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ABSTRACT:

The Florida Department of Transportation intends to use federal aid funds authorized by the Federal
Highway Administration in the development of four laning of SR 44 from SR 45 (US 41) in Citrus
County to 1-75 in Sumter County. The purpose of this project is to enhance the state arterial
system, accommeodate projected future traffic and provide a safer facility.



INTRODUCTION:

The proposed project is located in east central Citrus County and northwest Sumter County. The
proposed upgrading of SR 44 begins just east of the SR 44/SR 45 (US 41) intersection and will tie
into the proposed SR 44/1-75 interchange. The SR 44/1-75 interchange plans indicate that SR 44
will be a five lane urban section. (See location map Figure 1).

SR 44 has experienced high accident rates within the project limits. The Florida Department of
Transportation’s 1988 Strategic Transportation Plan indicates the multilaning of SR 44 from coast
to coast to enhance the state arterial system. SR 44 is included in the "Florida Intrastate Highway
System". Both the Citrus and Sumter County Comprehensive Plans indicate the need to multitane
SR 44, !

The objective of this report is to ensure that the final design concept will reflect and be consistent
with federal, state, and local goals and objectives.

To meet the state objective, this report will document the following:

A, Research and analysis of the various factors used in the formulation of a design concept
for the proposed roadway.

B, Analysis of alternate alignments, corridors, and design concepts.
C. The public involvement program.
D. The recommendation of a design concept.

EXISTING FACILITY:

1. Functional Classification:
SR 44 (from SR 45 (US 41) to 1-75) is functionally classified as a “minor arterial.
2. Typical Section:

SR 44 is a two lane bituminous concrete undivided highway. The roadway width in Citrus
County is primarily 24'. The roadway width in Sumter County is primarily 20'. The majority
of the project is in unincorporated Citrus and Sumter Counties. A portion of the project is
within the City of Inverness. See “Existing Typical Section” sketch, Figures 2A and 2B.

3 Horizontal Alignment;

The existing SR 44 horizontal alignment generally consists of a series of curves and tangent
sections as it meanders in a east-west direction through portions of Citrus and Sumter
Counties, For detailed information of the existing alignment see Tables 1A and 1B.

4, Vertical Alignment;

The centerline elevations of the existing roadway vary from a low of 45: feet above Mean
Sea Level (MSL) at approximately 1.0 mile east of SR 45 {US 41) in Citrus County to a high
of 70+ feet above MSL at approximately 1.0 mile west of CR 475 in Sumter County. The
elevations were obtained from the United States Depantment of the Interior Geological
Survey Maps. For general centerline elevations, see Appendix A-1.
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TABLE 1A

EXISTING CITRUS COUNTY HORIZONTAL ALIGNMENT DATA

Proceeding from SR 45 (US 41)
to Sumter County Line

Curve Number Existing Degree Superelevation Rate
of Curvature
1 1°45’ unknown
2 2:00° 0.035
3 6°00' 0.082
4 6°00° 0.082
5 500° 0.073
6 6-30' 0.085
7 2:00' 0.050
8 2:00° 0.050
9 2:00° 0.050
10 2:00° 0.050
11 1-00' 0.027
12 1-00’ unknown
13 1200' 0.032
NOTE: Above imormation obtained from Florida Department of Transportation Job No. 02050-3514,

revised 4-8-76, Job Nos.: 18070-3508 and 02050-3528, dated 9-18-86 and Right of Way Map
Project No. 5018, dated 5-8-41.



TABLE 1B

EXISTING SUMTER COUNTY HORIZONTAL ALIGNMENT DATA
Proceeding from Citrus County Line
to West of I-75 ’

Curve Number Existing Degree Superelevation Rate
of Curvature
1 100 unknown
2 1-00’ unknown
3 3-00° unknown
4 300 unknown
5 3°00° unknown
6 4-00' unknown
7 100 unknown

NOTE! Above information obtained from Florida Department of Transportation Right of Way Maps Frojec
No.: 1807-(104)203, revised 6-2-54,

t



5. Utilities:
The following is a list of known companies and agencies and their contact personnel:

Florida Power Corporation

Mr. Richard Noble

Manager of Acquisition

P.Q. Box 14041 Mail Code D2D
St. Petersburg, Fiorida 33733
904 /732-7521

United Telephone System - Florida
Mr. James D. Williams

Division Manager

P.O. Box 48

Leesburg, Florida 32749-0048
1-800/542-0088

.

Centel Cable

Mr. Tom Autry

Chief Technician

P.0O. Box 766

Brooksville, Florida 34605
904 /245-2408

City of Inverness

Mr. Bruce Banning

City Manager

212 West Main Street
Inverness, Florida 32650
904 /726-2331

City of Wildwood

Mr. Gene Kornegay
Public Works Director
P.O. Box 267

Wildwood, Florida 32785
904/748-4239

Sumter Electric

Mr. John Sisler

General Manager

P.O. Box 301

Sumterville, Florida 33585
904 /793-3801



Traffic:

SR 44 from SR 45 (US 41) 1o I-75 is an east/west route through a sparsely popuiated area
between the City of Inverness and the City of Wildwood. This rural minor arterial roadway
is a general purpose noncontrolied access facility which serves all types of traffic. Current
traffic volumes, average daily traffic (ADT) counts and Levels of Service {L.OS) are presented
in Figure 3. the LOS ranges from "A" to "E" where the LOS "A" represents the most efficient
movement of traffic that provides a condition of free flow, with low volumes and high
speeds. The LOS "E" represents operations with volumes at or near capacity of the
roadway, with extremely low operating speeds at times bordering forced flow conditions.
The present ADT counts on SR 44 range from approximately 4,600 to 8,700 vehicles per
day. The existing average LOS in Citrus and Sumter Counties is “C" and "B, respectively.

There are no traffic signals within the project limits.

Existing posted speed limits range from 45 mph to 55 mph.

Soils:

From the Florida General Solis Atlas provided by the Division of state Planning it can be
noted from the Citrus County map that there are three major soil associations that SR 44
traverses on its easterly course beginning at SR 45 and ending at the Sumter County line.

The following chart depicts the appropriate mileposts and lengths for the traversed
associations.

Assoc. No. Soil Association Beg.{M.P.) End (M.P.) Length
(Miles)
Arrendondo-Kendrick 17.7 i8.2 0.5
Candler-Adamsville-
Pompano 18.2 23.8 5.6
Basinger-Myakka 23.8 244 0.6

NOTE: Al mile posts and lengths are approximate.

Areas dominated by well drained solls not subject to flooding: Arrendondo-Kendrick
association: Nearly level to sloping well drained soils with very thick sandy layers over
loamy subsoil.

Areas dominated by sandy drought soils not subject to flooding: Candler-Adamsville-
Pompano association: Nearly level to sloping excessively drained soils with very thick
sandy layers over thin loamy or sandy loam lamella and somewhat poorly and poorly
drained soils sandy throughout.

Areas dominated by poorly and very poorly drained soils subject to flooding: Basinger-
Nyakka association: Nearly level poorty drained soils sandy throughout and poorty drained
sandy soils with weakly cemented sandy subsoil.

From the Sumter County map, it can be noted that there are six major soil associations that
SR 44 traverses on its easterly course from the Citrus County Line to Interstate 75. The
following chart depicts the appropriate mile posts and lengths for the traversed
associations.
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ASSOC. NO. SOIL ASSOCIATION BEG.(M.P.) | END (M.P.) LENGTH
(MILES)

1 Pompano-Myakka 0.0 05 0.5

10 Faisley-Bushnell 0.5 2.0 1.5

14 Terra Cela-Placid 20 25 0.5

10 Paistey Bushnell 25 ' 4.7 2.2

2 Candler-Apopka 4.7 6.3 1.6

g Myakka-Wabasso 6.3 7.4 1.1

4 Tavares-Mayakka 7.4 7.8 0.4

g Myakka-Wabasso 7.8 8.3 0.5

: All mile posts and Tengths are approximate.

Areas dominated by poorly and very poorly drained soils subject to flooding: Pompano-Myakka
association: Nearly level poorly drained solls sandy throughout and poorly drained sandy soils with
weakly cemented sandy subsoil.

Areas dominated by moderately well to poorly drained soils not subject to flooding: Paisley-
Bushnell association: Nearly level poorly and somewhat poorly drained soils with thin sandy layers
over clay type subsoil.

Areas dominated by poorly and very poorly drained soils subject to flooding: Terra Cela-Placid
association: Nearly level very poorly drained well decomposed organic soils 50 to 80" or more thick
and very poorly drained soils sandy throughout.

Areas dominated by sandy droughty soils not subject to floeding: Candler-Apopka association:
Nearly level to undulating excessively drained soils with very thick sandy layers over thin loamy or
sandy loam lamella and well drained soils with very thick sandy layers over loamy subsoil.

Areas dominated by moderately well to poorly drained soils not subject to flooding: Myakka-
Wabasso association: Nearly level poorly drained sandy soils with weakly cemented sandy subsoil
and poorly drained solls with a weakly cemented sandy subsoit layer underiain by foamy subsoil.

Areas dominated by moderately well to poorly drained soils not subject to fiooding: Tavares-
Myakka association: Nearly level to sloping moderately well drained soils sandy throughout and
poorly drained sandy soils with weakly cemented sandy subsoil.

During the design stage, a detailed soils investigation along the proposed alignment and in any

proposed water retention areas will need to be conducted by a firm prequalified by FDOT and
reviewed by FDOT.

11



10.

Accident Data:

A review of the accident data indicates that 70% of the accidents along SR 44 from SR 45
to |-75 in the five year period from January, 1984 to december, 1988 are rear end, fixed
object off road, water/ditch/culvert and left turn, and side swipe in descending order of
significance. During the five year report period, the records indicate 138 personal injuries,
7 fatalities and an economic loss of $8,235,954.

All sections of this project do not exceed a safety ratio of 1.0: The section of SR 44 from
SR 45 to CR 470 in Citrus County generally has the highest safety ratio of the sections. A
summary of the accident types, roadway conditions, number of injuries, number of fatalities,
economic loss and accident rates are shown in Tables 2A through 2E.

Drainage:

The existing drainage system along SR 44 from SR 45 (US 41) to just west of I-75 is the
open ditch type with numerous cross drains. This project is under the jurisdiction of the
Southwest Florida Water Management District.

The following is a general description of the existing drainage areas:
Citrus County: SR 45 {US 41} to Sumter County Line

There are a total of 5 cross drains, a 36" bridge at Lake Henderson and a double 9'x9’
concrete box culvert along SR 44 connecting Moccasin and Bryant Sloughs. These
crossing mainly convey roadway runoff and are equalizers. The double 9x9" concrete box
culvert has 2-9' steel plate weirs each containing one 48" diameter hydraflo gate which
regulates flow through Bryant Siough and maintains a desirable level in the Inverness Pool
of Tsala Apopka. A major portion of SR 44 traverses the 100 year fiood plain which is a
part of the Tsala Apopka chain of lakes. These lakes are connected to the Withlacoochee
River to the east through a series of contro! structures. All crossings are in good hydraulic
and physical condition.

Sumter County: Citrus County Line to Just west of I.75

There are a total of 10 cross drains, the 540’ Withlacoochee River Bridge and a double
10'x6' box culvert at Rutiand Creek. Portions of SR 44 traverses areas of 100 year flood.
The remaining portions of SR 44 are in areas of minimal flooding. There is a ridge located
approximately one mile west of CR 475. East of this ridge the drainage is to the south to
the Little Jones Creek. West of the ridge the drainage is to the south to the Big Jones
Creek. The Jones Creeks flow into Lake Panasoffkee which outlets into the Withlacoochee
River. The drainage of the western portion of SR 44 is westerly to the Withlacoochee River.
See Appendix "B", "Location Hydraulic Repont.”

Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities:

There are no existing bicycle paths or sidewalks on this project. There are no marked
school zones or crosswalks.

12



TABLE 2A

ACCIDENT SUMMARY
SR 44, SR 45 (US 41) TO CR 470 (CITRUS COUNTY)

Length 3.5 Miles

ACCIDENT TYPE 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 TOTAL AVRG/YR
Water/Ditch/Culvert 2 2 1 0 0 5 1.0
Fixed obj.Off Road 1 1 1 2 2 7 1.4
Overturn/Jackknife 1 1 0 1 0 3 0.6
Animal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Head Cn 0 ¢] 1 0 0 1 0.2
Angle 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.4
Left Turn 2 0 1 3 4 10 20
Right Turn 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.4
Rear End 2 1 5 0 2 10 20
Side Swipe 0 2 2 1 1 6 1.2
Pedestrian 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.2
Cther 1 0 1 0 0 2 0.4
TOTALS: 12 7 12 9 9 49 9.8
Dry Road 11 7 8 7 7 40 8.0
Wet Road 1 0 4 2 2 9 1.8
Slippery Road 0 0 0 0 4] V] 0
Number/injuries ] 5 15 10 17 56 11.2
Number/Fatalities 0 2 0 1 1 4 0.8
Economic Loss

% $1,000.00 783.24 456.89 783.24 587.43 587.43 3,198.23 639.64
ACCIDENT RATE
Actual 1.149 0.712 1.123 0.789 0.730
Critical 1.800 1.857 1.508 1.514 1.516
Ratio 0.883 0.383 0.744 0.521 0.481

Information compiled from Florida Traffic Accident Report

13




TABLE 2B
ACCIDENT SUMMARY
SR 44, CR 470 (CITRUS COUNTY) TO SUMTER COUNTY LINE
Length 3.2 Miles

ACCIDENT 1984 1885 1986 1987 1988 TOTAL AVRG/YR
Water/Ditch/Culvert 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.4
Fixed Obj.Of Road 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.2
Overturn/Jackknife 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.2

Animal 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.2
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Angle 1 0 0 0 1 2 0.4
Left Turn 1 0 0 0 1 2 0.4
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rear End 2 3 3 0 3 11 22
Side Swipe 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.4
Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.2
Other 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.4
TOTALS: 6 5 5 2 7 25 5.0
Dry Road 5 2 5 1 7 20 4.0
Wet Road 1 3 0 1 0 5 1.0
Slippery Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Number/injuries 12 10 6 1 9 38 7.6
Number/Fatalities 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.2
Economic Loss 391.62 326.35 326.35 130.54 456.89 1,631.75 326.35
x $1,000.00
ACCIDENT RATE
Actual 0.856 0.689 0.757 0.257 0.859
Critical 1.903 1.938 1.619 1.600 1.607
Ratio 0.449 0.355 0.467 0.160 0.534

Information Compiled From Florida Traffic Accident Report
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TABLE 2C

ACCIDENT SUMMARY
SR 44, CITRUS COUNTY LINE TO CR 470 (SUMTER COUNTY)
length 2.975 Miles

ACCIDENT TYPE 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 TOTAL AVRG/YR
Water/Ditch/Culvent 0 0 2 0 1 3 0.6
Fixed Obj. Off Road 0 0 2 3 0 5 1.0
Overturn/Jackknife 0 0 0 1 ] 1 0.2
Animal 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.4
Head On 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.2
Angle D 0 0 0 0 0 0
Left Turn 0 0 1 0 1 2 04
Right Turn 0 0 Y 0 0 0 0
Rear End 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.4
Side Swipe 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.2
Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.2
TOTALS: 2 ] 8 5 3 18 3.6
Pry Read 2 0 7 5 2 14 28
Wet Road 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.4
Slippery Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Number/Injuries 1 0 5 3 3 12 2.4
Number /Fatalities 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.2
Economic Loss
x $1,000.00 130.54 0 52216 326.35 195.81 1,174.86 234,97
ACCIDENT RATE
Actual 0.342 0 1.406 0.697 0.411
Critical 1.855 0 1.657 1.619 1.634
Ratio 0.174 0 0.848 0.431 0.251
Information Compiled From Fiorida Traffic Accident Report
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TABLE 2D

ACCIDENT SUMMARY
SR 44, CR 470 TO CR 475

Length 3.7 Miles

ACCIDENT TYPE 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 TOTAL | AVRG/YR
Water/Ditch/Culvert 0 0 0 1 3 4 0.8
Fixed Obj. Off Road 0 c 1 4 0 5 1.0
Overturn,/Jackknife 1 1 1 0 "4 4 0.8
Animal 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.2
Head On 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.2
Angle 0 o 0 1 1 2 0.4
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rear End 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Side Swipe 0 2 1 1 2 6 1.2
Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cther 0 0 0 2 0 2 0.4
TOTALS: 1 3 4 9 8 25 5.0
Dry Road 3 3 3 8 6 21 4.2
Wet Road 0 0 1 1 2 4 0.8
Slippery Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Number/Injuries 2 3 7 3 2 17 3.4
Number/Fatalities 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.2
Economic Loss
x $1,000.00 65.27 195.81 261.08 587.43 522.16 1,631.75 326.35
ACCIDENT RATE
Actual 0.138 0.382 0.569 1.015 0.888
Critical 1.885 1.916 1.603 1.569 1.584
Ratio 0.072 0.199 0.354 0.646 0.560

~Information Compiled From Florida Accident Report
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TABLE 2E

ACCIDENT SUMMARY
SR44, CR 475 TO 500 FEET WEST OF I-75
Length 1.6 Miles

ACCIDENT TYPE 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 TOTAL | AVRG/YR
Water /Ditch/Cuivert 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.4
Fixed Obj. Off Road 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.4
Qverturn/Jackknife 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Anirnal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Angle 1 0 0 0 1 2 0.4
Left Turn c 1 0 1 0 2 0.4
Right Turn 0 o 0 0 1 1 0.2
Rear End 0 0 0 o 0 0 0
Side Swipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pedestrian 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.4
Other 0 1 0 D 0 1 0.2
TOTALS 2 4 1 2 3 12 2.4
Dry Road 2 4 1 2 2 11 2.2
Wet Road 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.2
Slippery Road ) 0 0 0 0 0 0
Number/injuries 1 3 3 4 4 15 3.0
Number /Fatalities 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Economic Loss
x $1,000.00 69.248 189.788 65.27 99.894 | 165.164 | 599.364 118.873
ACCIDENT RATE
Actual 0.627 1.154 0.322 0.510 0.754
Critical 2.156 2.174 1.833 1.989 2.011
Ratio 0.290 0.530 0.175 0.256 0.374

“Tnformation Compiled From Florida Traftic Accident ﬁeport
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1. Muiti-Modal Transportation Systems:

A

There are 2 county school bus systems utilizing this section of SR 44.
Citrus County

The Citrus County Schoo! Bus System has 8 buses per day utilizing SR 44 from SR 45 (US
41) to the Sumter County line. The 8 buses make 22 trips per day and 42 stops each day.
There are approximately 362 students utilizing the Citrus County school bus system on this
section of SR 44 each day. The Citrus County School Board plans to add at least 1 school
bus route to serve this area.

Sumter County

The Sumter County school bus system has 2 buses per day utilizing SR 44 from the Citrus
County line to just west of I-75. The 2 buses make 4 trips per day and 7 bust stops per
day. There are approximately 36 students utilizing the Sumter County school bus system
on this section of SR 44 each day. There are no plans to change the existing bus service
on this section of SR 44,

Public Transit

Citrus County Public Transit System (CCPTS) operates a door to door transportation service
consisting of vans and mini buses. The CCPTS utilizes SR 44 just east of Inverness twice
a week.

Citrus County Human Services provides "Homemaker" services which utilize SR 44 east of
inverness.

Sumter County does not provide transportation services which utilize this portion of SR 44.

12 Right of Way:

A Citrus County
SR 44 existing right of way from the east right of way line of SR 45 (US 41} to
approximately 1500 feet east is 200’ except for the corner clip in the S.E. quadrant of the
intersection of SR 45 (US 41) and SR 44. Within approximately the next 470 ' the right of
way tapers down to 100 feet. At approximately 2/3 of a mile east of SR 45 (US 41) and
continuing for approximately 1,675’ the right of way width varies from 110’ to a maximum
of approximately 445'. The right of way width then becomes 100" and all the way to the
Citrus/Sumter County line.
Location Project Number Date Sheet Numbers
SR 45 at SR 44 02010-2516 12-22-88 7 of 13
SR 45 to Citrus/Sumter County Line 5018 4-8-41 1 and 3
0.8 mile east of SR 45 5018 4-12-66 1,2,and 3 of 3
Withiacoochee Bridge Bridge #1800186 1-21-87 & 4-29-88 1and 2 of 2

18




B.

Sumter County

SR 44 existing right of way from the Citrus/Sumter County line to 800’ west of the centerline
of I-75 is 100", See the following maps:

Location Project Number Date Sheet Numbers
Withlacoochee Bridge Bridge #180016 1-21-87 and 4-29-B8 1and 2 of 2
Citrus/Sumter County line to |-75 1807-(104)203 6-2-54, 7-26-54
and 8-2-54 1,23 and 4 of 4

.

;

EXISTING ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION

1.

Land Use Data (Existing and Future)
A Citrus County

The western segment of the Citrus County portion of the project is within the City
of Inverness, The existing and future lane use in inverness along SR 44 is
commercial, low density residential, public/semi-public and open
space/recreational.

From the City of Inverness east to the Citrus/Sumter County line the existing land
use is single family residential (conventional), rural residential (conventional), mixed
residential, single famity (manufactured), vacant committed, vacant undeveloped,
agricultural and conservation. The future fand use is low intensity coastal and
lakes, coastal and lakes residential, general commercial, public-semi-public-
institutional and conservation.

B. Sumter County

The existing land use along SR 44 is primarily agricultural with low density
residential, commercial, vacant/undeveloped and conservation. The majority of the
growth is anticipated at the east and west ends of this project. The future land use
will remain agricuitural with low density residential, commercial, industrial and
mining, and conhsarvation.

Cultural Features and Community Services:

Located along SR 44 are 2 churches. The First Baptist Church of Rutland in Sumter County
and the Highway 44 Church of God in Citrus County., A seventh Day Adventist Church is
located near SR 44 in Citrus County.

Located along SR 44 are various recreational facilities. In Sumter County, there is a trailer
camp. The Sumter County "Rutland Park® which includes a boat ramp with parking,
provides access to the Withlacoochee River. in Citrus County, there is a City of inverness
Park and boat ramp which provides access to Tsala Apopka Lakes, The abandoned CSXT
railrcad has been purchased by the Florida Department of Natural Resources to be
incorporated into the “"Rails to Trails" Program. it Is anticipated that the trail will
accommodate hiking, bicycling, and equestrian activities.
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The Gospel Island Volunteer Fire Department is located along SR 44 in Citrus County.

Located along SR 44 in Citrus County is East Citrus Community Center and veteran of
Foreign Wars Post Number 4337,

Citrus County Schools and Sumter County Schools bus systems utilize SR 44.

Citrus County Human Services uses this facility for the "Homemakers” service. Citrus
County Transportation System operates a door to door transit service which utilizes SR 44
twice a week.

Natural and Biological Features: _

The environmental assessment for SR 44 addresses information pertaining to wetlands,
fioodways and floodplains, water quality, prime and unigue agricultural lands, and
threatened and endangered species.

V. NEED FOR IMPROVEMENT

SR 44 is a two lane "Minor Arterial" from SR 45 (US 41) to 1-75, a distance of approximately 15.1 miles in
Citrus and Sumter Counties. The main factors that constitute the need to improve SR 44 are:

Projected traffic demands, safety and upgrading the east/west transportation from coast to coast.

1.

-Capacity;

The proposed action addresses the anticipated traffic pressures along the existing two lane
SR 44. SR 44 is presently operating at a level of service ranging from "D" to "B". With the
no Project concept SR 44 will be operating at levels of service ranging from "D" to "E" by
the year 2000. The Build Project concept will provide a more desirable 1.OS "A” in the year
2000 and LOS "C" or better in the year 2015.

Figure 4A through 4D indicate projected traffic volumes and projected LOS for the No
Project and Build concept. The projected LOS was determined from the State of Florida
LOS Manual Computer Program, see Appendix "A-3" for printouts.

Safety:

A summary of the types of accidents occurring throughout this study of SR 44 is indicated
in the accident data subsection of the existing facility section of this report and in tables 2A
through 2E. Rear end, fixed object off road, water/ditch/culvert, left turn and side swipe
accounted for 70% of the accidents.

The existing facility lane width varies from 10 to 12'. The shoulder treatment is unpaved and
paved. The paved shoulder width varies from 2 to 4. The lane width and unpaved
shoulders contribute adversely to the safety of SR 44.

Compatibility With Long Range Transportation Plans:

The Florida Department of Transportation’s 1988 Strategic Transportation Plan indicates the
multifaning of SR 44 from coast to coast to enhance the state arterial system. SR 44 is in
the State of Florida Intrastate System. The City of inverness’ 1983 Comprehensive Plan
endorses the multilaning of SR 44. Citrus and Sumter Counties Comprehensive Plans
indicate the need to multiane SR 44.
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It is the intent of this engineering report to integrate the state, county, and city
transportation needs in an effective, responsible, and economically feasible manner to
enhance transportation in the area.

CORRIDOR ANALYSIS (Figure 5)
SR 44 links SR 45 (US 41) with |I-75. The only viable corridor to study between SR 45 (US 41) to
I-75 is the existing SR 44 corridor. Primarily due to development, environmental impacts and

crossing of the Withlacoochee River, alternative corridors were not feasible.

ALIGNMENT(s) ANALYSIS

Within the SR 44 corridor, the No Project and eight alignment alternatives were considered. The
results of this analysis were compared in an effort to choose the most viable alignment in terms of
social economic, environmental, and engineering impacts. Some of the major concerns of the
project were environmental impacts, disruption to the community, relocation of people, improvement
of transportation,encroachment on recreational land, cooperation with local government agencies,
cost,utility relocation, and engineering requirements.

All of the alignment alternatives considered have the same logical termini. The east end termini is
the 1-75 interchange. The I-75 interchange Is currently being designed. All alignment alternatives wil
utilize the proposed interchange. All of the alignment alternatives are the same for Citrus County.

1. The “No Project” Alternative:

The No Project alternative would result in worsening adverse impacts on the road users.
SR 44 is a primary coast to coast east/west route. SR 44 links the City of Inverness to 1-75.
The future traffic volumes and LOS shown in Figure 4A would result in delays in travel time
with a resultant increase in operating expenses. The increased traffic will adversely effect
safety by accentuating existing roadway deficiencies. The No Project concept would not
meet the future transportation needs of SR 44 as described in the Florida Department of
Transportation 1988 Strategic Plan.

The No Project alternative would not involve right of way acquisition, relocation of people
(homes) and businesses, utility relocation, and design and construction costs.

2. Study Alternatives:

Each of the alignments analyzed included typical sections (Figures 6A and 6B) which
comply with design standards. The 3 typical sections are as follows:

Typical Section "A": A four lane urban roadway with a center 14 foot wide bidirectional turn
lane, 14 foot wide outside lanes, 12 foot wide inside lanes, curb and gutter, § foot wide
sidewalks and a 100 foot right of way. The design speed is 45 mph.

Typical Section "B": A four lane urban roadway with a 22 foot wide raised grassed median,
14 foot wide outside lanes, 12 foot wide inside lanes, curb and gutter, 5 foot wide sidewalks
and a 100 foot right of way. The design speed is 45 mph.

Typical Section *C". A four lane rural roadway with a 46 foot wide grassed median, 12 foot
wide travel lanes, 8 foot (2 foot paved) inside shouiders, 12 foot (4 foot paved) outside
shoulders, and drainage ditches in the median and on both sides of the roadway. The
design speed is 60 mph.
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Table 3 is an alignment evaluation chart with each alignment analyzed. The following is a
description of these alignments, proceeding from SR 45 (US 41) to I-75:

Alignment #1:
Consists of Segments A,B, F and |.

Segment "A", Typical Section "B"

Begins on the east side of SR 45 (US 41) and extends approximately 4.4 miles to the east,
centered within the existing right of way of SR 44. Segment "A" then transitions into
Segment “B". .

Segment "B", Typical Section "C":

is approximately 6.1 miles in length and requires 15 feet of right of way on the north side
and 85 feet on the south side of SR 44. At segment "B"s east terminus, Segment "B"
requires 15 feet of right of way on the south side and 85 feet on the north side of SR 44.

Segment "F", Typical Section *C":
Segment "F" is approximately 0.37 miles in length and transitions the roadway from the
north side to the south side of SR 44.

Segment 'I', Typical Sections "A" and "C":

Segment " is approximately 3.9 mi miles in length. Segment "I" consists of Section "C",
approximately 3.7 miles In length, and transitions into typical section "A", approximately 0.2
miles in length, just prior to the |-75 interchange project. Segment ™" requires 15’ of right
of way on the north side and 85’ of right of way on the south side of SR 44 except at the
east terminus where Segment "l" transitions 1o the existing right of way of SR 44.

Alignment #2.
Consists of Segments A,B (partial), C,D,DE,F and G.

Segment "A", Typical Section "B":

Begins on the east side of SR 45 (US 41) and extends approximately 4.4 miles to the east,
centered within the existing right of way of SR 44. Segment "A" then transitions into
Segment "B"(partial).

Segment "B", Typical Section *C":
Segment "B" is approximately 3.35 miles in length and requires 15’ of right of way on the
north side and 85 feet on the south side of SR 44.

Segment "C", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.91 miles in length. Segment "C" maintains the existing north right of way
line and would require 100" on the south side of SR 44.

Segment "D", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 1.58 miles in length. Segment "D" maintains the existing scuth right of way
line and requires 100" of right of way on the north side of SR 44.

Segment "DE", Typical Section "C":

Is approximately 0.27 miles in length. Segment "DE" maintains the existing south right of
way line and would require 100 feet of right of way on the north side of SR 44.

27



6¥¥ EE £21°SE 901" € £E1° L€ LE1°¥€ T 2KE9€ 29" PE 1502 TivdIA0
TE9°¥e 68962 VITRD vov ' 42 018762 02p° Lz aby L2 ee¥ ¥2 3S0) uDL1ONJISUO) (B30
6£2°2 v§E'2 veF 2 1672 5672 g6k 2 G6¥ 2 12272 (%01) "1I"3'D
26£72¢ GESEZ EV6 ve £96° 12 815 £ (26712 166 12 992" ¢¢ 7507 UO13ONI}SHO)
00L°2 00£°2 00:°2 00472 00£°2 00L°2 00472 00472 £2/0¢ "H'd - 34
211’9 vET L 696°9 696°9 £95°§ $29°S 9619 i29°4 1503 "M0°Y {e30]
01570 0160 16770 15770 06E°0 59%°0 16270 16770 TLEIN @ uoLiedoiay CAT0TY
¥52 1 9g2' 1 26t 25171 9171 oVt 260°1 99€°1 3400dnS MG Y
vSET Y 88E°G 99€°§ 99¢°§ 100 ¥ 610"y £l 89176 wegq/pue Mo Td
Jled pue|jny 3B pue(iny Jdeg pue|Inyg %akd PURLINY %ded pUeiIny Feg pue|Iny Hied pueginy Adeg pue|iny HuBwBA (oAU (4)F
¥ g § g v v b g paoe|dsi( saijtued
5 62 62 g2 62 62 82 v pajoedu] SaduapisaY
0 F 2 2 0 0 0 F padse|dsi( sassauisng
Z1 01 o1 o1 01 01 ol 01 pajoedu] sassauisng
¥ 081 80°0S1 60151 147051 £1°051 P1ISY L1051 27061 {saioy) "M0°Y MaN
00Z 7 001 00Z B 001 002 % 001 002 % 001 002 % 001 00Z 3 001 00z ® 00T 002 % 001 M0 ¥ pasodaly
SIIBE SalJABA SALLep S3Ldep saLdepn Soidep SILJABA Saldep MOTH m_.__pmwxu
IRAY K 188V 2738V KK KKKl 188V IR 8Y uor3oag {ed1dAg
SL°%1 Syl YRS YRS SL°¥1 SL¥T SLUpl GL bl (s3] 1) y1bual
oF ¥ 9 G 7] [ Z¥ i# JuswubL Y

28

{sde([og uol|{|1d Ul 3503)

1HVHI NOILVAIVAI LINFWNDIY ANVNIKI13dd

£ 39Vl



Segment "F*, Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.37 miles in length. Segment "F* transitions the roadway from the north
side to south side of SR 44.

Segment "G", Typical Sections "A" and "C";

is approximately 3.9 miles in length, Segment "G" consists of typical section "C',
approximately 3.7 miles in length and transitions into typical section "A", approximately 0.2
miles in length,just prior to the 1-75 interchange project. Segment *G” maintains the north
right of way and would require 100" on the south side of SR 44 except at the east terminus
where segment *G" transitions to the existing right of way of SR 44.

Alighment #3: ;
Consists of Segments A,B (partial}, C, D, DE, F, G (partial) and H.

Segment "A", Typical Section "B":

Begins on the east side of SR 45 (US 41) and extends approximately 4.4 miles to the east,
centered within the existing right of way of SR 44, Segment "A" then transitions into
Segment "B".

Segment "B" (partial), Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 3.35 miies in length and requires 15 feet of right of way on the north side
and B5 feet on the south side of SR 44.

Segment "C", Typica! Section "C":
Is approximately 0.91 miles in length. Segment "C" maintains the existing north right of way
line and requires 100 feet on the south side of SR 44.

Segment "D", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 1.58 miles in length. Segment "D" maintains the existing south right of way
line and requires 100 feet of right of way on the north side of SR 44.

Segment "DE", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.27 miles in length. Segment "DE" maintains the existing south right of
way line and requires 100 feet of right of way on the north side of SR 44.

Segment "F", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.37 miles in length. Segment "F" transitions the roadway from the north
side to the south side of SR 44.

Segment *G" (Partial), Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 2,08 miles in length. Segment "G" maintains the north right of way line and
requires 100 feet on the south side of SR 44.

Segment "H", Typical Sections "A" and "C":

Is approximately 1.81 miles in length. Segment "H” consists of typical section "C",
approximately 1.62 miles in length, and transitions into typical section *A", approximately
0.2 miles in length, just prior to the I-75 Interchange project. Segment "H" would require
50 feet on both the north and south sides of the existing SR 44 right of way, except at the
gast terminus where Segment "H" transitions to the existing right of way of SR 44.
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Alignment #4:
Consists of Segments A, B (partial), C, D, DE, F and 1.

Segment "A", Typical Section "B":

Begins on the east side of SR 45 (US 41) and extends approximately 4.4 miles to the east,
centered within the existing right of way of SR 44. Segment "A" then transitions into
segment “B",

Segment "B"(partial), Typlcal Section "C":
Is approximately 3.35 miles in iength and requires 15 feet of rlght of way on the north side
and 85 feet on the south side of SR 44.

Segment "C", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.91 miles in length. Segment "C* maintains the existing north right of way
line and requires 100 feet on the south side of SR 44.

Segment "D", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 1.58 miles in length. Segment "D" maintains the existing south right of way
line and requires 100 feet of right of way on the north side of SR 44.

Segment "DE", Typical Section "C™:
Is approximately 0.27 miles in length. Segment *DE" maintains the existing south right of
way line and requires 100 feet of right of way on the north side of SR 44.

Segment "F", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.37 miles in length. Segment "F" transitions the roadway from the north
side to the south side of SR 44.

Segment "I, Typical Sections "A" and "C™:

Is approximately 3.90 miles in length. Segment “I: consists of typical section "C",
approximately 3.70 miles in length, and transitions to typical section “A", approximatety 0.2
miles in length, just prior to the 1-75 interchange project. Segment "I" requires 15 feet of
right of way on the north side and 85 feet on the south side of the existing SR 44 right of
way except at the east terminus where Segment "I transitions to the existing right of way
of SR 44.

Alignment #5:
Consists of Segments A, B (pantial}, C, E, DE, F and G.

Segment "A", Typical Section "B":

Begins on the east side of SR 45 (US 41) and extends approximately 4.4 miles to the east,
centered within the existing right of way on SR 44. Segment "A" then transitions Into
Segment "B".

Segment "B'{partial), Typical Section *C":
Is approximately 3.35 miles in length and requires 15 feet of right of way on the north side
and 85 feet on the south side of SR 44,

Segment "C", Typical Section "C":

Is approximately 0.92 miles in length. Segment "C" maintains the existing north right of way
line and requires 100 feet on the south side of SR 44,
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Segment "E", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 1.58 miles in length. Segment "E" maintains the existing north right of way
line and requires 100 feet on the south side of SR 44.

Segmment "DE", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.27 miles in length. Segment “DE" maintains the existing south right of
way line and requires 100 feet of right of way on the north side of SR 44.

Segment "F*, Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.37 miles in length. Segment "F" transitions the roadway from the north
side to the south side of SR 44.

Segment "G", Typical Sections "A" and "C":

is approximately 3.8 miles in length. Segment "G" consists of typical section *C",
approximately 3.7 miles in length and transitions into typical section "A", approximately 0.2
miles in length, just prior to the i-75 Interchange project. Segment "G" maintains the
existing north right of way and requires 100 feet on the south side of SR 44 except at the
east terminus where segment "G" transitions to the existing right of way of SR 44.

Alighment #6:
Consists of segments A, B (partial), C, E, DE, F, G (partial) and H.

Segment "A", Typical Section "B":

Begins on the east side of SR 45 (US 41) and extends approximately 4.4 miles to the east,
centered within the existing right of way of SR 44. Segment "A" then transitions into
Segment "B",

Segment "B" (partial), Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 3.35 miles in length and requires 15 feet of right of way on the north side
and 85 feet on the south side of SR 44.

Segment "C", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.92 miles in length. Segment "C" maintains the existing north right of way
line and requires 100 feet on the south side of SR 44.

Segment "E", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 1.58 miles in length. Segment “E" maintains the existing north right of way
line and requires 100 feet on the south side of SR 44,

Segment *DE", Typical Section "C*:
Is approximately 0.27 miles in length. Segment "DE" maintains the existing south right of
way line and requires 100 feet of right of way on the north side of SR 44,

Segment "F*, Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.37 miles in length. Segment "F" transitions the roadway from the north
side to the south side of SR 44.

Segment "G" (partial), Typical Section "C":

Is approximately 2.08 miles in length. Segment "G" maintains the north right of way line and
requires 100 feet on the south side of SR 44,
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Segment “H", Typical Section "A" and "C":

Is approximately 1.81 miles in length. Segment "H" consists of Typical Section "C’,
approximately 1.62 miles in length, and transitions in to typical section "A", approximately
0.2 miles in length, just prior to the I-75 interchange project. Segment "H" requires 50 feet
on both the north and south sides of the existing SR 44 right of way except at the east
terminus where Segment "H" transitions to the existing right of way of SR 44.

Alignment #7:
Consists of Segment A, B (partial), C, E, DE, F and L.

Segment "A", Typical Section "B":

Begins on the east side of SR 45 (US 41) and extends approximately 4.4 miles to the east,
centered within the existing right of way of SR 44. Segment "A" then transitions into
Segment "B".

Segment “B" (partial}, Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 3.35 miles in length and requires 15 feet of right of way on the north side
and 85 feet on the south side of SR 44,

Segment "C", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.92 miles in length. Segment "C" maintains the existing north right of way
line and requires 100 feet on the south side of SR 44.

Segment "E", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 1.58 miles in length. Segment "C" maintains the existing north right of way
tine and would require 100 feet on the south side of SR 44,

Segment "DE", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.27 miles in length. Segment "DE” maintains the existing south right of
way line and requires 100 feet of right of way on the north side of SR 44,

Segment "F", Typical Section "C":
Is approximately 0.37 miles in length. Segment "F" transitions the roadway from the north
side to the south side of SR 44,

Segment "I, Typical Sections "A" and "C":

Is approximately 3.90 miles in length. Segment *I" consists of typical section "C,
approximately 3.70 miles in length, and transitions into typical section "A" approximately
0.20 miles in length just prior to the 1-75 interchange project. Segment *I” requires 15 feet
of right of way on the north side and 85 feet on the south side of the existing SR 44 right
of way except at the east terminus where segment "I transitions to the existing right of way
of SR 44,

Alignment #8:

Consists of segment A, B {partial}, D (1), B(partial}, F and I.

Segment *A", Typical Section "B":

Begins on the east side of SR 45 (US 41) and extends approximately 4.4 miles to the east,

centered within the existing right of way of SR 44. Segment "A" then transitions into
Segment "B".
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Segment "B" (partial), Typical Section "C":
is approximately 4.26 miles in length and requires 15 feet of right of way on the north side
and 85 feet on the south side of SR 44.

Segment "D{1)", Typical Section "C":
ls approximately 1.57 miles in length. Segment D(1} requires 85 feet of right of way on the
north side and 15 feet on the south side of SR 44.

Segment "B" (partial), Typical Section "C":

Is approximately 0.28 miles in fength. Segment "B" requires 85 feet of right of way on the
north side and 15 feet on the south side of SR 44,

Segment "F*, Typical Section "C":

Is approximately 0.37 miles in length. Segment F transitions the roadway from the north
side to the south side of SR 44.

Segment "I, Typical Sections "A" and "C™:

Is approximately 3.80 miles in length. Segment "I" consists of typical section "C".
approximately 3.70 miles in length, and transitions Into typical section A", approximately
0.20 miles in length, just prior to the 1-75 interchange project. Segment "I" would require
15 feet of right of way on the north side and 85 feet on the south side of the existing SR
44 right of way except at the east termini where segment "I transitions to the existing right
of way of SR 44.

NOTE: Aerials, scale 1" = 100’, depicting the above alignments are on file in the District Project
Development and Environment Section.

3. PREFERRED ALIGNMENT

The preferred alignment to improve SR 44 is Alignment Concept #8. Based on the preliminary
conceptual engineering and preliminary evaluation of each alternative alignment, alignment #8 was
selected as the viable alignment to provide the transportation needs of SR 44,

From the east side of SR 45 (US 41), approximately station 11+00, to approximately station
240+00. The roadway will be a 4 lane urban typical section with a 22’ raised median, see Figure
B6A, Typical Section "B". This coincides with the land use and will reduce wetland impacts. This urban
roadway will essentially utilize the existing right of way. The centerline of the proposed urban
roadway (station 15+00 to station 31 +00) is shifted to the south to facilitate maintenance of traffic
for the construction of the SR 44 bridge over the Dunnellon-Inverness-Trilby Trail. Sidewalks will
accommodate the pedestrians and the 14 foot wide outside lanes will accommodate the bicyclists.
It is proposed to vary the location of the sidewalks to minimize impacts to wetlands.

SR 44 is in the Florida Intrastate Highway System which requires controlied access for this facility.
Access will be controlled through the placement of median cuts in the design phase. There may
be impacts to the City of Inverness Park and boat ramp due to the roadway widening and minor
right of way requirements (see environmental document}, which will need to be addressed in the
design phase. This portion of the project was the same for all concepts. Two bridges will be
constructed on this segment of the project. The bridges will be constructed over the Dunnellon-
inverness-Trilby Trail (Station 18+ 90}, see bridge typical section and profile, Figure 7 and Henderson
Canal (Station 50 +40), see bridge typical section, Figure 8 and Appendix "C".

From approximately Station 240+00 to approximately Station 465+35, the four lane rural typical
section (see Figure 6B, Section "C"), will utilize the existing 2 lanes of SR 44 as westbound lanes
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4 LANE DIVIDED URBAN ROADWAY
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Figure 7
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Proposed S.R.44/Rails to Trails Bridge Typical Section
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and construct 2 new eastbound lanes parallel to and south of existing SR 44. This positioning was
due to 2 main constraints; the greater development on the north side of SR 44 and the crossing of
the Withiacoochee River. This alignment minimizes impacts to the community and the environment.
A parallel bridge will be constructed to the south of the recently constructed (1990) Withlacoochee
bridge {see bridge typical section, Figure 9). This parallel bridge will have the same profile and
length (540 L.F.} as the existing bridge, see Appendix "C". This concept, from Station 416+ 80 to
Station 465+ 35 has a reduced construction cost due to utilizing the existing 2 lanes of SR 44. The
Citrus County portion of this segment is the same for all alignment concepts. The existing Rutland
Park and boat ramp will be relocated. Rutland Park will be relocated just southeast of it's present
location. The Sumter County portion through Rutland is the same for all alignment concepts.

From approximately station 465 + 35 to approximately Station 563 + 20, the 4 lane rural typical section
will utilize the existing 2 lanes of SR 44 as the eastbound lanes and construct 2 new westbound
lanes paraliel to and north of existing SR 44. The positioning was to avoid the residences and
businesses located on the south side of SR 44 and to reduce costs due to utilizing the existing
roadway.

From approximately Station 563 +20 to Station 583 + 30, the 4 lane rural typical section will transition
from the north side of SR 44 to the south side of SR 44. This transition was necessary to minimize
wetland impacts,

From approximately Station 563 +20 to Station 777 +85, the 4 lane rural typical section will utilize
the existing 2 lanes of SR 44 as westbound lanes and construct 2 new eastbound lanes parallel to
and south of existing SR 44. This segment is less costly due to utilizing the existing SR 44 roadway.
From approximately Station 777+85 to the end of the project approximately station 787 +95, this
4 lane urban roadway with center bidirectional lane (see Figure 6A, Section “A") will be centered
within the right of way of SR 44. This typical section matches the interchange roadway typical
section and minimizes the impact to a business by reducing the right of way requirements.

The preliminary alignment chart, Tabie 3, indicates the following concerning alignment #8.

A Minimize social impacts. Although more residences and businesses are impacted the
degree of impact is reduced. As evidenced by the lesser number of displacements.

B. Although Alignment #8 has the third lowest right of way costs and second lowest
construction costs, the overall costs is the fowest of all alignment concepts.

C. Minimizes impacts the environment.

CONCEPTUAL DESIGN ANALYSIS

1. Design Traffic Volumes:

in the design year 2015 for the SR 44 study area, the facility will be serving daily traffic
volumes (ADT’s) ranging from 17,700 (in Sumter County) to 34,400 vehicles per day (in
Citrus County) (See Figure 4D). The urban section of the project (from SR 45 (US 41) to
0.8 miles east of CR 470) has a projected 2015 traffic volume of 34,400 V.P.D. The 4 iane
urban roadway will operate at an acceptance level of service (LOS "C" or better). The rural
section of the project (from 0.8 miles east of CR 470, in Citrus County, to just west of 1-75)
has a projected 2015 traffic volume ranging from 17,700 to 20,300 V.P.D. The 4 fane rural
roadway will operate at an acceptance level of service (LOS "B" or better).
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Design Alternatives:

The design alternatives (concepts) have been developed and analyzed to obtain the most
feasible roadway configuration for future compatibility and viability. The urban typical
section minimizes the impacts to residences, businesses and right of way and wetlands,
allows for pedestrians and bicyclists, controls access and provides adequate capacity. The
rural typical section minimizes impacts to residences and businesses and wetlands, controls
access, provides adequate capacity and utilizes the existing Withlacoochee Bridge and
where possible the existing SR 44 2 lane roadway.

User Benefit:

Highway user costs are defined by AASHTO’s "A manual on User Benefit Analysis of
Highway and Bus-Transit improvements”, 1977 as the sum of(1) motor vehicle running cost,
(2) the value of vehicle user travel time, and {3) traffic accident costs. User benefits are the
cost reductions and other advantages that accrue to highway motor vehicle users through
the use of a particular transportation facility as compared with the use of another. Benefits
are generally measured in terms of a decrease in user costs. The proposed improvement
provides user benefits to the extent that it reduces user costs as compared to the No-
Project concept that will operate at an unacceptable leve! of service.

Economic and Community Development:

The conceptual design of this project is consistent with the future land use elements of the
City of Inverness Comprehensive Plan, from 1989 to 1999, the Citrus County
Comprehensive Plan, dated November 13, 1980 and the Sumter County Draft
Comprehensive Plan, dated March 20, 1991.

Safety:

Each design element incorporates features that provide for a safe and efficient
transportation facility along SR 44. The 4 lane urban facility will have a 22 foot wide raised
median to separate opposing traffic and control access, the outside lanes will be 14 feet in
width to accommodate bicyclists, and sidewalks will be provided and will be located a
minimum of 3 feet behind the curb. The proposed bridge at the Dunnelfon-Inverness Tribly
Trail will provide a grade separation between the Trall users and the roadway. The two
urban bridges provide for bicyclists and pedestrians.

The four lane rural facility will have a 46 foot median which will separate opposing traffic
and provide a vehicular recovery area. The 8 foot inside shoulders (2' paved) will eliminate
rutting and drop off adjacent to the travel lane. The 12’ outside shoulder (4’ paved} will
provide an area for vehicles to utilize during emergency situations, eliminate rutting and
drop off adjacent to the edge of the travel fane and provide for bicyclists.

Typical Section;

The typical section development process for SR 44 was generated by the need to provide
adequate transportation services, control access, enhance safety, land use compatibility and
minimize social and environmental impacts.

The urban typical section (Figure A, Section "B") extends from SR 45 (US 41) 1o 0.8 mile
east of CR 470 in Citrus County. The considerations In this area were to minimize right of
way acquisition, minimize wetland impacts, control access, enhance safety, and
accommodate bicyclists and pedestrians. The urban roadway generally stays within the
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existing right of way. The sidewalk location will vary in relation to the roadway to reduce
wetland impacts. Access will be controlled by placement of median cuts. Safety will be
enhanced by controlling access, separating opposing traffic, providing additional 2 feet of
width in the outside lanes for bicycles, providing sidewalks, providing a grade separation
between the Dunnellon-Inverness-Trilby Trall and SR 44, and a greater level of service.

The rural typical section (Figure 6B, Section "C") extends from 0.8 mile east of CR 470 in
{Citrus County) to just prior to the I-75 interchange project. The considerations in this area
were to minimize social and environmental impacts, control access, enhance safety and
utilization of existing facilities as much as practicable. The impacts to residences and
businesses and wetlands were minimized as much as possible by varying the alignment
along the existing SR 44. Access will be controlled by placement of median openings.
Safety will be enhanced by controlling access, separating opposing traffic, partially paving
the shoulders adjacent to the travel lanes and providing a greater level of service. The
existing 2 lanes were used as much as possible.

The urban typical section (Figure 6A, Section "A") is at the east end of the project. The
considerations for this area were the transitioning into the interchange, compatibility with
the interchange typical section, minimizing right of way impacts, enhance safety, and
accommodating bicyclists. This typical section allows the transitioning between the urban
and rural typical sections to take place west of the development. The urban typical section
is the same as the urban typical section for the |-75/3R 44 interchange project. The urban
roadway minimizes right of way impacts. The safety will be enhanced by separating travel
tanes, providing additional 2 foot of width in the outside lanes for bicyclists, providing
sidewalks, and a greater level of service.

Horizontal Alignment:

Table 4 tabulates the existing and proposed horizontal alignment. The proposed horizontal
alignment is based on a urban roadway design speed of 45 mph and a rural design speed
of 60 mph.

The urban roadway horizontal alignment at the west end of the project between station

15+00 and 25+ 50 Is proposed to be south of the centerline of the existing right of way and
tie in to the SR 45 (US 41) project along SR 44 east.
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TABLE 4

EXISTING AND PROPOSED HORIZONTAL ALIGNMENT DATA
PROCEEDING FROM SR 45 (US 41) TO I-75 INTERCHANGE

CITRUS COUNTY

CURVE NUMBER

APPROXIMATE P.L

EXISTING DEGREE

PROPOSED DEGREE

STATION OF OF CURVE
CURVE
1 23+00 1245’ 2:00°
2 34450 2°00' 4-00°
3 48+50 600’ 6°00’
4 60+00 6°00° 600
5 69+00 5°00° 5-00'
6 78+50 6°30' 6°00°
7 102+ 50 2:00' 2°00°
8 112+00 2-00' 2°00°
g 141450 2°00° 2:00°
10 198+ 50 2:00' 2:00°
10A 234+00 NONE 030’
10B 246+00 NONE 0-30’
11 272+00 100’ 1-00’
12 306+50 1-00' 1°00’
13 356+60 1°00’ 1°00'
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SUMTER COUNTY

CURVE NUMBER APPROXIMATE P.i. EXISTING DEGREE PROPOSED DEGREE

STATION OF CURVE OF CURVE
1 425+50 100 1+00°
2 452 +50 1°00' 1°00'
2A 467 +00 NONE 1=00'
2B 478+50 NONE 100’
3 544 +50 3-00' 3°00'
4 560 +50 3°00' 3°00°
5 585+50 3-00' 300’
6 €99+00 4-00' 300’
B6A 765+00 NONE 1+00’
7 777+75 100’ 100

The right of way between station 30+ 00 and station 39+00 was modified to provide long tangent sections
for superelevation runout. In the urban section, the existing right of way has tangent sections between the

curve sections. These tangent sections appear to be adequate.
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10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

15.

Vertical Alignment:

The urban roadway section will change the existing roadway profile to provide positive
drainage to an enclosed storm sewer system. At the west end of the project (approximately
station 18+00) the proposed minimum vertical clearance between the existing Dunnelion-
inverness-Trilby Trail grade and the bridge beam bottom shall be 12 feet. Therefore, the
existing vertical alignment will be substantially reduced.

In Citrus and Sumter Counties, SR 44 traverses the 100 year floodplain. However, SR 44
has never been inundated (see Appendix B "Location Hydraulic Report”). Therefore, the
existing roadway portions of the rural typical section can be utilized for the new facility at
the existing grade. :

Alignment and Right of Way Needs:

The "Alignment Analysis" section discusses the approach to improving SR 44. Alignment
#8 is the preferred alignment. Preliminary Alignment Evaluation chart, Table 3, is a
summary of the preferred alignment #8. The approximate location of the addition right of
way is delineated on the Preliminary Engineering plan sheets in Appendix E.

Construction Costs;

The construction cost (1989, dollars) for the preferred alignment is estimated to be $24.631
miktion.

Right of Way Costs:
Right of way acquisition for the preferred alignment is estimated to be as follows:

Acres Cost{1980 dollars)
150 6.12 million

Right of way costs were supplied by District right of way staff (see Table 3).
Preliminary Engineering Costs (P.E.):

For the purpose of this report, the total P.E. costs are estimated to be 2.7 million. The
project development P.E. costs are estimated to be $230,000.

Relocation:

The improving of SR 44 would require the relocation of 4 families/residences and one
business will be impacted. Refer to the environmental document for the conceptual
relocation plan.

Environmental impacts:

For complete details of the environmental impacts of this project, refer to the environmental
document.

Results of Public Information Meeting and Advance Notification Responses:

Advance Notification was mailed on November 3, 1988 1o approximately 65 persons.
Responses will be addressed in the environmental document.
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16.

17.

18.

18,

A public information meeting was held on July 23, 1990. 73 people signed the attendance
register. The general consensus of the meeting was support for the project. Citrus County
and the City of Wildwood expressed their endorsement of the project at the meeting.

Meetings have been held with the Citrus County Engineer, Sumter County Board of
Commissioners, and Public Works Director, City of Inverness Director of Public Works,
Florida Department of Natural Resources, Southwest Fiorida Water Management District and
the Federal Highway Administration

Utility Impacts:

The final design of SR 44 will be coordinated with the utility owners to minimize relocations
and disruption of service. The majority of the utilities are located on state owned right of
way and would be relocated at the owners expense. For a list of known utility companies
that would be impacted by construction of this project, see "Existing Facilities®, item 5
"Utitities" of this report.

Maintenance of Traffic:

Maintenance of traffic provisions will follow the Florida Department of Transportation manual
on traffic control and safe practices.

As indicated on the preliminary engineering roadway plans, Appendix "E”, at the Dunnelon-
Inverness-Trilby Trall Bridge (station 19+00) the proposed roadway centerline will be to the
south of the existing right of way centerline. This would allow the southern half of the
bridge to be built while maintaining traffic on the existing bridge. The traffic couid be
shifted to the completed southern half of the trail bridge. Then demolition of the existing
bridge could take place. Upon completion of demalition, the northern half of the trail bridge
couid be constructed.

At the Henderson/Spivey Bridge (station 50+40), it is recommended that old SR 44 from
station 40+ 00 to 55+00 be utilized as a temporary bypass. The old SR 44 right of way is
owned by Citrus County. A temporary bridge would be constructed over the canal on the
old SR 44 alignment and remain in place during the construction of the new bridge
structure. The urban roadway would be constructed utilizing the half width construction
method.

The rural typical section utilizes the existing roadway as much as possible. However there
are areas where temporary roads will need to be constructed to maintain traffic.

intersection:

There are no existing signalized intersections within the project limits. Throughout the
project, intersection channelization and signalization will be developed to meet operational
requirements during the final design phase. Existing typical sections for intersecting roads
will be modified to provide turning lanes where required. Signals will be installed as
warranted.

Hydraulic Analysis

A *Location Hydraulics Report” (Appendix'B*) has been developed for this project. Aithough
SR 44 traverses the 100 year floodplain, SR 44 has never been inundated. The preliminary
sizing and location of retention/detention areas has been accomplished, see "Location
Hydraulics Report" Appendix"B" and Preliminary Engineering plan sheets, Appendix "E".
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“Preliminary Bridge Hydraulic Reports”, dated October 2, 1990 have been prepared for the
Henderson Bridge (station 50 +40) and the Withlacoochee Bridge (station 369+00), and the
Rutland Creek culvert (station 482 +865).

For navigational purposes the Henderson Canal Bridge will maintain the existing 30 fest
horizontal clearance at elevation 38.25 and low member elevation of 47.25 at a minimum,
see Appendix "C". The bridge length will be determined in the design phase.

The parallel Withlacoochee River Bridge will have the same river canal horizontal clearance
of 60 feet, low member elevation of 44.87 and bridge length of 540 feet as the existing
Withlacoochee River Bridge. See Appendix “C".

The Rutland Creek Crossing will be accomplished by the construction of double 72"
culvert. See Appendix *C".

Coordination Documentation:

The District files contain copies of correspondence, relative to this project, generated
throughout the study peried.
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APPENDIX "A"

MISCELLANEOUS

EXISTING VERTICAL ALIGNMENT
STRAIGHT LINE PROGRAM
L.O.S. MANUAL COMPUTER DATA
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Appendix A-3

RURAL TWO-LANE ADJUSTED SERVICE FLOW RATES
BASED ON 1985 HIGHWAY CAPACITY MANUAL

ROAD = E£R44 from SR45(US41) TO CR4TO AREA = CITRUS
DATE = 08/28/80 NAME = JOHN MCALLISTER

_ DAILY
Lanes/LOS A B C _ D E
T N/ 1600 5900 10800 20400
e
R n/A 180 eso 1160 2280
7 PEAX HOUR PEAK DIRECTION T
T na 100 370 eeo | 1ss0

TR MMM MM S Mm A m S SN SSML RS LG M o bk AT T M e e e e e A e e M e W M M M MM G e e W ML M M M e W W A e e R b e A AW e e e e e o = me P A e mm e

IF VALUE I& N/A THEN LEVEL OF SERVICE IS NOT ACHIEVABLE

TRAFYIC CHARACTEERISTICS

K Factor = 0.112

Directicnal Factor = 0.564
Peak Hour Factor (PHPF) = 0,950

ROADWAY CHARACTERISTICS

Posted Speed Limit = 40 mph

Bi-Directional ADJUSTED Saturation Flow Rate = 2400 Vekh.
Percent N2 Passing = 80 %

TWO-LANE LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA

-—————ﬂ--p--——--nn—"_————-nn_—-—————n”--————u--.——_—————m“—_-—u—-———---—uﬂ-

- — - - — - -
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RURAL TWO-LANE ADJUSTED SERVICE FLOW RATES
EASED ON 1985 HIGHWAY CAPACITY MANUAL

PCAD = 8SR44 from CR470 to SUMTER C/L AREA = CITRUS
DATE = (02,/28/90 NAME = JOHN MCALLISTER

DAILY
Lanes/LOS A B C D E
T 0 Thze0 9500 T Tia000 T 3100 T
T T T Ak mour T
2 w0 Tae T T e T T T aee T a0 T
T T RERK HOUR PEAK DIRECTTON T TTTTTTTT
T e TTree AR T e T T e T

.._——-.—-.__-—-————-.—*--.-..--..—-—_.u-......-.-._——————-..m——__——--—-.m.-_———_——wm_—————“mo——_——

IF VALUE IS N/A THEN LEVEL OF SERVICE IS NOT ACHIEVARLE
TRAFFIC CHARACTERISTICS

K Factor = (.112

Directicnal Factor = 0.564

Peak Hour Tactor (PHF) = (0,950

ROADWAY CHARACTERISTIZCS

Posted speed Limit = 55 mph

Bi-Directional ADJUSTED Saturation Flow Rate = 2600 Veh,
Percent No Passgsing = 60 %

TWC~LANE LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA

..__——--.....-...—--..-..—_--_—-..-..-...._--—-n-....—_————u.___—-——m_.__————..—_——....._—-————...._-
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RURAL TWO-LANE ADJUSTED SERVICE FLOW RATES
BASED ON 1585 HIGHWAY CAPACITY MANUAL

RCAD = SR44 from CITRUS C/L to I-75 AREA = SUMTER
DATE = 09/28/90 NAME = JOHN MCALLISTER

DAILY
Lanes/LOS A B C D E
2 1800 seoo  ssoo 14800 25200
T T ek wowR T
2 T 10 Tae T Teae T Tae0 Tzar0
T bEmk HOUR PEAK pIRECTION T
2 1020 Theo eso TTiaae T

ST OTE MR AR AL AR WS UK G T M R ER WY FE MR SR R R GG M e e L AL e e e R M M B S S e G Goe e M M WA AW v e e M AR A e e e N W e L W= s W e ke o e e e e o

I¥Y VALUE I8 N/A THEN LEVEL OF SERVICE IS NOT ACHIEVABLE

TRAFFIC CHARACTERISTICS

K Factocr = (0,088

Directicnal Factor = 0.577
Peak Hour Facter {PHF) = 0,959

ROADWAY CHARACTERISTIC

Posted Speed Limit = 55 mph

Bi-Directional ADJUSTED Saturation Flow Rate = 2600 Veh.
Percent No Passing = €60 %

TWO~LANE LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA

LOos/ v/C
A C.07
B 0.19
C 0.34
D C.59
E 1.00

™ -.....-—-._—-.....——.....__————.-....-.-———-...u-—-.-—-——-.—qu..--.——————-—u-_-—__—.—-—.....-_--—--_._._



CIVIDED ARTERIAL SERVICE FLOW RATES
BASED ON 1985 HIGHWAY CAPACITY MANUAL

ROAD = EPR44 FROM SE45(US41) TO 0.8Mi.E. OF CR470
AREA = CITRUS

DATE = (S/28/5C NAME = JOHN MCALLISTER

DAILY
Lanes/L0OS3 A .B c *-? __________ ? __________
2 Tiseoo | 1seoc 17200 18300 19400
s Taiseo sasoo | aaso0 | sesoo  3ssao T
6 ara00 sot00 | saooo  ssaco  seaee T
T e meww T T e
2 im0 THeso T Tieao T Taese TR
4 Tzo R T TRaee T Tanse T s350
e e TR T e T e T T e T
TR moun peax prReerzon T TTTTTTTITIITIIIee
T e T s T  eee T e T e
I T T T S oy
T s T e T e T e T T

-.—--.--._.-——-....—....--.-....—.,-.-—u--.--._--mq..--.—--.-....__——.—,-————m-——-—m-———nw—_——

TRAFFIC CHARACTERISTICS
K Factgr = 9,112
Directioral Tactor = 0.
Peax Hcur Factor [FPHF)
Protected Turn Percen+

SIGNAL CHARACTERISTICS

Signalized Intersections per Mile =

Signal Type = Semi-Actuate
Arrival Type = 3
Cyclie Lencth = 90 Seconds

g/C = 0.50

ARTERIAL LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA FOR URBAN

LOS/ARTERIARL CLASS

.......-——.-...—-——_-.-._-...-....——...-.--—...-————-...--———.--—-n..—-u—u-__

OF SERVICE IS NOT ACHIEVABLE

d

ROADWAY CHARACTERISTICS

Arterial

Class
Free Flow Speed =

= 1
45 MPH

-

—— -

ACDJUSTED Saturation Flow Rate = 1850 Veh.
Divided by Median ~ Yes
Left Turn Bays provided - Yes

0.22

e el e

vV VvV oy
[T L T I F A I}



-._-——....-._.._w....-.——.....—.........-.._———un—.—__—.......n........___———--.-.w-._——.........__..—--.-.....-—_————u.uu

(Average Travel Speed MPH)



RURAL MULTI-LANE ADJUSTED SERVICE FLOW RATES
BASED ON 1985 HIGHWAY CAPACITY MANUAL

ROAD = SR&4 FRCOM O0.8M1.E. OF CR470 TO SUM. C/L
AREA = CITRUS

DATE = Q9/28/90 NAME ; JOHN MCALLISTER
DATLY

Lanes/LOS A B C D E

& 1ss00 26700 36200 44500 sse0o
6 27300 40100 54300 eeso0  sssoo
e
4 Tzoe0 | 2es0  soso asso | sase
e aee TThaso T Teoso | Traee T Tamse T
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PERK HOUR PEAK DIRECTION

T T T T L T T T M e e e e e T T e e e e e e G e e T MR ER Em N e e e N e e W e e mE e e e e e e M e e e e e

-.-.-_..--.-....-..-...__..._.-......_..-.....-..__-—......-—...——--——---.-—m.._——__————u»u-———_———_-—u“.—-—-—--——wq—u

IF VALUE IS W/A THEN LEVEL CF SERVICE IS NOT ACHIEVABLE

TRAFFIC CHARACTERISTICS

K Tacter = (,112

Pirecticnal Farcrsy = 0.564
Peak Hcur Fizctor {PH = 0.850

3

[sl
-
ROADWAY CHARAZTERISTICS
Design Speed = &0 MPH
ADSUSTEL seturation Flow Rate = 1850 Veh.

MULTZ-LARNT LEZVEIL OF SERVICE CRITERIA

LOS/MULTI-LANE DESIGN SPEED 70 60 50
A <=,36 .33 8]

E <=,54 .50 <z .45
C <=,71 65 <= ,60
b, <=,87 80 <=,76
E <=1.0 <=1.0 <z1,0
F >1 >1 >1

L o e b e e e e A e s
- - .-..-——-—.-.....--—-————u--»-———m.u.-———-—..._————n._—-m—————w...————

(volume to capacity ratio {v/c))
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(Average Travel Speed MPH)

RURAL MULTI-LANE ADJUSTED SERVICE FLOW RATES
BASED ON 1985 HIGHWAY CAPACITY MANUAL

ROAD = SR44 FROM CITRUS C/L T0O I-75 AREA = SUMTER
DATE = 09/28/90 NAME = JOHN MCALLISTER

| ) DAILY
Lanes/L0OS A B C D E
4 Ta0s00  2ssoo | aosco  asro0  Tames T
6 aosoc | sasoo | sesoo  rases T Taaree T
T ek moww T e
w00 T30 T  heee T There T e T
6 sozo Tasse T Tsese TR TR
T kAR HOUR PEAK piRBeTION | TTTTTTTTTTTImmomoee
D C T T o
L T Y o e

u.-—_——-..—...w-_—-....._—_-—-u.-.—_—-.-...-_—-——-..—___-.-u..__———-....-——--...————.—m——.———m—_

IF VALUE Is N/A THEN LEVEL OF SERVICE IS NOT ACHIEVABLE

TRAFEFIC CHARACTERISTICS

K Factor = 0.09%s8

Directional Factor = 0.577

Peak Hour Factor (PHF) = 0.950

ROADWAY CHARACTERISTICS

Design Speed = 60 MpY

ADJUSTED Saturation Flow Rate = 1850 veh.

MULTI-LANE LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA

LOS/MULTI-LANE DESIGN SPEED 70 60 50
A <=,36 <=,33 8]
B <=,54 <=.50 <=.,45
cC <z,71 <=,65 <z,60
D ‘ <=,87 <=,80 <=,76
E <=1.,0 <=1.0 <z1.0
F >1 >1 >1

L e e e s e v A o -
- ....—_—......__——m——-—m-——m-——u-—-—wm———u-——w-_--u.-—_u.—_

(volume to capacity ratio (v/c})
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Appendix B

STATE ROAD 44

FROM S.R. 45 (U.S. 41) IN INVERKESS TO I-75
LOCATION HYDRAULIC REPORT

STATE PROJECT Nos. 02050-3536

18070-3516

W.P.I. Nos. 5111610
5118392

F.A. No. F-8888(50)

PREPARED BY : FARSHAD FARAHBAKHSH



INTRODUCTION

PURPOSE

The purpose of this Location Hydraulic Report is to study a
multilane construction of S.R. 44 within the limit of project to
analysis and evaluate existing c¢rossing and address and categorizing
all flood plain and regulatory floodway encroachments. In accordance
with reguirement set forth in executive order 11988 "Flood Plain
Management", chapter 24 PC&E manual and chapter 3 Drainage Manual
which has been developed consistent with FHPM 6-7-3-2

PROJECT/ SITE DESCRIPTION

State road 44 is a West Easterly Highway connecting Crystal River in
Wwest coast to New Smyrna beach in East coast. the limit of this
project study is from State Road 45 (us4l) in Invernees,citrus
county to Inverness,Citrus County for approximate length of 15.1
mileg . The existing S.R. 44 within the limit of this project is a
Two - Lane facility '

The sources of information used in the preparation of this
Location Hydraulic report includes the following

* 1.85.G.8. Quadrangle maps ; Invernees, Rutland, Lake
Panascffkee and Oxford

* FEMA Flood insurance rate maps and Flood insurance study
for Citrus and Sumter counties

Citrus Co. panel 260 of 400 (120063 0260 B)
Panel 300 of 400 (120063 0300 B)

Sumter Co. panel 50 of 325 (120296 0050 B)
panel 100 of 325 {120296 (0100 B)

* Soil survey of Citrus and Sumter Co.

* FDOT plans,drainage maps and files



FLOOD ZONE DESIGNATION

From the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps and Flood Insurance study
for Citrus and Sumter counties, floods zones for S.R. 44 within the
limit of project are displayed in table III . The information was
taken from city of Inverness and unincorporated areas of Citrus and
Sumter counties

SOILS

Based on the Scil Conservation Service (8CS}) most recent publication
on Citrus county {(1988) and the soil maps on Sumter county, there
are approximately 22 different type of soil on S.R. 44 multilane
corridor area within the limit of the project . The specific soil
types and their hydrologic group are briefly described in table IV .



EXISTING CROSSING AND FLOOD ZONE DESIGNATION

CITRUS COUNTY :

There are a total of 5 cross drains ranging from 15" to
18"pipe,36'concrete bridge at lake Henderson and dbl 9'X 9' concrete
box culvert connecting Moccasian and Bryant Sloughs in Citrus County
(table I). These crossings are mainly conveying road way runoff and
are equalizer. Through research of existing FDOT drainage files,
maintenance records and conducting site investigation and using
available data for preliminary calculations all indicates that the
road has never been inundated and all c¢crossings are in good
hydraulic and physical condition.

Structures No., 1,2 and 6 are carrying road way runcoff and are
located in zone C , area of minimal flooding and structures No,
3,4,% and 7 are egualizer and are located in zone A3 , area of 100
YR flood plain with base flood elevation of 43.0 . Structure No. 4
has two 9 ft. steel plate weir each containing one 48" diameter
hydraflo gates that has been constructed and attached by SWFWMD to
regulate flow throcugh Bryant Slough and maintain desirable level on
Inverness pool of Tsala Apopka (38.25 - 40.25 } . It is reminded
that S.R. 44 in this portion of project for a majority of its
alignment traverses 100 YR flood plain which is a part of the Tsala
Apopka chain of lakes that encompasses an area of 24000 Ac. which is
connected to Withlacoochee river to the East through a series of
control structures. Flood stage for the Tsala Apopka chain of lakes
were obtained from flocd plain information on the Tsala Apopka chin
of lakes dated May 1977 studied and prepared by staff of South West
Florida Water Management District for Withlacoochee river basin

10 ¥R 25 YR 50 YR 100 YR 500 YR
41.80 42.40 42.80 43.20 44.00

Structures No. 1,2,5 and 7 because of increase in length will need
to be replaced by 24" pipes and fall into category 4 and structure
No. 3 and 4 fall into category 3 which inveolves modification



SUMTER COUNTY

There are a total of 10 cross drain, 540'concrete bridge over
Withlacoochee river and dbl 10'X 6' box culvert at Rutland Creek
(table II) . The 540 ft. concrete bridge is located in zone A5 with
100-YR flood elevation of 43.50 according to the panel 100 of 325 of
FEMA map Sumter County. This bridge is presently under construction
and requires widening. Structures No. 2,3,4 and 10 are located in
zone A area of 100 YR flood; with undetermined base flood
elevations. Structures No. 5,6,7,8,9,11 and 12 are located in zone C
area of minimal flooding. Structure No. 12 is a dbl 24" concrete
pipe which presently has been plugged and berried, this structure
needs to be increased in size by adding another 24" pipe.

The modifications and replacement of drainage structures
included in this project will result in an insignificant change in
their capacity to carry flood water . The proposed structures will
perform hydraulically in a manner equal to or greater than the
existing structures and back water surface elevation are not
expected to increase . This change will cause minimal increases in
flood heights and limits . These minimal increase will not result in
any significant adverse impacts on the natural and beneficial flood
plain values or any significant change in flood risks or damage
There will not be a significant change in the potential for
interruption or termination of emergency service or emergency
evacuation routes therefor,it has been determined that these
encroachment are not significant



REGULATORY AGENCY COORDINATION

Early coordination with local,state and federal agencies during
preliminary design are essential to fulfill their permitting
criteria and requirement if there is any .

PROPOSED RETENTION/DETENTION AREAS

As a part of this study a total of 8 Retention/Detention area in
citrus County and 6 Retention/Detention area in Sumter County were
chosen to provide water storage for each system

As we discussed and reviewed the project with SWFWMD staff, none of
these R/D area were located in a land lock basin and they were
designed according to the SWFWMD rules providing storage for
Pre-Post development discharge for 25 YR - 24 HR storm

summarized description of each system and approximate location of
proposed R/D area are shown on table V



TABLE = 1

SUMMARY OF CROSSINGS
ALONG 6.70 MILE STRETCH OF S.R. 44 IN CITRUS COUNTY

STRUCTURE MILE SIZE & TYPE FLOOD FLOW
NO. POST LENGTH ZONE DIR.
C1 0.07 8" X 77! R,.C.P. c <=
c2 0.40 18" X 50 R.C.P. C <=
C3 0.75 36’ CONC.BRDGE A3 <=
C4 5.35 2@9'X4'X87' CONC. B.C. A3 <=
C5 5.60 18" X 84! R.C.P. A3 <=
Ce6 5.90 i8" X 84" R.C.P. C <=
c7 6.16 15" X 84! R.C.P. A3 <=

* Please note that the beginning of project is at mile post 0.00 and
the location of crossings are approximate.



TABLE - IX

SUMMARY OF CROSSING
ALONG 8.40 MILE STRETCH OF S.R. 44 IN SUMTER COUNTY

STRUCTURE MILE SIZE & TYPE FLOOD FLOW
NO. POST LENGTH ZONE DIR.
S1 0.00 540’9 SPAN CONC .BRDGE A5 <=
52 1.40 24" X 39! R.C.P. A =>
53 1.70 24" X 54" R.C.P. A =>
54 2.20 2@10'X6'X40' CONC. B.C, A =>
S5 2.85 24" X 77 R.C.P. c =>
56 3.14 24" X 51 R.C.P. C <=
s7 3.45 24" X 62 R.C.P. C <=
S8 3.70 24" X 420 R.C.P. C =>
s9 4.24 24" X 54° R.C.P. C => )
510 6.73 3e48"X42" R.C.P. A =>
S11 7.18 24" X 39! R.C.P. C =>
812 7.95 2824"X57" R.C.P. C 5>

* Please note that the beginning of project is at mile post 0.00 and
the location of crossing are approximate.



ZONE

ZONE

ZONE

ZONE

ZONE

ZONE

ZONE
ZONE

20NE

ZONE

TABLE -IT1IX
EXPLANATION OF ZONE DESIGNATIONS

Areas of 100-year flood; base flood elevations
and flood hazard factors not determined .
Areas of 100-year shallow flooding where depths
are between one (1) and three (3) feet; average
depths of inundation are shown, but no flood
hazard factors are determined .
Areas of 100~year shallow flooding where depths
are between one (1) and three (3} feet; bhase
flood elevation are shown, but no flood hazard
factors are determined
Areas of 100-year flood; base flood elevations
and flood hazard factors determined .
Areas of 100~year flood to be protected by fleood
protection system under construction; base flood
elevation and flood hazard factors undetermined.
Areas between limits of the 100-year flood and
500-year flood; or certain areas subject to 100~
vear flooding with average depths less than one
foot or where the contributing drainage area is
less than one sguare mile; or areas protected by
levees from the base flood .
Area of minimal flooding
Areas of undetermined, but possible, flood
hazards
Areas of 100-year coastal flood with velocity
(wave action); base flood elevations and flood
hazard factors not determined
Areas of 100-year coastal flood with velocity
{(wave action); base flood elevations and flood
hazard factors determined .



S0I1. NAME

Adamsville
Astatula
Basinger
Boca
Candler
Eaugallie
Electra
Floridana
Gator
Immokallee
Mabel
Matlacha
Monteocha
Myakka
Oldsmar
Orsino
Paisley
Placid
Pompano
Sparr
Tavares
vero

TABLE - IV

SOIL TYPES

TYPE HYDROLOGIC GROUP

F.S8,. C
F.S. A
F.S. B/D
F.8. B/D
S A
¥.98, B/D
F.S. C
MK-F.S. D
MK D
F.S. E/D
F.S. c
Limestone C
F.S. D
F.S. B/D
F.S. D
F.S. A
F.S. D
F.S. D
F.S. B/D
F.S. C
F.S. A
F.S. D



TABLE - V

FROM TO D.A. REQ.STORAGE REQ.AREA LOCATION

M.P. M.P. AC AC-FT. AC M.P.

CITRUS CO.

SYSTEM 1 0.15 0.91 24.6 2.18 1.0 0.2 8.
SYSTEM 2 0.91 1.64 17.3 1.40 1.5 1.5 8.
SYSTEM 3 1.64 2.11 25.2 1.10 0.75 1.8 S.
SYSTEM 4 2.11 2.51 4.7 0.70 0.75 2.4 8.
SYSTEM 5 2.51 3.95 38.2 2.49 2.0 3.5 8.
SYSTEM 6 3.95 4,50 18.0 1.13 1.0 4.2 8,
SYSTEM 7 4.50 5.35 15.1 1.50 1.5 4.9 8,
SYSTEM 8 5.35 6.70 32.7 2.79 2.5 5.8 5.
SUMTER CO.

SYSTEM 1 0.00 1.12 26.9 2.23 1.5 1.0 8.
SYSTEM 2 1.12 2.15 62.2 4.46 3.0 1.7 8.
SYSTEM 3 2.15 2.93 20.1 1.51 1.5 2.8 8.
SYSTEM &4 2.93 4,45 41.0 3.50 2.5 3.6 8,
SYSTEM 5 4.45 5.65 44.9 2.11 2.0 4.5 8.
SYSTEM 6 5.865 6.81 38.4 1.51 1.5 6.3 S.

* Please note the location of retention/detention areag are
all approximate,

10



APPENDIX "C*

PRELIMINARY BRIDGE HYDRAULICS REPORTS SUMMARIES

C-1 HENDERSON CANAL BRIDGE
C-2 WITHLACOOCHEE BRIDGE
C-3 RUTLAND CREEK BRIDGE CULVERT



HENDERSON CANAL BRIDGE HYDRAULICS REPORT SUMMARY

On the basis of the county resolution dated October 5, 1965 and for navigational purposes, it is
recommended to construct a bridge with a minimum of 30 feet horizontal clearance at elevation 38.25 and
tow member elevation of 47.25. Construction of this proposed structure will require the detouring of SR 44
for maintenance of traffic during construetion.

The results of this analysis indicates that the proposed bridge Is not anticipated to cause an increase In risk
to people or property.



WITHLACOOCHEE BRIDGE HYDRAULICS REPORT SUMMARY

Construction of this proposed structure will not require the detouring of SR 44 traffic as the existing bridge
can be used for the maintenance of traffic during the construction. On the basis of the hydraulic analysis
and economic consideration presented in this repon, it is concluded that construction of a 540 foot long
bridge extension at this crossing is the most suitable structure.



RUTLAND CREEK BRIDGE HYDRAULICS REPORT SUMMARY

Construction of this proposed structure will not require the detouring of SR 44 traffic as the existing bridge
culvert can be used for the maintenance of traffic during construction. On the basis of the hydrautic analysis
and economic consideration presented in this report, it Is concluded that construction of double 72" culvert
at this crossing is the most suitable structure.

The resuits of this analysis indicates that the proposed culvert is not anticipated to cause an increase in risk
to people or property.
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August 19, 1991
Mr. John M. McAllister, P.E.
Project Manager
Department of Transportation
719 South Woodland Boulevard
Deland, Florida 32720
Dear Mx. Mchllister:
SR 44 crossing of the Dunnellen - Inverness
Trilby Rails-To-Trails Proiect
This is to advise that the agreement between the Department of
Transportation and the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Company, a
copy of which was forwarded to this office, appears to be
- gufficient authority to improve the overpass at the above
jocation, as long as such improvements are contained wholly
within your existing 200 foot right-of-way and does not encroach
on the Rails-To-Trails property outside the right-of-way.
Also, it appears that mitigating circumstances do not exist since
DOT will be wtilizing only existing right-of-way.
Sincerely,
" \
Daniel T. Crabb, Chief ‘
Bureau of Land Management Services
Division of State Lands
DPTC/cds
Administration Beaches and Shores Law Enforcement Marine K®ources Recreation and Parks Resouree Mansgement State Lands

D-1
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Tom Gardner, Execrtive Director o Galhsbel .
State Treasurer
July 3, 1881 Beb Crawford
o A
RECEIVED o visan

Mr. John M., MchAllister, P.E. : -

Project Manager ‘ JUL = 81991
Florida Department of Transportation

De , N
; 719 South Woodland Boulevard pt oFf,.g'rlaa??ortahcn

§ DeLand, Florida 32720

Subject: State Road 44 Crossing of the Dunnellon-Inverness-
i Trilby Rails-to-Trails Project

Dear Mr. McAllister:

Thank you for your letter of June 11, concerning the SR 44
overpass of the Withlacoochee Trail (the Dunnellon-Inverness-
Trilby Rails-to-Trails Project) in Inverness. We have reviewed
your proposal for a three span bridge at the site and feel the
proposed 34 feet horizontal clearance provided in the center span
should be sufficient to accommodate a multiple-use trail corridor
in areas where there are design constraints. This would allow
for a twelve foot wide pedestrian/bicycling trail and an eight
foot wide equestrian trail.

However, final approval of the design proposal rests with
the Department's Division of State Lands, especially in regards
to required mitigation. By copy of this letter, we are
forwarding your request to the Division of State Lands, Bureau of
Uplands Management for their review. Although the corridor is
under the management jurisdiction of the Division of Recreation
and Parks, the property is owned in fee simple title by the Board
of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund. The Division
of State Lands provides administrative support to the Board of
Trustees and will handle the coordination and processing ¢f ycur

. request.

Please direct any questions regarding your proposal to Mr.
Dan Crabdb, Chief, Bureau of Uplands Management, Division of State
Lands, Department of Natural Resources, 39200 Commonwealth
Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000. He can also be
reached by telephone at (904)488-2291. We will continue to
review your request and will provide our final recommendation to
the Bureau of Uplands Management.

To assist you, I am enclosing an Easement Application, Board
of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund of the State

of Florida, Policy for the Incompatible Use of Natural Resource
Lands, Chapter 16-2, Florida Administrative Code, Operation of

Division Recreation Areas and Facilities, and DNR Directive 940, 7

Administration Beaches and Shores Law Enforcement Marine Resources Recreation and Parks Rescurce Management State Lands
D-2




Mr. McAllister
July 3, 1951
Page Two

Utility Construction and Easement Maintenance which address the
requirements for obtaining easements across lands owned by the

Trustees.

Thank you very much for your cooperation on this project.
Please feel free to contact me or Greg Diehl, Trails Planner, at
the letterhead address, Mail Station 525, or by phone at
(904)487~-4784, Suncom 277-4784 if you havsa any questions.

Sincerely,
\ —
J

Mary Anne Koos

State Trails Coordinator

Bureau of Local Recreation Services
Division of Recreation and Parks

MAK/ks

Enclosures

cc/enc: Dan Crabb
Robin Hendrickson
Torrey Johnson
Steve Yoczik




CITRUS COUNTY

DEPARTMENT OF TECHNICAL SERVICES

1300 South Lecanto Highway » P.O. Box 440
Lecanto, Flonda 32661-0440
(904) 746-2694 « FAX (904) 746-9874

Reply To:

July 11, 1991

John McAllister, FP.E.

Project Manager

Florida Department of Transportation
719 South Woodland Blvd.

DeLand, FL 32720

Dear Mr. McAllister:
SUBJECT: SR-44 FROM INVERNESS TO SUMTER COUNTY LINE
Dear Mr. McAllister:

Reference is made to the public meeting held by DOT in Citrus
County last year regarding the subject road. &As I stated at that
time, the Board of County Commissioners has long supported the
provision of an adeguate road system to the residents of the
County, and therefore, supports your efforts to perform a PD&E
study to determine the economic and environmental feasibility of
four-laning SR-44 from Inverness to the Sumter County line.

James W. Pinkerton, P.E.

County Engineer

RECEIVED
JuL 171881

Dept. 0f H&Gspwimech
P P.D. & E.

D-~3

James W. Pinkerton, P.E,
County Englveet and Director
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FBoard of County Commissioners
Sumter County, Hlorida
208 N. Florida Street - Bushnell, Fiorida 33513

Office Telephone (804) 793-0200
FAX {904) 793-0207

July 8, 1991

Mr. John McAllister, P.E.

Florida Department of Transportation
719 South Woodland Blvd,.

Deland, F1 32720

Dear Mr. McAllister:

Enclosed please find a certified copy of a Resolution concerning
the relocation of Rutland Park and boat ramp adjacent to SR44
at the Withlacoochee River Bridge.

If further information is needed, please advise.:

Very truly yours,
BOARD OF SUMTER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

BERNARD R. SHELNUTT, JR.
CLERK & AUDITOR

By(:;gsz, Aéé;/25%£;€:;2

WEPUTY CLERK

Enclosure
» b
De : .
pLof lransponatior;
P.D. & E.

STANTON GIDEONS, JR. Chalrnan AM ALLEN JOHN L STEPHENS RANDALL N. THORNION - Aﬂome-y

Disirict §. Phone (904) 7932957 Distict 2, Phone (904) 793-6863 District 4, Phone (904) 793-2854 Phone (904) 7934040

P.C. Box 615, Webster, Rorda 33597 Rt 3, Box 233F. Bushnefl, Rondo 13513 423 . Dode Avenue, Bushnell, Rordo 33513 P.O. Box 58. Loke Panasofkes, Rorido 33538

TOM DIXON, Vice Charman FRAN CARSIAIRS PALOMEQUE BERNARD R. SHELNUTT, JR. - Clerk BERNARD DEW - Counly Adrainlstrator

District 1. Phone (904) 748-4762 Distnct 3. Phone (904) 748.4587 fhone {904) 7930245 Phone (9043 7930200

Rt. 2, Box 143-A, Widwood. Aoddo 34785 700 Caroline Crcle. Wildwood, Flonda 34785 209 N. Rondo Sireet, Bushnet, Borido 33513 209 M. Rorido Street, Bushred, Rodda 33543

MEETINGS: EACH TUESDAY 900 A M.

D-4
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ER 1
A RESCLUTION O©OF THE BOARD COF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA,
CONCERNING RELOCATION OF SUMTER COUNTY'S
RUTLAND PARK AND BOAT RAMP ADJACENT TO HIGHWAY
STATE ROAD 44 AT THE WITHLACOOCHEE RIVER
BRIDGE.

WHEREAS, Florida Department of Transportation has advised that
it wlll be four laning State Road 44 through the area of the
Withlacoochee River in western Sumter County, and

WHEﬁEAS, Sumter County owns, maintains and operates & park and
boat landing immediately adjacent to SR 44 which is within the
alignment of the additional lane to be added to SR 44 in that area,
and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Sumter County
desires to work with and cooperate with the State Road Department
in this construction project but the Board has detexmined that it
is in the best interest of the citizens and residents and general
public of Sumter County to maintain a county park and boat ramp in
that area, and

WHEREAS, the Florida Department of Transportation has come up
with a proposed relocation for the park which has been referred to
alignment #8 which would move the county park approximately 300
feet to the east.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County
Commissioners of Sumter County, Florida, as follows:

1. The Board of County Commissioners of Sumter County,
Florida, hereby goes on record as agreeing to the realignment of
the Rutland Park which lies in the southeast quadrant of the
intersection of SR 44 with the Withlacoochee River in western
Sumter County &s per alignment #8. This will move the county park
approximately 300 feet to the east and 100 feet to the south, still
allowing for boat ramps and access to the Withlacoochee River. The
size of the new park will be approximately 135 feet north and south
and 200 feet east and west. A photo copy of the alignment is
attached hereto.

2. The Board of County Commissioners of Sumter County goes on

record as consenting to this realignment subject to the condition

T e T



that the new park be suitable and permitted for parking, picnic
tables and a boat ramp. The Florida Department of Transportation
agrees to assist Sumter County in obtaining all necessary permits
to utilize the 1land in that manner. That Board of County
Commissioners is not aware of ownership of the property. The
concurrence as stated herein to the realignment is subject to a
condition that D.0.T. acquire the property and that it be conveyed
to Sumter County.

3. A copy of this resolution shall be spread among the
minutes of this Board and a certified copy shall be furnished to
Florida Department of Transportation and to such other entities as
designated from time to time.

DONE and RESOLVED at Bushnell, Sumter County, Florida.

ATTEST: BERNARD R. SHELNUTT, JR. BOARD QF CQUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Clerk of Circuit Court OF SUMTER, COUNTY, FLORIDA
sy:  Chons Mt det

Deputy Clerk Stanton Gideons, Jr ./~ Chairman

STATE OF FLORIDA, COUNTY OF SUwiTeR
t HEREBY CERTIFY, that the atove and
foregoing Is a true Copy of the original.

Be|

d R.

shelnutt, Jr.,; Clerk of Circuit Caurt

. Deputy Cler.




MBoard of @ounty Commissioners
Sumter County, Hlorida
209 N. Florida Street - Bushnel, Florida 33513

Office Tetephone (904) 783-0200
FAX (304) 7830207

June 7, 1991

Mr. John McAllister
Department of Tramsportation
Project Development

719 S. Woodland Blvd.
DelLand, F1 32720

Dear Mr. McAllister:

Enclosed please find a certlfied copy of the minutes of January 8,
1991, as requested. No resolution was adopted. -

If we can be of further service, please advise. .

Very truly yours,
BOARD OF SUMTER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

BERNARD R. SHELNUTT, JR.
CLERK & AUDITOR

By gﬁ;&z 242:¢é}iz;¢e". .
PUTY CLERK

Enclosure -
—
RECEIVED
Dept. ©f Transpornauon
pD.&LE
" STANTON GIDEONS, JR. Chalmnan M ALLEN JOHN L. STEPHENS RANDALL N, THORNTON - Aftormery i

District 5, Phong (904) 793.2957 District 2, Phone (904) 793-6883 District 4, Phone (904) 793-2854 Phone (904) 7934040
PO Box 615, Webster, Florda 33507 Rt 3, Box 233F, Bushnol, Ronga 33513 423 W. Dade Avenue, Bushnel, Forida 33513 F.O. Box 58, Loke Panaiofkes, Aorda 33538
TOM DIXON, Vice Cheimaon FRAN CARSTAIRS PALOMERUE BERNARD R. SHELNUTT. JR. - Cleric BERNARD DEW - County Adminishator
Distict 4, Phone (904) 7884782 Drstinct 3, Phone (904) 7484582 Phone (904) 1930245 Phone (904) 793-0203",
Rt 2, Box +43-A, Wilowood, Rondo 34785 700 Corcline Cicle, Wildwood, Aoada 34785 209 N. Fonida Streot, Bushnetl, Roddo 33513 209 N. Rovida Streed, Bushnell, Rofido 13543

MEETINGS  EACH TUESDAY 900 A M.

D~5
A —— 4P S O T oo O



P ., .
" BOARD OF COUNTY COMMIS...dNERS MINUTES
JANUARY B, 19931

VD

R /
JCOMMUNTCATTON 5 FIRE DEPARTMENTS /v 77
Mr, Wing moved to approve the relocation of the fire channel to the Sumterville tower !
and authorize Garry Breeden to proceed with obtaining licensing. The motion was Beconded by

¥r. Dixon and carried,

ROADS, COUNTY

Mr, Stephens moved to sccept a proposal in the amount of $4,264.60 from Carroll Con-
tracting to repair a portion of CR470 between the Chevron gas station and Pinkys Bar-B~Q.

The motion was seconded by Mr. Allen and carried.

ROADS, COUNTY b
Mr. Wing moved to approve lighting the intersection of CR476 & 476B and to place rumble

strips if necessary, The motion was seconded by Mr. Stephens and carried,

ANTMAL CONTROL
Mrs, Laura McCann wae present and discussed the animal control program. Jack Reynolds
and Joe Costa, Animal Control Officer were also present and spoke, Mr. Allen requested that
procedures with regard to complaints, etc., be developed and made available to the public,

The wmotieon was seconded by Mr, Dixon and carried,

MUNICIPALITIES - RAILROADS - RESOLUTION

Mr, Vince Ruano, Bushnell City Manager, discussed the Railroad's request to close the
exossing on East Dade Ave. Mr. Wing moved to suthorize s resolution or letter in support of
the City of Bushnell to keep the crossing open and request that the crossing be signalized, -

The motion was eeconded by Mr. Stephens and carried,

ROADS, STATE
Mr, John McAllister, Florida Department of Transportation was present and updated the
Board on the SR44 project., Mr, Stephens moved to endorse alignment #8 of the preliminary

alignment evaluation. The motion was seconded by Mr. Dixon and carried,

EAPS & PLATS
Kr. Wing moved to approve the Subdivision Adviscry Committee Meeting Special Minutes of
January 3, 1991. The motion was seconded by Mr. Dixon and carried.
SYATE OF FLORIDA, COUNTY OF SUMTLA

t HEREBY CERTIFY, that the above ang
foragoing & trus copy of the original,

Bernard R, Sheinutt, Jr., Clerk of Circutt Coult
Ww Deputy Ciere - 2=

DetedJoizzo D, L2y .
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Florida House of Representatives
Everett A. Kelly Committees
Speaker pro tempore . L
. . Ethics & Elections
Representative, 46th District Ethics Subcommittee, Chairman
House Administration
Reply to: Insurance
[0 Post Office Box 618 Natural Resources
111 Sinclair Avenue Intern Program
" Tavares, FL 32778 Offici :
(004) 7426116 Ex Officic Member, All House Committees

(904) 793-7009

{J 420 The Capitol
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1300
(904) 488-5991 October 10, 19891

Mr. Thomas F. Barry, Jr., P. E.

District Secretary, District Five

Department of Transportation

719 South Woodland Boulevard

Deland , FL 32720

Dear Mr. Barry,

I am writing this letter in support of the proposed multilaning of
SR 44 in Sumter and Citrus County. It was my hope to attend the
public hearing next week at East Citrus Community Center, but
appears I will not be able to make it.

Please express my views of support for this much needed and long
overdue project.

Thank you and good luck at your hearing.
Sincerest Regards,
o ¢5§fi€é;éfJ //
' Everett A. Kelly
EAK/agb

RECECIVED
0CT 15 1891

pEPT. OF TRANS.
DISTRICT OFFICE DeLAND

D-6

Pnnled on Recyclable Paper




October 7, 1991

Florida Department of Transportation
Post Office Box 47
DeLand, Florida 32720

Gentlemen:

It is with great interest and enthusiasm that we support DOT’s
plan to improve - SR 44 from its intersection of SR 45 easterly to
the I-75 interchange. . It is our understanding that by increasing
this roadway to four lanes,-that it will have the capability cof
moving larger volumes of traffic in a safe and efficient manner.
Obviously the two-lane width has served its purpose. However, as
our City, County, and State continues to grow, it is rapidly
outliving its usefulness. .

Admittedly, the majority of this improvement will not be within
the City of Inverness. - However, we recognize that the overall ,
betterment of the roadway will also-increase the safety of the .
motorists and citizens within our City.  As you are well aware;, - .
plans are being finalized to improve SR 44 through the City’ of
Inverness and this would made a logical extension of that im-"-°
provement. Understanding that you are in the initial stages ef .- .
planning and design, we encourage you to keep.this on'your calen- _. .
dar of improvements and move.it forward as expeditiously as.
possible, One final comment - I am certain that -you ‘recognize
that the abandonment of the railroad and subsequent.acquisition

by the State for a railtrail occurs along SR 44 .on the eastern
edge of our City. It would not seem unreasonable for the-State

to closely review this old concrete culvert and seriously consid=-

er reducing its height and, thereby, changing the elevation of
the road which would make it safer for motorists.

Again, we support and encourage this project and hope that it
will proceed at your earliest possible convenience.

Sincerely,
Ci:Z,Lc24:7L /K£Z4éith‘é7
Vincent Scheer, Sr.

City Council President

VIS:mjc

D-7

212 W. Main Street « inverness, Florida 32650-4801 » {904) 726-2611+ FAX (904) 726-0607




APPENDIX "E*
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING ROADWAY PLANS
The Preliminary Engineering Roadway Plans have been reduced for inclusion into this report. The 1°=

100’ Preliminary Engineering Roadway Plans, 1988 aerial flight, depicting the preferred alignment are
on file in the District Office.
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