM
AGENCIES MAILING LIST

STATE

Mr. Bradley J. Hartman, Director
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission

Office of Environmental Service
620 South Meridian Street

Tallahassee, FL  32399-1600

Ms. Deborah Getzoff, Director
Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Southwest District
3804 Coconut Palm Drive

Tampa, FL  33619

Ms. Janet Matthews, State Historic Preservation
Officer

Florida Department of State
Division of Historical Resources

500 South Bronough Street
Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250

Federal-Aid Programs Coordinator
Florida Department of Transportation

M.S. 35
605 Suwannee Street

Tallahassee, FL  32399

Mr. Leroy Irwin, Manager
Environmental Management Office

Florida Department of Transportation, M.S. 37
602 Suwannee Street

Tallahassee, FL 32399

REGIONAL

Mr. Manny C. Pumariega, Executive Director
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council

9455 Koger Boulevard
Suite 219

St. Petersburg, FL  33702-2491

Ms. Linda Sloan, Executive Director
Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council

1241 S.W. 10th Street
Ocala, FL  32674-2798
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Mr. Emilio Vergara, Executive Director
Southwest Florida Water Management District

2379 Broad Street
Brooksville, FL  34609-6899



Page 17

County Line Road (C.R. 578) Project Development and Environment Study

APPENDIX A

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM
AGENCIES MAILING LIST

OTHER

Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida
Mr. Billy Cypress, Chairperson

Miccosukee Business Committee
P.O. Box 440021, Tamiami Station

Miami, FL  33144

Mr. R. Perry Beaver, Principal Chief
Muskogee (Creek) Nation of Oklahoma

P.O. Box 580
Okmulgee, OK  74447

Mr. Eddie Tullis, Chairperson
Poarch Band of Creek Indians of Alabama

5811 Jack Spring Road
Atmore, AL  36502

Mr. Jerry Haney, Principal Chief
Seminole Nation of Oklahoma

P.O. Box 1498
Wewoka, OK  74884

Mr. James Billie, Chairperson
Seminole Tribe of Florida

6300 Sterling Road
Hollywood, FL  33024
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APPENDIX B

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM
ELECTED OFFICIALS MAILING LIST

ELECTED OFFICIALS

The Honorable Robert Graham
United States Senator

101 E. Kennedy Boulevard
Suite 3270

Tampa, FL  33602

The Honorable Pat Mulieri
Pasco County Board of County Commissioners

West Pasco Government Center
7530 Little Road, Suite 340

New Port Richey, FL  34654

The Honorable Connie Mack
United States Senator

600 N. Westshore Boulevard
Tampa, FL  33609

The Honorable Ann Hildebrand
Pasco County Board of County Commissioners

West Pasco Government Center
7530 Little Road, Suite 340

New Port Richey, FL  34654

The Honorable Karen Thurman
U.S. Fifth Congressional District

5609 U.S. Highway 19 S.
Suite H

New Port Richey, FL  34652

The Honorable Steve Simon
Pasco County Board of County Commissioners

West Pasco Government Center
7530 Little Road, Suite 340

New Port Richey, FL  34654

The Honorable Virginia Brown-Waite
State Senator, District 10

County Government Complex, Room 200
20 N. Main Street

Brooksville, FL  34601

The Honorable David Clark
Pasco County Board of County Commissioners

West Pasco Government Center
7530 Little Road, Suite 340

New Port Richey, FL  34654

The Honorable David Russell
State Representative, District 44

5331 Commercial Way, Suite 204
Spring Hill, FL  34606

The Honorable Sylvia M. Young
Pasco County Board of County Commissioners

West Pasco Government Center
7530 Little Road, Suite 340

New Port Richey, FL  34654

The Honorable Mike Fasano
State Representative, District 45

8217 Massachusetts Avenue
New Port Richey, FL  34653

Mr. John Long
Pasco County Superintendent of Schools

7227 Land O’ Lakes Boulevard
Land O’ Lakes, FL 34639
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APPENDIX B

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM
ELECTED OFFICIALS MAILING LIST

ELECTED OFFICIALS

The Honorable Hannah Robinson
Hernando County Board of County Commissioners

Hernando County Government Center
20 North Main Street, Room 460

Brooksville, Florida 34601

The Honorable Bobbi Mills
Hernando County Board of County Commissioners

Hernando County Government Center
20 North Main Street, Room 460

Brooksville, Florida 34601

The Honorable Christopher Kingsley
Hernando County Board of County Commissioners

Hernando County Government Center
20 North Main Street, Room 460

Brooksville, Florida 34601

The Honorable Paul Sullivan
Hernando County Board of County Commissioners

Hernando County Government Center
20 North Main Street, Room 460

Brooksville, Florida 34601

Dr. John Sanders
Hernando County Superintendent of Schools

919 North Broad Street
Brooksville, Florida 34601

The Honorable Patricia Novy
Hernando County Board of County Commissioners

Hernando County Government Center
20 North Main Street, Room 460

Brooksville, Florida 34601

The Honorable Alan Brenia, Chairman
Pasco County Metropolitan Planning Organization

West Pasco Government Center
7530 Little Road, Suite 340

New Port Richey, FL 34654
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APPENDIX C

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM
1999 MEETING SCHEDULE

PASCO COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

MONTHS
MPO

(10:00 A.M.)
TAC

(1:00 P.M.)
CAC

(10:00 A.M.)

January - - -

February 11 8 9

March 11 8 9

April 8 5 6

May 13 10 11

June 10 7 8

July 8 6 6

August 12 9 10

September 9 7 7

October 14 11 12

November 4 1 2

December 9 6 7

MEETING LOCATIONS:

MPO: West Pasco Government Center TAC/CAC: West Pasco Government Center
Board Room Room 320
7530 Little Road 7530 Little Road
New Port Richey, FL New Port Richey, FL

MPO - Metropolitan Planning Organization
TAC - Metropolitan Planning Organization Technical Advisory Committee
CAC - Metropolitan Planning Organization Citizen’s Advisory Committee
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APPENDIX C

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM
1999 MEETING SCHEDULE

HERNANDO COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

MONTHS
MPO

(9:00 A.M.)
TAC

(2:00 P.M.)
CAC

(1:00 P.M)

January - - -

February 4 22 -

March 4 - 17

April - 26 -

May 6 24 -

June 3 28 16

July 8 - -

August - 23 -

September 2 - 15

October - 25 -

November 4 22 -

December 2 - -

MEETING LOCATIONS:

MPO: Hernando County Government Center TAC/CAC: Hernando County Government Center
Board Room Room 262
20 N. Main Street 20 N. Main Street
Brooksville, FL 34601 Brooksville, FL 34601

MPO - Metropolitan Planning Organization
TAC - Metropolitan Planning Organization Technical Advisory Committee
CAC - Metropolitan Planning Organization Citizen’s Advisory Committee
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APPENDIX E 
Public Workshop Comments Summary 



C.R. 578 (County Line Road) PD&E Study 
Summary of Alternatives Public Workshop 
 
An Alternatives Public Workshop was held on December 14, 2000 at Springstead High School.  
Of the over 200 persons attending the workshop, 48 returned comment forms.  Responses were 
generally positive regarding the need to make CR 578 a four- lane highway especially with the 
additional traffic anticipated with the upcoming opening of the Suncoast Parkway. However, 
many of the comments on the Ayres Road Extension were negative.  Five persons requested to 
be added to the mailing list for future meetings and hearings. 
 
Those persons having property adjoining the right-of-way favored alignments that minimized the 
affect on their property.  Three persons living along the right-of-way preferred the purchase of 
their entire property and relocation by the state.  They were concerned with the closeness of the 
new alignment to their homes and the increased level of noise.  There was also a fear of loss in 
property value due to a loss of property and the nearness of a four- lane highway. 
 
Eight (8) comments were received favoring the C.R. 578 project without specifying a particular 
alternative.  Specific comments include: 
 

• This is a much needed highway improvement.  The sooner we begin the lower the cost. 
• County Line Road must be widened soon.  It is dangerous and will get worse when the 

Suncoast Parkway opens. 
• This project is a must!  
• There is no choice but to get this done. 
• Widening of County Line Road definitely needs to be done ASAP.  There needs to be a 

traffic light at County Line Road/U.S. 41 and Ayres Road/U.S. 41 when the project is 
completed. 

• To minimize the cost of the total project, why not combine the alignments? 
• As long as the taking of a portion of our property does not affect the construction of 

approved uses under C-1 zoning, we have no objections.  The westbound turning lane 
must be aligned with the existing entrance so that the parcel to the west is not cut-off 
from east-west traffic. 

 
Eight (8) comments expressed support for the Southern alignment (S1).  Of these, five (5) 
pertained to Segment A, one (1) to Segment B, and two (2) to Segment C. 
 

• From U.S. 19 to Mariner it should be widened on the Pasco side due to the number of 
homes that would have to be disrupted on the Hernando side. 

• The road definitely needs widening.  Segment A, S1 is the most inexpensive way for the 
state to proceed. 

• The build alternative is imperative.  The southern or middle route would be best.  The 
segment from U.S. 19 to Mariner needs to be expedited. 

• Segment A, S1 would be the least expensive to the state. 
• S1 is more economical because Heritage Pines has built 4- lanes to line up with the S1 

plan.  
 



Three (3) comments expressed a preference for the Northern Alignment. Of these, two (2) 
pertained to Segment B and they preferred the northern alignment (S3) or the center alignment 
(S2).  The primary reason was that S1 would bring the roadway right next to their homes thus 
reducing the value and enjoyment of their property. 
 
Twenty-three comments were received regarding the Ayres Road Extension.  Eight (8) opposed 
the extension portion of the project in its entirety.  Two(2) preferred Alignment S5 and one 
preferred Alignment S4.  Twelve comments opposed Alignment S4.  Some of the comments 
included: 
 

• S5 is better.  There would be less highway noise and crossing a busy highway would be 
very unpleasant. 

• S5 makes the most sense.  It would have the least impact on residences and the 
environment and would make a great connector to I-75. 

• S4 would not require our relocation. 
• Segment D alternatives are too costly.  Instead, continue along County Line Rd to U.S. 

41. 
• The bulk of traffic that reaches the last mile is southbound traffic that will be diverted 

north at great expense. 
• The western route is extremely damaging to a planned development, “The Meadows,” 

making this project impossible. 
• The by-pass of Masryktown is a complete waste of money. 
• Expand U.S. 41 and County Line Road instead. 
• We don’t need this by-pass. 
• We are totally against Alternative S-4, which would affect the traffic to Masaryktown.  

Alternative S-5 would not affect the traffic into Masaryktown.  Some families have small 
children and we are concerned with their safety. 

 
Other Comments 
 
Additionally, ten persons provided general comments on the current conditions of CR 578 
without commenting specifically on any of the proposed alignments.  Their primary concern was 
safety at several of the intersections along the route. Specific comments extracted from the 
returned comment sheets follow.  
 

• Three (3) were concerned with aligning Cobblestone Drive with East Road and installing 
a traffic signal at this intersection. 

• Three (3) comments stated that a traffic signal is needed at the intersection of U.S. 41 and 
County Line Road, even if this segment is not widened. 

• We need a traffic light on East Road as soon as possible.  The hill that is there makes it 
dangerous to exit onto County Line Road.   

• County Line Road should be a 4- lane road all the way to U.S. 41 with a traffic light at the 
intersection.   

• The speed limit in Segment A is currently 40 MPH as it passes Heritage Pines.  I’m afraid 
that increasing the speed limit to 50 MPH will cause the traffic to travel at 60+ MPH. 



• We need a turn lane from U.S. 41 west to prevent traffic from backing up.   
• There should be a traffic light at Waterfall and C.R. 578 or at least a flashing yellow 

caution light. 
• When will a decision be made on the purchase of right-of-way?  Due to the lack of a 

decision on the final alignment it will be impossible to sell our property.  
• We live on Galen Road and it is nearly impossible to get out of our street with all of the 

traffic. 
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Public Hearing Correspondence and Comments Summary 























 
 

APPENDIX G 
Public Hearing Transcript 
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