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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) conducted a Project Development and
Environment (PD&E) Study Reevaluation of a previously approved study of the SR 52
project corridor from east of the Suncoast Parkway to west of I-75 in Pasco County. The
Reevaluation assessed the engineering and environmental effects associated with the
widening of the existing two-lane rural roadway to a six-lane divided urban and rural roadway
for the segment of SR 52 from east of the Suncoast Parkway to west of I-75, approximately
13.9 miles.

In July 1988, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) approved the Environmental
Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact for the SR 52 PD&E Study from US 19 to I-75
(SR 93). The 1988 study proposed widening SR 52 to a multilane divided highway for
approximately 23.3 miles. A six-lane divided urban cross section was proposed from US 19 to
Moon Lake Road, and a four-lane rural cross section was proposed from Moon Lake Road to
I-75. For this Reevaluation, a six-lane divided urban roadway is proposed from east of the
Suncoast Parkway to Shady Hills Road, and a six-lane divided rural roadway is proposed from
Shady Hills Road to west of I-75.

Since the original PD&E Study, two Design Change Reevaluations have been conducted
within the project limits. The first Reevaluation (FHWA approved December 17, 2001)
covered the segment from the Suncoast Parkway to US 41. The second Reevaluation
(FHWA approved February 2, 2007) covered the segment from the Suncoast Parkway to I-
75.

Public involvement for this study was conducted as an integral part of this project and has
been carried out in accordance with the FDOT PD&E Manual. The purpose of the public
involvement is to establish and maintain communication with the public at-large and
individuals and agencies concerned with the project and its potential effects. To facilitate
communication and ensure input from agencies and the public, a Public Hearing was held
on May 25, 2006. The Public Hearing presented results from the Reevaluation process and
provided individuals the opportunity to express their views concerning the conceptual design
and social, economic and environmental effects of the proposed improvements. A
continuation and conclusion of the Public Hearing was held on June 8, 2006, which offered
an additional opportunity for interested parties to provide comments concerning the project.

Coordination conducted and public comments received during the SR 52 PD&E Study
Reevaluation led the FDOT to modify the proposed alternative to shift the alignment to the
north in the vicinity of Kent Grove Drive and Pierce Lake Road.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) conducted a Reevaluation of the previously
approved Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study for the segment of SR 52
from east of the Suncoast Parkway to west of I-75 in Pasco County, Florida. The
Reevaluation examined changes in the engineering and environmental effects between the
originally selected alternative and the proposed design improvements.

In July 1988, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) approved the Environmental
Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact (EA/FONSI) for the SR 52 PD&E Study from US
19 to I-75 (SR 93). The 1988 study proposed widening SR 52 to a multilane divided highway
for approximately 23.3 miles, and replacing a low level bridge over Bear Creek, located
approximately 1.5 miles east of US 19. A six-lane divided urban roadway was proposed from
US 19 to Moon Lake Road, and a four-lane rural roadway was proposed from Moon Lake
Road to I-75. For this Reevaluation, a six-lane divided urban roadway is proposed from east
of the Suncoast Parkway to Shady Hills Road, and a six-lane divided rural roadway is
proposed from Shady Hills Road to west of I-75.

1.1 Project Description

The FDOT is proposing improvements to SR 52 from the Suncoast Parkway to I-75 in Pasco
County, Florida, a distance of approximately 16 miles. The proposed improvements consist
of widening the existing two-lane rural roadway to a six-lane divided urban highway from the
Suncoast Parkway to Shady Hills Road and a six-lane divided rural highway from Shady
Hills Road to east of I-75 to accommodate present and future traffic demands.

SR 52 is an east-west arterial highway in Pasco County, beginning at US 19 and terminating
at the US 98 Dade City Bypass. The FDOT proposed improvements to SR 52 from east of
the Suncoast Parkway to west of I-75 in Pasco County, a distance of approximately 13.9
miles. The proposed improvements consist of widening the existing two-lane rural roadway
to a six-lane divided urban and rural roadway to accommodate present and future traffic
demands. The project location is shown in Figure 1.

1.2 Existing Facility

The existing SR 52 roadway is typically a two-lane rural facility with one 12-foot travel lane in
each direction and 12-foot shoulders (4 feet paved). The roadway cross section varies
throughout the length of the project. Turn lanes have been added at certain intersections.
The existing right-of-way varies in width with a minimum of 100 feet.
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1.3 Proposed Improvements

1.3.1 Typical Section

In the EA/FONSI, the typical section proposed for the limits covered by this reevaluation
provided a 52-foot median separating two 12-foot lanes for each direction of travel. Ten-foot
shoulders would be provided on each side of the roadway. Five feet of the 10-foot width
would be paved which would accommodate bicyclists. The total right-of-way width for this
typical section totaled 212 feet.

For the proposed design change, from the Suncoast Parkway to Shady Hills Road, the
typical section provides a 46-foot raised grass median, separating three 12-foot lanes for
each direction of travel. Four-foot bike lanes are provided on each side of the facility. A 5-
foot sidewalk will be provided along the south side of the roadway and a 12-foot multi-use
path will be provided on the north side of the roadway. From Shady Hills Road to I-75, the
rural typical section provides a 46-foot median, separating three 12-foot lanes for each
direction of travel. Ten-foot shoulders (5 feet paved) will accommodate bicyclists. A 12-foot
multi-use path will be provided on the north side of the roadway. The proposed roadway
typical sections are shown in Figure 2.

1.3.2 Alignment

The recommended alignment for the SR 52 project corridor was evaluated and compared to
the approved EA/FONSI. The alignment is consistent with the 1988 study from the
Suncoast Parkway to 3,400 feet west of Ehren Cutoff. From approximately 3,400 feet west
of Ehren Cutoff to I-75, the proposed alignment is shifted to the north. This keeps the
proposed multi-use path on the north side of the roadway, without a need for a bridge over
SR 52 if the alignment from the approved EA/FONSI is used.

1.3.3 Design Change Reevaluation

Since the original PD&E Study, two Design Change Reevaluations have been conducted
within the project limits. The first Reevaluation (FHWA approved December 17, 2001)
covered the segment from the Suncoast Parkway to US 41. It kept the same alignment as
the original PD&E Study, but changed the typical section from a 212-foot wide rural facility to
a 156-foot wide urban facility. The second Reevaluation (FHWA approved February 2,
2007) covered the segment from the Suncoast Parkway to I-75. It provides for a 250-foot
rural typical section. An alignment shift to the south was studied in the vicinity of Kent Grove
Drive and the CSX Railroad. However, it was decided to keep the alignment to the north,
consistent with the original PD&E Study. From US 41 to Ehren Cutoff, the alignment is
consistent with the original PD&E Study. From Ehren Cutoff to I-75, the alignment is shifted
to the north.
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1.4 Purpose

Public involvement for this study was conducted as an integral part of this project and has
been carried out in accordance with the FDOT PD&E Manual. The purpose of the public
involvement is to establish and maintain communication with the public at-large and
individuals and agencies concerned with the project and its potential effects. To facilitate
communication and ensure input from agencies and the public, a Public Hearing was held
on May 25, 2006. The Public Hearing presented results from the Reevaluation process and
provided individuals the opportunity to express their views concerning the conceptual design
and social, economic and environmental effects of the proposed improvements. A
continuation and conclusion of the Public Hearing was held on June 8, 2006, which offered
an additional opportunity for interested parties to provide comments concerning the project.

As part of the public involvement activities for this project, a newsletter was mailed to
property owners, public officials and agencies on the mailing list as notification of the FHWA
approval of the Reevaluation.

The following sections of this report detail the FDOT’s program to fully address and resolve
project-related issues identified through the public involvement program.

1.4.1 Advance Notification

Although an Advance Notification process was not conducted for the Reevaluation, it was
documented in the original 1988 PD&E Study, when the FDOT initiated early project
coordination in 1984, by distribution of an Advance Notification package to the State
Clearinghouse. This package was submitted to state and federal agencies and other
interested parties, and it defined the project and described anticipated issues and effects.
Agencies contacted, their comments and the disposition/responses are included in the 1988
PD&E Study Environmental Assessment document.

1.4.2 Interagency Coordination and Consultation

A presentation was made by the FDOT on the proposed project to the Pasco Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) on March 9, 2006. FDOT has not conducted any other formal
coordination or consultation with other agencies during the Reevaluation process.

2.0 PUBLIC HEARING SUMMARY

A formal Public Hearing was held on May 25, 2006 at Bethel Baptist Church, 18935
Michigan Lane in Spring Hill (Land O’ Lakes), Florida from 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. The
Hearing was held to present the results of the Reevaluation process and to give the public
the opportunity to express their views concerning the conceptual design and social,
economic, and environmental effects of the proposed improvements. The number of
persons who signed the attendance sheets at the Hearing totaled 89. Fifteen FDOT and
consultant staff members also signed the attendance sheets. Some members of the public
listed their affiliation/organization on the sign-in sheets. These organizations included:

e Pasco MPO
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Pasco County Engineering Services

Pasco County

Pasco County Commissioner Pat Mulieri
Gaylord Merlin [Eminent Domain Lawyers]
AG Armstrong Development [Retail/Supermarket Developers]
Crossroads Sawmill

Terrabrook [Connerton]

ABC4lI, Inc.

HillCrest Property, LLP

Gulfcoast North AHEC

Country Gardens Animal Hospital

Park Auto Salvage

A continuation and conclusion of the Public Hearing was held on June 8, 2006 at the
Historic Pasco County Courthouse, 37918 Meridian Avenue in Dade City, Florida from 11:00
a.m. to 12:00 p.m. The number of persons who signed the attendance sheets at the
continuation and conclusion of the Hearing totaled 24. Eleven FDOT and consultant staff
members also signed the attendance sheets. Some members of the public listed their
affiliation/organization on the sign-in sheets. These organizations included:

Florida Design Consultants

Standard Pacific Homes

HDR

Pasco County Commissioner Pat Mulieri
Pasco County Commissioner Jack Mariano
Pasco County

Tampa Tribune

St. Petersburg Times

Notification letters were mailed to elected officials and agency representatives at least 25 to
30 days prior to the Hearing proceedings. Property owners whose property lies in whole or
in part within 300 feet from the centerline of the proposed project were notified of the
Hearing proceedings 21 days in advance, in accordance with Florida Statutes and the PD&E
Manual. Interested citizens were also notified by letter of the Public Hearing proceedings.

The support documents for the Reevaluation process were made available for public review
prior to and after the Public Hearing beginning May 4, 2006 through June 19, 2006 at the
Hudson Regional Library, 8012 Library Road in Hudson, Florida and the Hugh Embry
Branch Library, 14215 Fourth Street in Dade City, Florida. Project documents displayed at
the Hearing proceedings included the Draft Reevaluation document, Draft Design Traffic
Report, Draft Contamination Screening Reevaluation, Draft Traffic Forecast Report, Draft
Cultural Resources Assessment Survey Update Technical Memorandum, Draft Concept
Plans, Draft Wetlands Reevaluation, Draft Air Quality Report, and Draft Noise Study Report.

The Public Hearing notifications were advertised in the Florida Administrative Weekly on
May 19, 2006 and May 26, 2006. Legal display advertisements for the Hearing were
published on May 4, 2006 and May 18, 2006 in the Pasco County Edition of the Tampa
Tribune.
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The Hearing on May 25, 2006 consisted of an informal session and a formal session. The
informal session began at 5:00 p.m. and lasted until 6:00 p.m. During that time, the public
could view a continuously-running video, view the concept plans and project documents on
display, speak to the court reporter in a one-on-one setting, or ask questions of FDOT
representatives. Project brochures were available to all attendees. The formal portion of
the Hearing began at 6:00 p.m. Kirk Bogen, Project Development Engineer for FDOT
District 7, presided at the Hearing. A formal public comment session followed the formal
presentation. The court reporter transcribed the entire formal portion. Following the formal
portion of the Public Hearing, the informal portion resumed until 7:00 p.m., at which time it
was announced that the Hearing was going to be kept open and continued on June 8, 2006.

The Hearing continuation and conclusion on June 8, 2006 also consisted of a formal session
and an informal session. The formal session began at 11:00 a.m. and lasted until 11:35
a.m. The formal session began with a single showing of the project video, followed by a
formal presentation, followed by a formal public comment session. This formal session was
followed by an informal open house type session, when the public could view the concept
plans and project documents on display, speak to the court reporter in a one-on-one setting
or ask questions of FDOT representatives. Project brochures were available to all
attendees. Kirk Bogen presided at the Hearing. The court reporter transcribed the entire
formal portion. The informal portion lasted from approximately 11:35 a.m. until 12:00 p.m.

Persons were able to offer statements as part of the Official Public Hearing Record in one of
four ways: (1) make an oral statement during the formal portions of the Hearing; (2) make
an oral statement to the court reporter during the informal portion of the Hearing; (3)
complete the Comment Form and submit it to the court reporter or drop it in the ‘Comment
Form’ boxes; or (4) complete and mail the Comment Form to the FDOT - District 7.

Copies of the legal display advertisements, notification letters, Public Hearing brochure, and
attendance rosters are included in Appendix A. Copies of the Public Hearing Transcripts
are included in Appendix B. The response letters are included in Appendix C.

Specific questions and comments received at the Public Hearing were answered at the
Hearing proceedings, by letter or during informal discussions with concerned individuals.
No one-on-one oral statements were given to the court reporter during the informal portion
of the Hearing. At the May 25, 2006 Hearing, five people gave oral statements during the
formal portion of the Hearing. At the June 8, 2006 Hearing continuation and conclusion, five
people gave oral statements during the formal portion of the Hearing proceedings.

Thirty-nine unique written statements (some providing more than one comment) from 36
commenters, were received either at the Hearing proceedings or in the mail. The comments
are summarized in Section 3.0.

3.0 SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS

This section summarizes the substantive comments made at the Public Hearing
proceedings. The oral comments are included as part of the Hearing transcripts in Appendix
B. Direct response letters were sent by FDOT to commenters when deemed necessary,
and are included in Appendix C. Comment topics include effects to properties and
relocation, access management and traffic signals.
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3.1 Formal Hearing Oral Statements (May 25, 2006) and Responses

Comment: A representative of Pilot Country Estates residential community had comments
related to the project’'s effect on his community. He suggested the addition of a left-hand
turn lane for cars leaving the development to go east on SR 52. He also suggested the
burial of the power lines along SR 52 that exist in front of the airplane runway in the
community.

Response: Median openings will be finalized as part of access management during the
final roadway design. During final design, consideration will be given to all median opening
requests, and each request will be considered in relation to the other median openings
planned in the vicinity.

FDOT has reviewed the letter dated May 25, 2005 from FDOT Central Office that Pilot
Country Estates provided regarding the FDOT re-inspection for Pilot Country’s facility. In
accordance with this letter and discussions between the FDOT District 7 Aviation Office and
the FDOT Central Office Aviation Office, the power lines are not expected to be an
interference or safety issue based on the current configuration of the Pilot Country runway
and current safety standards. If there are pertinent changes to the current safety standards,
FDOT will coordinate with the Withlacoochee River Electric Cooperative, Inc. power
company to assess the feasibility of burying a portion of the power lines during construction
of the roadway.

A direct response letter was sent on December 21, 2006 to the representative of the Pilot
Country Estates Homeowners’ Association (Appendix C).

Comment: One person had comments related to the effects of the proposed SR 52
alignment on the proposed Williams Park project located approximately 1,000 feet west of
the intersection of SR 52 and US 41. He was concerned that the proposed roadway would
make the commercial uses planned for Williams Park infeasible. He also stated that he had
a Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment report for the property immediately north of the
Williams Park property, and the report found no adverse environmental effects. He also
mentioned that a newly installed natural gas pipeline exists on the southern side of the SR
52 right-of-way, and that care should be exercised to minimize effects to that pipeline. He
had a concern that the proposed alignment has a “dip” and a “curve” that would affect sight
lines at the approach to the SR 52 and US 41 intersection.

Response: FDOT has reevaluated the proposed alignment and adjustments have been
made in the area of the commenter’s concern.

A direct response letter to the law firm representing the Williams Park project was sent on
December 21, 2006 (Appendix C).

Comment: One person voiced concern that 21 to 23 homes would be affected by the
proposed roadway. She suggested shifting the road “to the northern side of the existing
road.” She also stated that the northern side of the road is “swamp area in that Pierce Lake
Road area,” so it is not useful to residents versus the lake on the south side of the road
which is being used by the residents of homes around the lake. She also expressed her
concern over run-off from the road affecting the lake.
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Response: FDOT has reevaluated alignment options in this area, and has shifted the
proposed roadway alignment to the north in the vicinity of Kent Grove Drive and Pierce Lake
Road. This shift in the proposed alignment will avoid the residential relocations in that area.

Comment: One person had comments related to the Kent Grove Drive intersection with SR
52. He was concerned that there is no traffic signal there, and that a proposed residential
development would add up to 2,400 additional vehicles traveling through that intersection.
He was also concerned that there is not going to be enough drainage under SR 52 to allow
water to drain from the well field by Connerton into Gowers Corner. He is concerned about
pollution and the quality of water in the Ryles Creek and Pithlachascotee River. He is also
concerned about the relocation of numerous families. He suggested moving the alignment
further to the north near the railroad tracks and eliminating more of the curve, and avoiding
the relocation of numerous families.

Response: FDOT has reevaluated alignment options in this area, and has shifted the
proposed roadway alignment to the north in the vicinity of Kent Grove Drive and Pierce Lake
Road. This shift in the proposed alignment will avoid the residential relocations in that area.
Drainage issues and traffic signals will be evaluated during final design.

Comment: One person voiced a concern that Giddens Road was going to experience heavy
traffic from industrial trucks from a light industrial parcel of land at the end of that street. She
also expressed concern that there is no way to turn east on SR 52 from Giddens Road
without making a U-turn.

Response: FDOT is reevaluating alignment options in this area. Additionally, the Access
Management Committee will assess each request for median openings and turning lanes
during final design and each request will be given utmost consideration.

3.2 Formal Hearing Oral Statements (June 8, 2006) and
Responses

Comment: One person expressed concern with the design of the section between Pasco
Road and I-75. She was concerned with the number of lanes and traffic flow and the
potential for congestion.

Response: FDOT will address the number of lanes in the vicinity of I-75 during the final
design portion of the project.

Comment: One person commented on the proposed sidewalk planned for the south side of
SR 52, preserving the pedestrian connections through Southwest Florida Water
Management District (SWFWMD) property near the Connerton development, and the lack of
a sidewalk planned for Ridge Road between the Suncoast Parkway and US 41.

Response: Comment noted. Ridge Road is conceptual at this time and falls within Pasco
County jurisdiction.

Comment: One person was concerned that a SR 52 bridge over the Pithlachascotee River
Basin would not be substantial enough for an effective wildlife crossing beneath it. He also
was concerned that no traffic light was proposed for Kent Grove Drive at SR 52. He
recommended a traffic signal or speed reduction be put in place at that intersection. This
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speaker also expressed concern over the relocation of 19 homes due to the alignment
shifting to the south of the existing alignment near the railroad. He suggested shifting to the
north to avoid relocating the residents. He also expressed concern over drainage and flow
from Ryles Branch into the Upper Pithlachascotee River Basin.

Response: FDOT has reevaluated alignment options in this area, and has shifted the
proposed roadway alignment to the north in the vicinity of Kent Grove Drive and Pierce Lake
Road. This shift in the proposed alignment will avoid the residential relocations in that area.
Wildlife crossing, traffic signals and drainage issues will be evaluated during final design.

Comment: One person stated that he was an attorney representing Standard Pacific, a
landowner at the northeast quadrant of Bellamy Brothers Boulevard and SR 52. He was
concerned that the proposed right-of-way is coming from the north side of the road. His
client is planning a residential subdivision in that area and is concerned that the proposed
right-of-way would take 30 to 35 single-family lots from the subdivision, along with other
features. He suggested that the right-of-way be shifted to the south, so that the land taken
for the right-of-way would be taken equally from the north and south sides of the road.

Response: At this point of the project process, FDOT does not intend to acquire right-of-
way from both sides of the alignment. As the project moves into the design process, which
is scheduled for fiscal year 2008, FDOT will further define the corridor concept.

A direct response letter to the law firm representing Standard Pacific was sent on December
21, 2006 (Appendix C).

Comment: One person asked why the plan was changed from the 1988 study of placing
the alignment on the south (between Kent Grove Drive and US 41), versus the north side.
He also asked if the plan was still to go to the south side.

Response: FDOT has reevaluated alignment options in this area and has shifted the
proposed roadway alignment to the north in the vicinity of Kent Grove Drive and Pierce Lake
Road. This shift in the proposed alignment will avoid the residential relocations in that area.

3.3 Written Comments and Responses

Twenty written comment sheets were received at the Public Hearing held at the Bethel
Baptist Church on May 25, 2006. Three written comment sheets were received at the Public
Hearing continuation held at the Historic Pasco County Courthouse on June 8, 2006.
Fifteen written comments from other individuals were received via postal mail and email
during the comment period. The same written comment from the same person, even if
submitted in different formats, was counted as one comment. One telephone call requesting
public hearing proceeding information was received. A total of 53 comments have been
reviewed and are summarized in Table 1. Responses to the comments follow.
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Table 1
Written Comment Summary

Number

Received Comment

Requests to be added to project mailing list

Requests for documents/information

Median openings/access management comments

Alignment should be to north of SR 52

Noise levels, installation of noise barrier

Requests for agency coordination

Bottleneck effect at I-75 interchange

Get project underway quickly

Request acceleration/deceleration lane at Pasco Trails Boulevard and SR 52
Request that right-of-way be taken from both sides of road

Property will be rendered unusable by proposed road project

Alignment should move to south of SR 52 near Shady Hills

Bury power lines along north side of SR 52 located by runway at Pilot Country
Estates

Meeting was well-organized and answered questions

Support for the proposed route

Effects to proposed Country Gardens Animal Hospital at US 41

Comments on concept plans (wording and depiction suggestions)

53* TOTAL

Note: *Some comment sheets included comments on more than one issue.
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Comment: There were several requests for documents and information.

Response: FDOT Environmental Management Office referred the information requests to
the FDOT Public Records office, and responses, as required, are pending. FDOT
responded to one telephone call requesting information for Public Hearing proceeding
materials (transmittal letter included in Appendix C).

Comment: Several commenters requested median openings and had access management
comments.

Response: The Access Management Committee will assess each request for median
openings and turning lanes during final design and each request will be given utmost
consideration.

Comment: Alignment should be to north of SR 52 [in the vicinity of Kent Grove Drive and
Pierce Lake Road].

Response: FDOT has reevaluated alignment options in this area and has shifted the
proposed roadway alignment to the north in the vicinity of Kent Grove Drive and Pierce Lake
Road.

Comment: Commenters questioned noise levels and the noise study and requested
installation of noise barriers.

Response: FDOT is updating the noise study and those results will be revisited during the
future design phase of the project.
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Comment: Requests to coordinate with Pasco County government.
Response: FDOT is coordinating this project with Pasco County government.

Comment: Commenters questioned the design in the vicinity of I-75, specifically the
number of lanes, and are concerned about the bottleneck effect.

Response: FDOT will address the number of lanes in the vicinity of I-75 during the final
design portion of the project.

Comment: Get project underway quickly before construction costs get too high, and so that
affected property owners can make arrangements and traffic is alleviated.

Response: Comment noted.
Comment: Request acceleration/deceleration lane at Pasco Trails Boulevard and SR 52.

Response: FDOT will assess each request for acceleration/deceleration lanes during final
design and each request will be given utmost consideration. A direct response letter to the
commenter is pending.

Comment: Property will be rendered unusable by proposed road project.
Response: Comment noted.

Comment: Alignment should move to south of SR 52 near Shady Hills. The commenter
also expressed concern regarding effects to the Quail Ridge subdivision entrance.

Response: The proposed northerly shifted SR 52 alignment from the Suncoast Parkway to
east of the Quail Ridge subdivision has not changed since the original 1988 PD&E Study.
FDOT realizes that a sinkhole would need to be filled as part of the widening. This practice
is not uncommon for sinkholes of this size. The utilities that are located along the north side
of the roadway and at the Shady Hills Road intersection are not considered major and would
be relocated as part of the normal construction process.

The only effect to the Quail Ridge entrance of the subdivision would be the shortening of the
driveway. The existing wall would not be affected. The FDOT acknowledges that a number
of trees would be removed during the construction of the roadway; however, this is expected
to occur regardless of the alignment shift. The primary constraint dictating a northerly
alignment shift is a high-pressure natural gas distribution pipeline located underground
south of the existing SR 52 roadway. The high cost of relocating the natural gas pipeline
outweighs the effects of a northerly alignment shift.

A direct response letter was sent to the commenter on August 14, 2006 (Appendix C).

Comment: Bury power lines underground along north side of SR 52 located by runway at
Pilot Country Estates.

Response: FDOT has reviewed the letter dated May 25, 2005 from FDOT Central Office
that Pilot Country Estates provided regarding the re-inspection by FDOT for Pilot Country
Estates’ facility. In accordance with this letter and discussions between the FDOT District 7
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Aviation Office and the FDOT Central Office Aviation Office, the power lines are not
expected to be an interference or safety issue based on the current configuration of the Pilot
Country runway and current safety standards. If there are pertinent changes to the current
safety standards, FDOT will coordinate with the Withlacoochee River Electric Cooperative,
Inc. power company to assess the feasibility of burying a portion of the power lines during
construction of the roadway.

A direct response letter was sent on December 21, 2006 to the representative of the Pilot
Country Estates Homeowners’ Association (Appendix C).

Comment: Meeting was well-organized and answered questions.
Response: Comment noted.

Comment: Support for proposed project route.

Response: Comment noted.

Comment: Comments on concept plans (wording and depiction suggestions) from Pasco
MPO.

Response: Comments noted.

Comment: Concern that the proposed route for the roadway expansion may affect the
proposed Country Gardens Animal Hospital project to be located on the northeast corner of
the intersection of SR 52 and US 41.

Response: The conceptual alignment at the intersection remains unchanged from the
roadway alignment that was developed during the 1988 PD&E Study. The proposed
geometry of the SR 52 and US 41 intersection is predicated upon safety requirements
regarding sight distance at this intersection.

Moving the alignment to the south would result in a sharper curve and would exacerbate the
unsafe condition at the intersection. Moving the existing alignment to the north, as
developed in the 1988 PD&E Study, flattens out the curve and results in a facility that meets
design and safety standards.

During the design phase of the project, FDOT will evaluate measures to minimize effects to
the Country Gardens Animal Hospital to the greatest extent practical.

A direct response letter was sent to the owner of the Country Gardens Animal Hospital on
August 9, 2006 (Appendix C).

Comment: Request that right-of-way be taken from both sides of road, rather than just
north side of road, in two locations: the Standard Pacific proposed residential subdivision
(Bellamy Brothers Boulevard and SR 52) and the Hillcrest Property (Old Pasco Road and
SR 52).

Response: At this point of the project process, FDOT does not intend to acquire right-of-
way from both sides of the alignment. As the project moves into the design process, which
is scheduled for fiscal year 2008, FDOT will further refine the corridor concepts.
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A direct response letter was sent on December 21, 2006 to the law firm representing
Standard Pacific and Hillcrest Property (Appendix C).

4.0 SUMMATION

Coordination conducted and public comments received during the SR 52 PD&E Study
Reevaluation led the FDOT to modify the proposed alternative to shift the alignment to the
north in the vicinity of Kent Grove Drive and Pierce Lake Road.

Public comments received at the Public Hearing and during the comment period primarily
dealt with information requests, median openings/access management comments, shifting
the alignment to the north, noise levels, and requests for agency coordination.
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Appendix A
Public Hearing Materials
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LEOUAL AL YENL 1OM iy e

SR 52 PD&E STUDY REEVALUATION
from East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75
PASCO COUNTY . . WPI Segment No 2562431 ® FA__\P No..1851_108

The Florida Department of Transportation will conduct a Public Heanng for the SR 52 .
* | Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study Reevaluation. The. Public P UBLIG HEARING
| Hearing will be held on Thursday, May 25, 2006 from 5:00 p.m. to 7: 00 p.m at the Bethel Date: M 25‘ 2006
Baptist Church, located at 18935 Mrchrgan Lane in Sprmg Hill (Land (0 Lakes) Flonda a e.‘_ May 23,

(SeeProject Location Map). _ _ “Time:  5:00-p.m. o 7:00 p.m.
The SR 52 PD&E Smdy Reevaluatron limits are from east of the Suncoast Parkway to | Place: Beﬂllﬂ Baptist c.hl"c"l
west of 175 in: Pasco County, a distance: of approximately 13.9 miles. The 18935 Michigan Lane
Reévaluation evaluates engineering and environmental effects of a sxx—lane wrban and | : Spring Hill (Land 0 Lakes)

six-lane rural arterial alternative and compares it to the four-larie niral concept |
recommended in the previous PD&E Study completed for SR 52 The proposed unprovements ¢onsistof widening the existing two-
lane tural roadway to a six-lane divided roadway witha multr -use path for the length of the project and sidewalks and bxke lanes from
the Suncoast Parkway to Shady HillsRoad. :

The Public Hearing will allow interested persons the opponumty to comment o the conceptual.design and social, economic, and
. | environmental effects ofthe proposed improvements. Aerial photographs, concept plans and project information will be avatlable for
* | public vigwing during the informal poition of the Hearing. An audio-visual presentation Will run continuously during the Heanng '
Representatives from the FDOT will be available beginning at 5:00 p.m. to discuss the project, answer questions, and rccelve .
comments The formal portion of the Heanng will begm at 6 00p.m. followed by apubhc commient perlod

The Study's suppomng documents will be avallable for pubhc review bcgmmng Thursday, May4 2006 through Monday, June 5,2006
atthe following locations: .

Hudson Regibnal Library B an_d Hugh Embry Branck Library

8012 Library Road . 14215 Fourth Street |
Huidson, F1.34667. Dade City, ¥133523
(Open: Monday to Thursday 9:060a.m. to 9: 00 pm. " (Open: Monday and Tuesday 12:60 noon to 9:60 p.m.,”
Friday and Saturday: 9:00 a.m. to 5:00' p m. Sunday * Wednesday and Thursday: 10: (_)0 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., Friday
Closed) . . and Satu’rday; 10:00 a';m. to-5:00 p.m., Sunday Closed)

s

- | Persons who wish to submit written statements may do so at the Hearmg, or by mail to the followmg address Robert M. Clifford,
" AICP, ModaIPlannmg and Development Manager, 11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS 7-500, Tampa, FL 33612- 6456. Comments should
- | bepostmarked by June 5, 2006 tobecome a part of the oﬂ'rcra}Publlc Heanng record.

We invite and encourage you to attend and participate in this Public Hearing. "If you have any questions concerning this project or
Tequire special assistance under the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, please contact Gabor Farkasfalvy, Proyect Manager, at
(800) 226 7220,(813) 975-6455 or gabor. farkasfalvy@dot state.flusby May 18, 2006

*SHADY HiLLsS RD

SUNGCOAST PKWY
" OLD PASGO RD:

Thls Public Hearing is being beld pursuant to the Federal Aid nghway Act, 23 USC 1010 et.seq.,128. 3]5 Section 2(a); 2(b) and

Statutes; 23 CFR 771; and Titles V1 and VIiI of the Civil Rights Act.” Access for the disabled is available and is in comphance with 49
CFRPart27and 49 CF R Parts 37and 38. - This project may involve encroachments on wetlands and ﬂoodpl ains which require special
consideration under Executive Orders 11990 & 11988, respectively.

May 18, 2006

9(e)(1) of the Department of Transportation Act; 49 CFR Section 1. -4(c); 23 CFR Section 1.32; and Chapter 339.155 of the Florida\

2546 - May 4, 2006

T} obed - au'wq;»_y/' dDS)OJML« G)OO'Z‘HWW 'WWVLL




) 'LEGALADVERTISEMENT

PASCO.COUNTY e WPlSeQment No:2562431 ®  FAPNo: 1851-108

- . The Flonda Department of T ransportanon will conducta Public Hearmg for the SR 52 Project |
Development and Environment (PD&E) Study Reevaliation. The Public Heéaring will be | HEAm NG PROCEEDING

held on Thursday, May 25, 2006 from 5:00 p.m. te 7:00 p.m. at the Bethel Baptist fer . 9 '
‘Church, located at 18935 Mlclngan Lane in Sprmg Hill (Land O’ Lakes), Florida (See Date: Thursday, May 25; ﬂﬂﬁ

- Project Location Map). ‘ | Yime:  5:00 p.m. lo T: 00 pm.
. . _ | Prace: Bethel Baptist Church
- The SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation limits are from east of the Suncoast Parkway to west 18935 Michigan Lane -

-of 1-75 in Pasco County, a distance -of approximately 13.9 miles... The Reévaluation

evaluates engineering and environmental effects of a six-lane urban and’six-ldne rural

;7| arterial altemative and compares it to the’ four-lane rural concept recommended in the Date:  Thursday, June 8, 200 g
~| ‘previous PD&E Study completed for SR 52. The proposed improvements consist.of | © Y, Jun

| widening the existing two-lane rural roadway to a six-lane divided roadway with a multi- | Time:  13:00 am. 1o 12 00 p: m,

use path for the length of the project and 51dewalks and bike lanes from the Suncoast Plate: Hisloric Pasco County

Parkway to Shady Hills Road. ' - . _ |- Domthouse

The Public Hearing wilt allow interested persons the opportunity to comment on the 37918 Me"d'a!]’Ave'_.-me

" conceptual design and social, economic, and environmental effects of the proposed Dade City, Florida

improvements.  Aerial photographs concept plans, and project information will be

“available forpublic viewing during the informal portion-of the Hearing. An audio-visual presentation will run continuously dunng the*
Hearing. Representatives from the FDOT will be available beginning at 5:00 p.m. to answer questions and receive comments. The *

formal portion of the Hearing will begin at 6:00 p.m. followed by a public comment period. It should be noted that the comment period -
for this Hearing has been extended. The Public Hearing record will remain open until Thursday, June 8,2006 at which time a*

second meeting will be held at the Historic Pasco County C ourth ouse, located at37918 Meridian Avenue in Dade Cxty, Flonda,

to conclude the hearing proceedmgs

The Study's supporting documents will be available for publlc rev1ew begmmng Thursday, May 4, 2006 through Monday, June 19

2006 at the following locations:

Hudson Regional Library . ~.and 'Hugh Embry Bra_ngh Library

8012 Library Road i 14215 Fourth Street’
Hudson, FL 34667 : ' ' "Dade City, FL. 33523
{Open: Monday to Thursday 9 00 2., to 9: 00 p mn:; {Open: Monday and Tuesday: 12:00 noon to 9: 00 p m.,
Friday and Saturday: 9:00 a.m: to 5: 00 p m; Sunday . Wednesday and Thursday: 10:00 a.m. to 6: 00 p.m., Friday .
Closed) o0 . - and’ Saturday 10:00-2.m. to'5:00 p.m., Sunday C]osed)

Persons who wish to submit wrltten statements may do 50 at elther of the two Hearing proceedmgs, or by mail to the following address: <:

Robert M. Clifford, AICP, Modal-Planning and Development Manager, 11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS 7-500, Tampa, FL 33612. -

Comments should be postmarked by June 19 2006 to become apartofthe ofﬁclalPubhc Hearing fecord.

We invite and encourage: you to attend and partmpate in this Public Heanng If you have any questions concernmg thls project or
require special assistance under the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, please contact Gabor Farkasfalvy, Project Manager at
(800) 226-7220,(813) 975-6455 or gabor farkasfalvy@dot state.fl. us by May 18, 2006

SHADY HILLS RO
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' ! This Public Hearing is being held pursuant to.the Federal Aid Highway Act, 23 USC 1010 et.seq.,128.315: Section 2(a), 2(b), and.

¢ 9(e)(1) of the Department of Transportation Act; 49 CFR Sectiob 1.4(c); 23 CFR Section 1.32; and Chapter 339.155 of the Florida

Statutes; 23 CFR 771; and Tiiles VI and VIII of the Civil Rights Act. Access for the disabled is available and is in comphance with49
CFR Part 27 and 49 CFR Parts37and38. This project may involve encroachments on wetlands and- floodplains which require specla]
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interested persons are invited. These are not rule development
workshops, but rather are public workshops held solely to
receive public input for the specific purposes described below.
At this time, the Department is not proposing rulemaking
related to the value adjustment board process.

DATE AND TIME: June 13, 2006, 9:00 am. — 4:00 p.m., or
earlier if business is completed

PLACE: R. A. Gray Building, Heritage Hall (Auditorium), 500
South Bronough St., Tallahassee, Florida

DATE AND TIME: June 15, 2006, 9:30 am. — 4:00 p.m., or
earlier if business is completed

PLACE: Orlando Public Library, Albertson Room, 101 East
Central Blvd., Orlando, Florida

DATE AND TIME: June 16, 2006, 9:00 a.m. — 4:00 p.m., or
earlier if business is completed

-PLACE: Broward County Board of County Commissioners’
Chambers, Governmental Center, Room 422, 115 South
Andrews Ave,, Fort Lauderdale, Florida

GENERAL SUBIJECT MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED:
These are public workshops held solely for the purpose of
‘receiving public input on specific subject areas relating to the
value adjustment board process, as specified below.

Subject Area No. 1 — Possible Compilation of Existing
Statutes, Rules, and Case Law: The Department is considering
the production of a compilation of existing law relating to the
value adjustment board process, and would like to receive
public input on the appropriate content of such a possible
compilation.

Subject Area No. 2 — Assessment of Degree of Need for
Training Special Magistrates: There is currently no statutory
provision for the Department to deliver training to Special
Magistrates or for Special Magistrates to receive such training.
However, the Department would like to receive public input on
the degree of need for the training of Special Magistrates and
on the appropriate content for any such training.

Subject Area No. 3 — Verification of the Qualifications of
Special Magistrates: The Department is cumrently considering
the possible development of checklists for verifying the
qualifications of Special Magistrates that could be used by the
Clerk’s of the Value Adjustment Boards to verify the
qualifications of Special Magistrates. The Department would
like to receive public input on the degree of need for such
checklists and on the appropriate content of any such
checklists.

ADDITIONAYL INFORMATION: A contextual overview and
further information on the specific subjects for these
workshops are available at hitpz/Awww.myflorida.com/dor/
property/ or may be requested from: Sharon Gallops, Florida
Department of Revenue, P. O. Box 3000, Tallahassee, Florida
32315-3000, gallopss@dor.state.f).us or (850)414-6108.
WRITTEN COMMENTS ARE WELCOME: If any interested
parties are unable to attend any of the three public workshops
referenced above, such parties are encouraged to submit

written input on the specific subject areas outlined above.
Please direct any written input to: Sharon Gallops, Florida
Department of Revenue, P. O. Box 3000, Tallahassee, FL
32315-3000 or gallopssi@dor.state.fl.us.

NOTICE UNDER THE AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES
ACT: Any person requiring special accommodations to
participate in these workshops is asked to advise the
Department at least 48 hours before such proceeding by
contacting Sharon Gallops, (850)414-6108. Any person who is
hearing or speech-impaired should contact the Department
using the Florida Relay Service, which can be reached at
(800)955-8770 (voice) and (800)955-8771 (TDD).

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

The Florida Department of Transportation invites you to
attend and participate in a Public Hearing for the State Road 52
(SR 52) Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study
Reevaluation. The proposed project involves improving SR 52
from east of the Suncoast Parkway to west of I-75 in Pasco
County, FPN: 256243-1, FAP No.: 1851-108.

DATE AND TIME: Thursday, May 25, 2006, 5:00 p.m. — 7:00
p.m. (formal portion beginning at 6:00 p.m.)

PLACE: Bethel Baptist Church, 18935 Michigan Lane, Spring
Hill (Land O’Lakes), Florida 34610

The Department will receive verbal and written comments at
the Public Hearing. 1t should be noted that the comment period
for this hearing has been extended. The Public Hearing record
will remain open until Thursday, June 8, 2006 at which time a
second meeting will be held to conclude the hearing
proceedings.

DATE AND TIME: Thursday, June 8, 2006, 11:00 am. -
12:00 p.m. (Noon)

PLACE: Dade City City Hall, 37918 Meridian Avenue, Dade
City, Florida 33525

Written comments not received at one of the hearing
proceedings may be submitted to the Department via mail but .
must be postmarked by Monday, June 19, 2006 to become part
of the official Public Hearing record. Written comments
should be addressed to: Robert M. Clifford, AICP, Modal
Planning and Development Manager, Florida Department of
Transportation, District Seven, 11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS
7-500, Tampa, Florida 33612.

GENERAL SUBJECT MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED The
Hearing is being held to allow interested persons the
opportunity to provide comments conceming the
recommended “Build” Alternative for the project. The project
proposes improving SR 52 from two to six lanes between the
Suncoast Parkway and 1-75.

The Public Hearing is being conducted pursuant to Chapter
339, Florida Statutes, 23 CFR 771, 23 U.S.C. 128, Chapter
120, Florida Statutes and Title VI and Title V111 of the United
States Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968. Individuals
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requiring special considerations under the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990 should contact Gabor Farkasfalvy,
Project Manager, at (813)975-6455 or (800)226-7220.

BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE INTERNAL
IMPROVEMENT TRUST FUND

- Pursuant to Chapter 2003-145, Laws of Florida, all notices for
the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund
are published on the Internet at the Department of
Environmental Protection’s home page at http://www.dep.
state.fl.us/ under the link or button titled “Official Notices.”

STATE BOARD OF ADMINISTRATION

NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN by the Florida Hurricane
Catastrophe Fund Finance Corporation, a public benefits
corporation created under Section 215.555(6)(d), F.S, of a
meeting of the Board of Directors to which all persons are
invited.

DATE AND TIME: May 31, 2006, this meeting will take
place during, or immediately following the conclusion of the
meeting of the Governor and Cabinet, which begins at at 9:00
am. (ET)

PLACE: Cabinet Meeting Room, Lower Level, The Capitol,
Tallahassee, Florida

GENERAL SUBJECT MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED: To
provide the authorization for the Corporation to engage in
financjal transactions, including the issuance of bonds, to
provide sufficient funds to achieve the purposes of Section
215.555,F.S.

Anyone wishing a copy of the Agenda should contact: Tracy
Allen, Florida Hurricane Catastrophe Fund, P. O. Drawer
13300, Tallahassee, FL 32317-3300, (850)413-1341.

NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN by the State Board of
Administration of a meeting to which all persons are invited.
DATE AND TIME: May 31, 2006, 9:00 am. (ET) —
conclusion

PLACE: Cabinet Meeting Room, Lower Level, The Capitol,
Tallahassee, Florida

GENERAL SUBJECT MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED: To
provide permission for the Florida Hurricane Catastrophe Fund
(“Fund”) to file Rule 19-8.028, FAC, Reimbursement
Premium Formula, along with the forms incorporated therein,
for adoption; to provide permission to file an emergency Rule
19ER06-2 (19-8.013, Revenue Bonds Issued Pursuant to
Section 215.555(6), F.S.), to address and take action on the
need to raise additional revenue to fund the obligations, costs
and expenses of the Fund and the Florida Hurricane
Catastrophe Fund Finance Corporation, including directing the
levy of emergency assessments by the Office of Insurance
Regulation and requesting the issuance of bonds by the Florida
Hurricane Catastrophe Fund Finance Corporation pursuant to

Section 215.555, F.S., and to provide permission to adopt
emergency rules to implement the Insurance Capital Build-Up
Incentive Program to implement legislation that passed on May
5, 2006, pending such legislation becoming law. In addition,
the State Board of Administration will appoint a chair for the
Florida Comunission on Hurricane Loss Projection
Methodology, and other general business of the Fund and the
Board will be addressed.

Anyone wishing a copy of Rule 19-8.028, FAC, the
emergency rules or incorporated forms should contact: Tracy
Allen, Florida Hurricane Catastrophe Fund, P. O. Drawer
13300, Tallahassee, FL 32317-3300, (850)413-1341.

DEPARTMENT OF CITRUS

The Department of Citrus announces an emergency meeting
of the Special Industry Committee to which all persons are
invited.

DATE AND TIME: Tuesday, May 16, 2006, 1:30 p.m.
PLACE: Florida Department of Citrus, 1115 East Memorial
Blvd., Lakeland, FL

GENERAL SUBJECT MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED: The
purpose of the meeting is to receive consolidated
recommendations from the Special Industry Committee’s
subcommittees and to discuss any other issues that may
properly come before the Commission.

If there is a member of the public who cannot attend the
meeting at the Florida Department of Citrus, but wishes to
appear by telephone, they may do so by calling (800)416-4254.
In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, any
person requiring special accommodations to participate in this
meeting is asked to advise the Department at least 48 hours
before the meeting by contacting Mr. Bill Jones at the above
address or by telephone at (863)499-2499.

FLORIDA PAROLE COMMISSION

The Florida Parole Commission announces a public meeting
to which all persons are invited.

DATE AND TIME: Wednesday, June 7, 2006, 9:00 a.m.
PLACE: Florida Parole Commission, 2601 Blair Stone Road,
Bldg. C, Third Floor, Tallahassee, Florida

GENERAL SUBJECT MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED:
Regularly Scheduled Meeting for all Parole, Conditional
Release, Conditional Medical Release, Addiction Recovery
and Control Release matters as well as other Commission
business.

A copy of the Agenda may be obtained by writing to: Florida
Parole Commission, 2601 Blair Stone Road, Building C,
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2450 or may be viewed at http://
www.fpc.state.fl.us.
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

The Florida Department of Transportation, District 2
announces a Public Hearing to which all persons are invited.
DATE AND TIME: June 20, 2006, 6:30 p.m.

PLACE: The Price Martin Community Center, 220 N. 11th
Street, Palatka, Fiorida

GENERAL SUBJECT MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED:
This Hearing is being held to afford interested persons the
opportunity to express their views concerning the location,
conceptual design, social, economic, and environmental effects
of Financial Project 1D: 210028-1; otherwise known as SR-15/
US-17 from CR-309 in Satsuma to SR-20/SR-100 in San
Mateo, Putnam County, Florida. The Florida Department of
Transportation will present the findings of the Project
Development and Environmental Study. The proposed project
is recommending two additional lanes of roadway be
constructed to provide capacity. Additional right of way will be
required.

Anyone needing project or public hearing information, or
special accommodations under the Americans with Disabilities
Act of 1990, should write to the address given below or call
telephone number (386)758-3700 or (800)749-2967. Special
accommodations requests under the Americans with
Disabilities Act should be made at least seven (7) days prior to
the Public Hearing.

A copy of the agenda may be obtained by writing to: Mr.
Charles Baldwin, District Secretary, Florida Department of
Transportation, District 2, 1109 S. Marion Avenue, Lake City,
Florida 32025-5874.

NOTICE OF CORRECTION — The Florida Department of
Transportation, District 7 invites you to attend and participate
in Public Hearing proceedings for the State Road 52 (SR 52)
Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study
Reevaluation. The proposed project involves improving SR 52
from east of the Suncoast Parkway to west of 1-75 in Pasco
County, FPN: 256243-1, FAP No.: 1851-108. The Public
Hearing record for this project was opened on Thursday, May
25, 2006, at Bethel Baptist Church, 18935 Michigan Lane,
Spring Hill (Land O’Lakes) and will conclude at the following
location:

DATE AND TIME: Thursday, June 8, 2006, 11:00 a.m. —
12:00 Noon

PLACE: It should be noted that this announcement has been
submitted to correct the location advertised on May 19, 2006.
The hearing will conclude at: Historic Pasco County
Courthouse, 37918 Meridian Avenue, Dade City, Florida
33525.

GENERAL SUBJECT MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED: The
hearing proceedings are being held to allow interested persons
the opportunity to provide comments conceming the

recommended “Build” Alternative for the project. The project
proposes improving SR 52 from two to six lanes between the
Suncoast Parkway and 1-75.

The Public Hearing is being conducted pursuant to Chapter
339 Florida Statutes, 23 CFR 771, 23 U.S.C. 128, Chapter 120
Florida Statutes and Title VI and Title V1II of the United States
Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968. Individuals requiring
special considerations under the Americans with Disabilities
Act of 1990 should contact Gabor Farkasfalvy, Project
Manager, (813)975-6455 or (800)226-7220.

Written comments not received at the hearing conclusion may
be submitted to the Department via mail but must be
postmarked by Monday, June 19, 2006 to become part of the
official Public Hearing record. Written comments should be
addressed to: Robert M. Clifford, AICP, Modal Planning and
Development Manager, Florida Department of Transportation,
District Seven; 11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS 7-500, Tampa,
Florida 33612.

BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE INTERNAL
IMPROVEMENT TRUST FUND

Pursuant to Chapter 2003-145, Laws of Florida, all notices for
the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund
are  published on the Internet at the Departinent of
Environmental Protection’s home page at http://www.dep.
state.fl.us/ under the link or button titled “Official Notices.”

STATE BOARD OF ADMINISTRATION

The Florida Prepaid College Program Board announces a
public workshop to which all interested parties are invited to
attend.

DATE AND TIME: Wednesday, June 7, 2006, 1:00 p.m. or
soon thereafter

PLACE: Valencia Community College, East Campus, Building
5, Room Number 112, 701 N. Econlockhatchee Trail, Orlando,
Florida 32825

GENERAL SUBJECT MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED: To
conduct a workshop with the Board’s Investment Consultant
concerning the Board’s investment policies.

A copy of the agenda may be obtained by writing to: Thomas J.
‘Wallace, Executive Director, Florida Prepaid College Program,
1801 Hermitage Blvd., Suite 210, Tallahassee, Florida 32308,
or by calling (850)488-8514.

If any person decides to appeal any decision made by the
Board with respect to any matter considered at this meeting, he
may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is
made, which will include the testimony and evidence upon
which the appeal is based.
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Florida Department of Transportation to Host Public Hearing on May 25,
2006 for the SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation (256243 1)

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) invites you to attend and participate in a Public
Hearing regarding the Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study Reevaluation for SR
52 from east of the Suncoast Parkway to west of I-75 (WPI # 256243 1), in Pasco County.

Please refer to the attached project fact sheet. The Public Hearing date, time and location are as
follows:

Thursday, May 25, 2006
5:00 p.m.- 7:00 p.m.
Bethel Baptist Church
18935 Michigan Lane
Spring Hill (Land O’Lakes), Florida

Interested parties may submit written comments at the hearing or mail them at a later date to:
Robert M. Clifford, AICP, Modal Planning & Development Manager, FDOT District Seven, 11201
N. McKinley Drive, MS 7-500, Tampa, Florida 33612-6456. We request that all comments be
postmarked by June 5, 2006 so project development may proceed.



WPI Segment No. 256243 1
FAP No. 1851-108

SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
From East of the Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75

Dear Property Owner, Business Owner, or Interested Citizen: HEAB'NG PBDCEEDINGS

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) invites you to attend and o .
participate in a Public Hearing for the State Road (SR) 52 Project Development | Date: Thuirsday, May 25, 2006

and Environment (PD&E) Study Reevaluation. _ Time: Open House 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.
" The Hearing is designed to solicit comments from the public conceming the ‘ F?rmal Hearing at 6:00 p.m.
location, conceptual design, and potential social, economic and § Location: Bethel Baptist Church
environmental effects of the proposed improvements. The limits of the 18935 Michigan Lane .
proposed project are from east of the Suncoast Parkway to west of I-75 in Spring Hill (Land 0" Lakes), Florida
Pasco County, Florida, a distance of approximately 13.9 miles. e -
Pursuant to Florida Statutes 339.155(6), this newsletter serves as notice to | Date: Th-u[S-day' June 8, 2006

property owners that all or a portion of their propesty is within 300 feetof the | Time:.  11:00am. 1o 12:00 p.m.
centerline of the proposed project. However, this does not mean that all | |gcation: Historic Pasco County Courthouse .
properties would be directly affected. 37918-Meridian Avenue

Study documents, such as maps, drawings, and other pertinent information Dade City, Florida

depicting the project's alignment and proposed improvements will be
available for public review at the Hearing and from Thursday, May 4, 2006 through Monday, June 19, 2006 at two libraries:

Hudson Regional Library and  Hugh Embry Branch Library

8012 Library Road 14215 Fourth Street

Hudson, F1. 34667 Dade City, F1. 33523

{Open: Monday to Thursday: 9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m., (Open: Monday and Tuesday: 12:00 noon 10 9:00 p.m.,
Friday and Salurday: 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Sunday Wednesday and Thursday: 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., Friday
Closed) and Saturday: 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Sunday Closed)

FDOT representatives will be available at the Hearing beginning at 5:00 p.m. to answer questions and discuss the project. Aerial
photographs and project graphics illustrating the project improvements will be displayed and an audio visual presentation will be
shown continuously. The formal portion of the Hearing will begin at 6:00 p.m. and will consist of a presentation by the FDOT
followed by a public comment period. All persons will be allowed an opportunity to express their views and furnish specific data
on matters pertinent to the project. Following the formal portion of the Hearing, the informal open house will continue until 7:00
p.m. It should be noted that the comment period for this Hearing has been extended. The Public Hearing record will remain
open until Thursday, June 8, 2006 at which time a second meeting will be held to conclude the hearing proceedings. The second

meeting will be held on Thursday, June 8, 2006 from 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. at the Historic Pasco County Courthouse, located at
37918 Meridian Avenue in Dade City, Florida.

Verbal statements, written statements and exhibits submitted atthe Hearing will become part of the official Public Hearing record.
Written statements may be provided on the enclosed comment form by placing it in the comment box at the Hearing, Hearing

Conclusion or by mail at the address on the comment form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part
of the official Public Hearing record.

This Public Hearing is being held in accordance with 23 CFR 771 and Title Vi and Vill of the Civil Rights Act. Anyone needing
special considerations under the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 should contact Gabor Farkasfalvy, Project Manager, at
(800) 226-7220, (813) 975-6455 or gabor.farkasfalvy@dot.state.fl.us. To better accommodate individual needs, we ask that such
requests be made atleast seven (7) days prior to the Hearing.

Sincerely,

-

Robert M. Clifford, AICP
District Medal Planning and Development Manager




- Project Description
The FDOT is conducting a PD&E Study
Reevaluation for proposed improvements to SR
52. The limits of the proposed project are from
east of the Suncoast Parkway to west of I-75 in
Pasco County, Florida, a distance of 13.9 miles.
The FDOT received approval of the SR 52
environmental document, an Environmental
Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact,
from the Federal Highway Administration in July
1988. That study proposed a four-lane rural
typical section for the segment of roadway from
the Suncoast Parkway to 1-75. This
Reevaluation evaluates engineering and Financial '
environmental effects associated with a six-lane '
urban and six-lane rural arterial alternative and
compares it to the four-lane rural concept that

* was previously approved in the 1988 PD&E
Study. Due to an increase in projected traffic
and anticipated changes in future land use, a six-lane typical section
is now required. The need for this project has been identified by
Pasco County in its Comprehensive Plan and by the Pasco County
Metropolitan Planning Organization in its 2025 Long Range
Transportation Plan. The improvements consist of widening the
existing two-lane rural roadway to asix-lane divided highway.

2563341
2562432 g%

2562433 C

N/A

What is a Project Development and Environment
Study?

A Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study is a
comprehensive study conducted by the FDOT. The Study evaluates
social, cultural, economic, and environmental impacts associated
with the proposed transportation improvements. The PD&E process

4206241 Su_oa Parkv

Suncoast Parkw y_:to - 75

5-year Tentative Work Program

(Fiscal Years 2006/2007 - 2010/2011)

- Financial | . e -
SR 52 Corridor Segment § .

Acqmsnron

Activity. - -
Advanced nght-

: WayAchIsmon
Construchon

Study Schedule
- PD&E Stusdy. Reevaluatlon Began June 2005
Publlc Heanng

- FHWA Approval

- Fiscal Year -

" Underway
Not Currently Funded

2006/07
2010/11

2007/08

Not Currently Funded
2007/08

Not “Currently: Funded—

Fiscal Year
2006/07 & 201 o_/_n

Not Currently Funded

May 25, 2006 - June 8, 2006
Jure 2006

develops and documents feasible alternatives for roadway
improvement and other projects. These alternatives are evaluated
based on the environmental, engineering, and socioeconomic effects
of the proposed improvements. This process is mandated by the

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA).
NEPA was created, in part, to ensure that the
potential effects of public infrastructure projects
that receive federal funds are studied prior to
construction. This process is a combined effort of
transportation and environmental

professionals who analyze the project-
EVALUATlU FACTC related information and combine it with
P eno ao | nput from the local community to
Design Cost (15% of Const.) nmilions) | $00.00 $38.97 develop the best altemative for that
_ Right-of-Way Cost (includes ponds) in ,‘,‘,ﬁﬁg,,s) $00.00 $209.96™ community'stransportation needs.
Consiruction Cost oSt 1 $00.00 | $259.79
Construction Engineering - f(l:ll:;ms} No-Build Alternative
_ Cos o :
& Inspection Cost (15% of Const) nmitions) | $00.00 $38.97 ;fhe. No-Build _Al_ternatlve represents
eaving SR 52 in its current condition
_ Gosl hile allowing for routine
0 whi 8
__ Total Cost (i miions) | _$00.00 $547§9 maintenance. The No-Build
JUIA Al el Alternative has remained a viable
Residential Relocations Number alternative throughout the
. X Reevaluation Study process.
-Business Relocations Number
Cultural Resources Number 0 Recommended Alternative
R0 ; The Recommended Alternative includes
- Acies 1 both six-lane urban and six-lane rural
Wetlands AKected 0 57.58 typical sections. The total right-of-way
Floodplains Affocied 0 46.0 width for both typical sections is 250
Contamination mng#g 0 feet, which is 38 feet more than that

* Assumes drainage refention ponds located outside of right-of-way. The design phase will further refine the

right-of-way needs and cost.

required by the 1988 study. See figures
tothe nght

|

W
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m the Suncoast Parkway to Shady Hills Road, the typical section
ludes a 46-foot median, three 12-foot lanes in each direction, 4-
vot bike lanes on each side, a 5-foot sidewalk along the south side of
! roadway, and a 12-foot multi-use path on the north side of the
dway.

~m Shady Hills Road to }-75, the rural typical section includes a 46-

t median, three 12-foot lanes in each direction, 10-foot shoulders

» feet paved) along each side that will accommodate bicydists, and a
12-foot multi-use path on the north side of the roadway.

ne proposed alignment will deviate in certain areas from the
ilignment proposed in the 1988 study. Near the CSX Railroad, the
mment shifts to the south to avoid a potential contamination site
d to reduce business damages and right-of-way costs. The original
1988 PD&E alignment was to the north. From approximately 3,400
‘' twestof Ehren Cutoffto I-75, the proposed alignment s shifted to
-north. This keeps the proposed multi-use path on the north side
Jf the roadway and prevents the path from having to cross SR 52 if
' southerly shifted alignment from the 1988 PD&E were used.

Jitle VI and Title VIl Compliance

' 's Hearing complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and
e VIl of the Civil Rights Act of 1968, as amended. Public

Jarticipation at this Hearing is encouraged and solicited without

r~ard to race, color, creed, religion, gender, age, national origin,
ability, or family status. Persons wishing to express their concerns

ow‘to_Reach Us | .
courage your partlopat "n in thls Study and |nv1te

1ai gabbr.far .as 4 w@dot state ﬂ us

relative to FDOT compliance with the Title VI and/or Title VIl may do
so by contacting the District Seven Title VI and Title VI Program
Officer, Attn: Robert M. Clifford, AICP Florida Department of
Transportation, 11207 North McKinley Drive, MS 7-500, Tampa,
Florida 33612-6456, or the Florida Department of Transportation
Equal Opportunity Office, 605 Suwannee Street, MS 65, Tallahassee,
Florida, 32399. Allinquiries or complaints will be handled according
to FDOT procedure and in an expeditious manner.

Right-of-Way Acquisition and Relocation

The FDOT has developed a Right-of-Way (ROW) and Relocation
Program in accordance with Section 339.09, Florida Statutes, and
the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition

Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-646 and as amended). The three
Proposed R/W 250’ >]]
12 g N 5 =‘§,
' Raised Grassed Median '_—l |'_5
4]
T

~ 6-LANE URBAN - Suncoast Parkway to Shady Hills Road

Proposed R/W 250°

I 29

R/W




brochures which describe in detail the FDOT's relocation
assistance and ROW acquisition program are: “Your
Relocation: Residential”; “Your Relocation: Business, Farm and
Non-Profit Organization”; and “The Real Estate Acquisition
Process.” These brochures are available this evening, as is a
representative from our ROW office. ROW questions may also
be addressed by contacting: District Right-of-Way Manager,

Florida Department of Transportation,
MS 7-900, 11201 N. McKinley Drive,
Tampa, Florida, 33612-6456, Phone:

Rovbert M. Clifiord, AICP

Hearing Conclusion and for 10 days afterward. Comments
must be postmarked by Monday, June 19, 2006 to be included
in the official Public Hearing record for this project.
Comments may be mailed to the address below.

Based on the comments received during the publicinvolvement
process, and continued
coordination with governmental
agencies, the FDOT will

(813)975-6495 or (800) 226-7220.

What Happens Next

You will have the opportunity to present
your views concerning the proposed
improvements during the Hearing, the

T e T A T T
T T R >

Modal Planning an i
Florida Department of Transportation
District Seven

Mail Station 7-500

11201 N. McKinley Drive

Tampa, Florida 33612-6456

d Development Manager

recommend an alternative to the
FHWA for its approval. A decision

+ on the reevaluation is expected by

June of 2006. All individuals on —
the mailing list will be notified by
letter of the alternative approved
by the FHWA.

11201 N. McKinley Drive | MS 7-500
Tampa, FL 33612-6456

Florida Depariment of Transportation, District Seven

The Department thanks you for participating in the Pu

blic Hearing.

EE TSR




WPI Segment No. 256243 1
FAP No. 1851-108

SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation &5
From East of the Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75

Dear Property Owner, Business Owner, or Interested Citizen:

v HEARING PROCEEDINGS
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) invites you to attend and _ ,
participate in a Public Hearing for the State Road (SR) 52 Project Development | -Date: Thursday, May 25, 2006
and Environment (PD&E) Study Reevaluation. Time: Open House 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.
" The Hearing is designed to solicit comments from the public concerning the ' F.onr'a' Hearing a1 6.00 p.m.
location, conceptual design, and potential social, economic and § Location: Bethel Ba;pﬁ§1 Church
environmental effects of the proposed improvements. The limits of the 18935 Michigan Lane .
proposed project are from east of the Suncoast Parkway to west of I-75 in Spring Hill (Land 0" Lakes), Horida
Pasco County, Florida, a distance of approximately 13.9 miles. e
Pursuant to Florida Statutes 339.155(6), this newsletter serves as notice to § Dale: 'fh“FSQa)_', June 8, 2006
property owners that all or a portion of their property is within 300 feet of the § Time: 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.
centerline of the proposed project. However, this does not mean that all | ygeation: Historic Pasco County Courthouse
properties would be directly affected. " 37918 Meridian Avenue
Study documents, such as maps, drawings, and other pertinent information [Dade City, Florida
depicting the project's alignment and proposed improvements will be e
available for public review at the Hearing and from Thursday, May 4, 2006 through Monday, June 19, 2006 at two libraries:

Hudson Regional Library and  Hugh Embry Branch Library

8012 Library Road 14215 Fourth Street

Hudson, FL 34667 Dade Gity, FL 33523

(Open: Monday to Thursday: 9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m., (Open: Monday and Tuesday: 12:00 noon to 9:00 p.m.,
Friday and Saturday: 9:00 a.nm. 10 5:00 p.m. Sunday Wednesday and Thursday: 10:00 a.m. o 6:00 p.m., Friday
Closed) and Saturday: 10:00 a.m. 1o 5:00 p.m., Sunday Closed)

FDOT representatives will be available at the Hearing beginning at 5:00 p.m. to answer questions and discuss the project. Aerial
photographs and project graphics illustrating the project improvements will be displayed and an audio visual presentation will be
shown continuously. The formal portion of the Hearing will begin at 6:00 p.m. and will consist of a presentation by the FDOT
followed by a public comment period. Al persons will be allowed an opportunity to express their views and fumish specific data
on matters pertinent to the project. Following the formal portion of the Hearing, the informal open house will continue until 7:00
p-m. It should be noted that the comment period for this Hearing has been extended. The Public Hearing record will remain
open until Thursday, June 8, 2006 at which time a second meeting will be held to conclude the hearing proceedings. The second

meeting will be held on Thursday, June 8, 2006 from 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. at the Historic Pasco County Courthouse, located at
37918 Meridian Avenue in Dade City, Florida.

Verbal statements, written statements and exhibits submitted at the Hearing will become part of the official Public Hearing record.
Wiritten statements may be provided on the enclosed comment form by placing it in the comment box at the Hearing, Hearing
Conclusion or by mail at the address on the comment form. Al comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part
of the official Public Hearing record.

This Public Hearing is being held in accordance with 23 CFR 771 and Title Vi and VIll of the Civil Rights Act. Anyone needing
special considerations under the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 should contact Gabor Farkasfalvy, Project Manager, at

(800) 226-7220, (81 3) 975-6455 or gabor.farkasfalvy@dot state.fl.us. To better accommodate individual needs, we ask that such
requests be made at least seven (7) days prior tothe Hearing.

Sincerely,

W~

Robert M. Clifford, AICP
District Modal Planning and Development Manager




Project Description
The FDOT is conducting a PD&E Study

5-year Tentative Work Program
(Fiscal Years 2006/2007 - 2010/2011)

Reevaluation for proposed improvements to SR HEIEE N B S S B

52. The limits of the proposed project are from EAtEALEA | S 52 Corridor Segment Adivity

east of the Suncoast Parkway to west of 1-75 in +..- Lo - Underway
Pasco County, Florida, a distance of 13.9 miles. 2563231 Sgnpo:{ N@_ﬂ Currently Fu_nded
.The. FDOT received approval of l-he SR 52 2563341 US411 ay Acquisition 2006/07
envtronment%ﬂ (.iocument, an Environmental - . (Belar - 2010/11
Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact, vy -
‘from the Federal Highway Administrationin July 2562432 g]R581 NC : /08 _
1988. That study proposed a four-lane rural Vd)l Ot Currently. Funded
typical section for the segment of roadway froi’p 2562433 OldPas _ 2007/08
the Suncoast Parkway to 1-75. This

Reevaluation evaluates engineering and
environmental effects associated with a six-lane
- -urban and six-lane rural arnterial alternative and
- compares it to the four-lane rural concept that
"~ was previously approved in the 1988 PD&E
Study. Due to an increase in projected traffic
and anticipated changes in future land use, a six-lane typical section
" is now required. The need for this project has been identified by
Pasco County in its Comprehensive Plan and by the Pasco County
Metropolitan Planning Organization in its 2025 Long Range
Transportation Plan.  The improvements consist of widening the
existing two-lane rural roadway to a six-lane divided highway.

| Financial
Project No.

N/A

What is a Project Development and Environment
Study?

A Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study is a
comprehensive study conducted by the FDOT. The Study evaluates
social, cultural, economic, and environmental impacts associated

- Corridor
4206241 ‘Suncoast Paikway 1o I-75
Siincoast Parkway 10 1-75

., Not Currently Funded—

. Fistal Year. -
- 2006/07 & 2010/11

© Activity

Advanced nght;of.—‘Wgy-,Acqms._m(in'

y (;Onstrucnon NGt Currently Funded |
Study Schedule
PDSE Study Regvalualion Began.  Juie 2005
Public Hearing.. -~ May 25, 2006 - June.8, 2006
A Ao Jine 2005
develops and documents feasible alternatives for roadway
improvement and other projects. These alternatives are evaluated
based on the environmental, engineering, and socioeconomic effects
of the proposed improvements. This process is mandated by the

#

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA).
NEPA was created, in part, to ensure that the
potential effects of public infrastructure projects
that receive federal funds are studied prior to

I

with the proposed transportation improvements. The PD&E process constriction. This process is a combined effort of EI
transportation and environmental | B¢
: : : professionals who analyze the project- 8'
'EVALUATION FACTOR 1 : related information and combine it with é"i
et (ot (£ . "~ Cost T eano input from the local community to | &l
Design Cost {15% of COﬂSI.) fn milions) | $00.00 $38.97 develop the best alternative for that i
. Right-of-Way Cost (includes ponds) in ,%gﬁéns) $00.00 $209.96* community'stransportation needs.
Construction Cost ot | $00.00 [ $259.79
Construction Engineering . l::]:lsi(tm) No-Build Alternative
& Inspection Cost (15% of Const) | @ milions) $00.00 $38.97 The- No-Build .Al-ternative represents
|eavmg SR 52 in its current condition
Cost ; ; ;
Total Cost nmilions) | $00.00 |  $547.69 while allowing for routine
‘ ' 8 T Aot maintenance. The No-Build
ULIF 1A S Alternative has remained a viable lt———
Residential Relocations Number alternative throughout the I
. ] Reevaluation Study process.
Business Relocations Number 5 | 1z
Cultural Resources Number 0 0 Recommended Alternative P I o
h A : = The Recommended Alternative includes ;l
Aces | _ both six-fane urban and six-lane rural | == 4.6
Wetlands AZ:::;M 0 57.58 typical sections. The total right-of-way l
Floodplains Aﬂemgd 0 46.0 width for both typical sections is 250
Contamination l(i,;nSn'{):sr 0 9 feet, which is 38 feet more than that

* Assimes drainage refenfion ponds located outside of right-of-way. The design phase will further refine the

right-oF-way peeds and cost.
L

required by the 1988 study. See figures




= m the Suncoast Parkway to Shady Hills Road, the typical section
ludes a 46-foot median, three 12-foot lanes in each direction, 4-

‘oot bike lanes on each side, a 5-foot sidewalk along the south side of

" : roadway, and a 12-foot multi-use path on the north side of the
idway.

F-m Shady Hills Road to 1-75, the rural typical section includes a 46-

t median, three 12-foot lanes in each direction, 10-foot shoulders
.5 feet paved) along each side that will accommodate bicyclists, and a
12-foot multi-use path on the north side of the roadway.

ne proposed alignment will deviate in certain areas from the
alignment proposed in the 1988 study. Near the CSX Railroad, the
gnment shifts to the south to avoid a potential contamination site
_.+d to reduce business damages and right-of-way costs. The original
1988 PD&E alignment was to the north. From approximately 3,400
£ twestof Ehren CutofftoI-75, the proposed alignment is shifted to
:north. This keeps the proposed multi-use path on the north side
of the roadway and prevents the path from having to cross SR 52 if
1" »southerly shifted alignment from the 1988 PD&E were used.

ritle VI and Title VIl Compliance

" is Hearing complies with Title V1 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and
le VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1968, as amended.” Public

\participation at this Hearing is encouraged and solicited without

~-3ard to race, color, creed, religion, gender, age, national origin,
sability, or family status. Persons wishing to express their concerns

his’ Study and mvxte
{ ép QjedWlth a"

relative to FDOT compliance with the Title VI and/or Title Vil may do
so by contacting the District Seven Title VI and Title VIl Program
Officer, Attn: Robert M. Clifford, AICE Florida Department of
Transportation, 11201 North McKinley Drive, MS 7-500, Tampa,
Florida 33612-6456, or the Florida Department of Transportation
Equal Opportunity Office, 605 Suwannee Street, MS 65, Tallahassee,
Florida, 32399. Allinquiries or complaints will be handled according
to FDOT procedure and in an expeditious manner.

Right-of-Way Acquisition and Relocation

The FDOT has developed a Right-of-Way (ROW) and Relocation
Program in accordance with Section 339.09, Florida Statutes, and
the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition

Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-646 and as amended). The three
Proposed R/W 250° >]l

=

L 5 o

“Raised Grassed Median |2

]

o >

a I

ll_'l—'l_!'JL.’/

R/W




- orochures which describe in detail the FDOT's relocation
assistance and ROW acquisition program are: “Your
Relocation: Residential”; “Your Relocation: Business, Farm and
Non-Profit Organization”; and “The Real Estate Acquisition
Process.” These brochures are available this evening, as is a
representative from our ROW office. ROW questions may also
be addressed by contacting: District Right-of-Way Manager,
Florida Department of Transportation,
MS 7-900, 11201 N. McKinley Drive,

Hearing Conclusion and for 10 days afterward. Comments
must be postmarked by Monday, June 19, 2006 to be included
in the official Public Hearing record for this project.
Comments may be mailed to the address below.

Based on the comments received during the public involvement
’ process, and continued

coordination with governmental

\Y

Tampa, Florida, 33612-6456, Phone:
(813)975-6495 or (800) 226-7220.

What Happens Next

You will have the opportunity to present

Robert M. Clifford, AICP

Modal Planning and Development Manager§

Florida Department of Transportation
District Seven

Mail Station 7-500

11201 N. McKinley Drive

agencies, the FDOT will
recornmend an alternative to the
FHWA for its approval. A decision
on the reevaluation is expected by
June of 2006. All individuals on

the mailing list will be notified by
letter of the alternative approved
by the FHWA.

. . jda 33612-6456
your views concerning the proposed Tampa, Flori
improvements during the Hearing, the L__. s

Florida Department of Transportation, District Seven
11201 N. McKinley Drive | MS 7-500
Tampa, FL 33612-6456

The Department thanks you for participating in the Public Hearing.

P R



SR 52 SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
EJ!}&;E: SR 52 From East of Suncoast Parkway to West of l-75

‘g Ff WPI Segment No. 256243 1 FAP No. 1851-108

i

REEVA[UAIION

[,

Comments
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provude

your comments below.

Attach additional sheets if necessary.

Name

Address

City, State, Zip

if you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check

this box and complete the above name and address section. '
Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments” box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this
Comment form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the publlc and
the media.




Robert M. Clifford, AICP

Modal Planning and Development Manager

Florida Department of Transportation, District Seven
MS-7-500 :

11201 N. McKinley Drive

Tampa, FL 33612-6456



Attendance Rosters

Comments and Coordination Report SR 52 Reevaluation
June 5, 2007 WPI Segment No. 256243 1
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PUBLIC HEARING

May 25, 2006
SPEAKER CARD

If you wish to make a formal -comment tonight, please fill out
this card.

Name . P ﬁz,wf-ﬁvw::

Address Deve  Larnis
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PUBLIG HEARING
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SPEAKER CARD

If you wish to make a formal comment tonzght please fill out
this card.

Name &n_ﬂn_é /e

Address S0/ £ Lld, St D00
City__Zawpa FL T3602
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52 PD&E STUDY REEVALUATION

PUBLIC HEARING
May 25, 2006

" SPEAKER CARD

If you wish to make a formal-comment tonight, please fill out
this card.

5»{. 33, |
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Address __ 11332
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SR 52 PD&E STUDY REEVALUATION
PUBLIC HEARING
May 25, 2006

'SPEAKER CARD

If you wish to make a formal: comment tonight, please fill out
this card.

Name N\ %r.

Address _ Ago Cosy W) R
City serng\A\I €1 394
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If you wish to make a formal comment today, please fill out

this card
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' -
Address, Sl [~ “Prapclae.
City mm & 7ﬂ/(9< 71'2{;

PUBLlC HEARING
June 8, 2006

SPEAKER CARD

If you wish to make a formal-comment today, please fill out
this card.
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If you wish to make a formal comment today, please fill out
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Appendix B
Public Hearing Transcripts

Comments and Coordination Report SR 52 Reevaluation
June 5, 2007 WPI Segment No. 256243 1



Original

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

BETHEL BAPTIST CHURCH
18935 Michigan Lane
Spring Hill, Florida 34610

May 25th, 2006
5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.
STATE ROAD 52

PROJECT DEVELCPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT STUDY
REEVALUATION PUBLIC HEARING

Court Reporter:

Maryellen O’Brien

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003
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STATE ROAD 52
PUBLIC HEARING VIDEO SCRIPT

The Florida Department of Transportation welcomes
you to the Reevaluation Public Hearing for the proposed
improvements to State Road 52 in Pasco County.

This Public Hearing provides interested citizens the
opportunity to receive information, ask questions, and
comment on the Reevaluation of the previously approved
Project Development and Environment (or PD&E) Study for
SR 52 from US 18 to I-75. The Reevaluation limits are
from Suncoast Parkway to I-75, a distance of
approximately 14 miles. The concept plans for the
project are on display.

The Department received approval of the SR 52
environmental document, an Environmental
Agsessment /Finding of No Significant Impact, from the
Federal Highway Administration in July 1988. That study
proposed a four-lane rural typical section for the
segment of roadway from the Suncoast Parkway to I-75.

This Reevaluation evaluates engineering and
environmental effects associated with a six-lane urban
and six-lane rural arterial alternative and compares it
to the four-lane rural concept that was previously

approved in the 1988 PD&E Study.

Due to an increase in projected traffic and

BAY PARK REPORTING
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anticipated changes in the future land use, and to ensure
consistency with the corridor preservation goals
described in the Pasco County Comprehensive Plan, a six-

lane typical section is now required. This typical

- section will also be consistent with the Pasco County

- Metropolitan Planning Organization 2025 Long Range

Transportation Plan. The results of the reevaluation
effort, thus far, are presented here.

The existing SR 52 is classified as an urban
principal arterial. Throughout the Reevaluation project
limits, SR 52 is a two-lane rural facility with one 12-
foot lane in each direction and 12-foot shoulders, of
which four feet are paved. There are limited pedestrian
facilities east of.the Suncoast Parkway. Bicycles are
accommodated by use of the paved shoulders.

The need for this project has been identified by
Pasco County in its Comprehensive Plan and in the 2025
Long Range Transportation.Plan.

The Department  developed and evaluated both No-Build
and Build alternatives for the project. The "No-Build"
Alternative consists of not constructing the project and
limiting improvements. to routine maintenance. The "No-
Build"® Alternative is considered to be a viable

alternative and will remain so throughout the duration of

the Reevaluation process.

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003
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There are advantages and disadvantages to the "No-
Build Alternative.

Disadvantages include: Increased‘traffic congestion
resulting in increased road user costs; unacceptable
levels of sexvice on the existing roadway network;
deterioration of air quality caused by traffic congestion
and delays; increased roadway wmaintenance; and,
inconsistency with the local comprehensive plan and the
MPO’s Long Range Transportation Plan.

Advantages include: No:right-of;way'acquisitions or
felocations; no new construction costs; and, no temporary
disruption to traffic due to construction activities.

Based upon- public and review agency comments and
environmental and engineering analysis, a new "Build"
Alternative has been developed for the project. The
"Build" Alternative includes both six-lane urban and six-
lane rural typical sections.

From the Suncoast Parkway to Shady Hills Road, the

. typical section includes a 46-foot median separating

.three 12-foot travel lanes and a four-foot bike lane for

each direction of travel. A five-foot sidewalk is
provided along the south side of the roadway and a 22-
foot multi-use path is provided on the north side of the

roadway.

From Shady Hills Road to I-75, the rural typical

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003
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section includes a 46-foot median separating three 12-

‘foot lanes and a 10-foot shoulder of which five feet are

paved for each direction of travel. A 12-foot multi-use
path is provided -on the north side of the roadway.

The total right-of-way width for both typical
sections is 250 feet, which is 38 feet more than that

required by the 1988 study. The proposed alignment will

- deviate in certain areas from the alignment proposed in

that study. The project brochure discusses these

changes.

As with the "No-Build" Alternative, there are

advantages and disadvantéges to the preferred "Build"

Alternative.
Disadvantages include: Design, right-of-way and
“construction costs; right-of-way acquisitions and

relocations; temporary disruption to traffic during

construction activities; and minimal environmental
effects.
Advantages -include: Less traffic -'congestion;

improved levels of service on the roadway network; and
consistency with local comprehensive plans and the MPO’s
Long Range Transportation Plan.

An important component of this study is the
comparative evaluation of the environmental effects

associated with each alternative. The evaluation was

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003
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conducted in accordance with the National Envirénmental
Policy Act, and other federal requirements. They include
consideration of the project’s effect on the social,
cultural, natural and physi¢al environment.

The wmajor parameters upon which the Build
Alternative and the No-Build Alternative were evaluated
are presented in an Evaluation Matrix. Among the factors
evaluated in the studyﬁaie: Residential and Business

Relocations; Cultural and Community Resources; Noise

-Level Changes; Contamination involvement; Wetland and

Floodplain Encroachments; Air Quality Changes, and
Threatened and Endangered Species Involvement.

The measures of these effects as well as comments
received from the public, local governments, and review
agencies have aided the Department in recommending the
"Build" Alternative for implementation.

The Evaluation Matrix summarizing these factors and
infqrmation document ing these findings is included in the
project brochure and is also available for review in the
graphics display area. Department representatives are
also available to answer any gquestions you may have
regarding the project.

This project will require residential and business
relocations. The Florida Department of Transportation

will carry out a right-of-way and relocation program in

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 450-0003
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7
accordance with Section 339.09, Florida Statute and the
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property
Acquisition Act of 1970 and as amended. Brochures
describing the Department’s relocation assistance program
are available tonight. In addition, a representative
from the right-of-way office is available to answer your
questions.

The Department’s Tentative Five Year Work Program
for Fiscal Years 2006/2007 to 2010/2011 1lists the
activity and funding years for the SR 52 Corridor

segments. For the segment from Suncoast Parkway to East

‘of US 41, design is currently underway, and right-of-way

acquisition is not currently funded.

The segment from US 41 to CR 581 (Bellamy Brothers
Boulevard) has advanced right-of-way acquisition funded
for 2006/2007 and design funded for 2010/2011. For the
segment from Bellamy Brothers Boulevard to 0ld Pasco
Road, design is funded for 2007/2008 and right-of-way
acquisition is not currently funded. For the segment
from 0l1d Pasco  Road to I-75, design is funded for
2007/2008 and right-of-way acquisition is not currently
funded.

The entire corridor from Suncoast Parkway to I-75 is
funded for advanced right-of-way acquisition in 2006/2007

and 2010/2011. Construction is not currently funded for

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003
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8
any portion of the project from the Suncoast Parkway to
1-75.

This Hearing is one of your opportunities to comment
on the SR 52 Reevaluation efforts. Beginning at 6:00
p.m. the Department will make a presentation on the
project and its associated effects. An opportunity for
the public to present their opinions xregarding the
alternatives will follow the presentation.

1f you would like to make a comment as part of the

.public Hearing record, you may comment in one of the

following ways:

First, you can complete one of the speaker cards in
order to make an oral statement during the formal portion
of the Hearing.

Second, you can make an oral statement to the court
reporter in a one-on-one setting during the informal
portion of the hearing.

Third, you can complete the Comment Form provided in
the brochure and submit it to the court reporter, or drop
it in one of the "Comment" boxes, or Fourth, you can
complete and mail written comments to the address printed
on the Comment Form provided.

All submittals must be postmarked by June 19, 2006
to become part of the official public hearing record.

All comments, regardless of how they are submitted, will

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003
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be considered before a recommendation is made to the

Federal Highway Administration regarding the preferred

alternative selection. A decision on the reevaluation is
expected by the end of June 2006.

This concludes tonight’s presentation. The Florida

Department of Transportation thanks you for participating

in the Hearing and for your interest in the SR 52 PD&E

Study Reevaluation.

BAY PARK REPORTING
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PUBLIC HEARING
SR 52 PD&E STUDY REEVALUATION PUBLiC HEARING
MAY 25, 2006
6:00 P.M.

MR. BOGEN: Good evening. My name is Kirk Bogen and
I am the District Project Development Engineer for
District Seven of the Florida Department of.
Transportation. Welcome tc the State Road 52 Project
Development and Environment Study Reevaluation Public |
Hearing.

This Public Hearing concerns the reevaluation of the
proposed improvements on State Road 52 from east of the
Suncoast Parkway to west of I-75.

Today is Thursday, May 25th, 2006, and it is
approximately six p.m. We are assembled at the Bethel
Baptist Church in Spring Hill, Florida. This is one of

your opportunities to receive information on the project

- and officially comment on the recommended YBuild"

. Alternative and other documents available here tonight.

The recommended "Build" Alternative is based on
comprehensive environmental and engineering analysis
completed to date, as ‘well as on public comments that
have been received.

This Reevaluation and Public Hearing are being

conducted under applicable federal and state laws. Those

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003
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citations are listed on the board near the sign-in table.

When you arrived this evening, you should have
received a project brochure and a comment form. You may
have also picked up a speakexr’s card, which are available

at the sign-in table. If you were not able to sign in or

-did not receive this information, please stop by the

sign-in table before leaving this evening. You should
also have had the opporpﬁnity to view the audio-visual
presentation that is continuously'rUnhing throughout this
Public Hearing.

Those who wish to provide comment during this

portion of the Public Hearing should complete a speakers’

-card and submit it to a Department’s representative. If

you did not receive a card, and would like to speak,
please raise your hand and a Department representative
would be happy to provide you with one.

In addition to wmaking verbal statements, you may

also submit your comments to the District in writing.

Comment forms may be placed in one of the comment boxes

‘this 'evening. Additionally, you may provide verbal oxr

written comments at a continuation of the Public Hearing
which will be held on June 8th, 2006 at the Historic
Pasco County Courthousé at 37918 Meridian Avenue, in Dade
City, Florida, from 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. You may

also complete the form at a later date and mail it to the

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003
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pre-printed address located on the back of the sheet.
Please keep in mind that written comments should be
postmarked by June 19th, 2006 to be included as part of

the official Public Hearing record.

Before I continue, I would like to recognize any

‘elected officials or their representatives who are here

tonight. I would ask them to please stand and introduce
themselves for the record.
MS. MULIERI: I’m Commissioner Mulieri, and this is

my district, so I'm here to see what'’s happening. Thank

you.

MR. BOGEN: Thank vyou.

MR. MARIANO: I'm Jack Mariano; I'm a little bit
out of my district.

MR. BOGEN: Thank you all for coming.

At this time, we will begin taking public comments.
I will call each speaker in the order in which their

requests were received. In an effort to accommodate all

‘requests to speak, we ask that each speaker limit their

comments to three minutes. Those who wish to provide
additional comments may return to the microphone
following the 1last speaker and 'present additional
comments directly to the court reporter at the end of

tonight’s hearing.

- As I call your name, please step to the microphone

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003
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and state your name and address before making yur-
comment. If you have questions, please see one of the
Department representatives following this portion of the
hearing.

The first speaker is Ed Richards.

MR. RICHARDS: Thank you. My name is Ed Richards .
and I live. at 22051 Driver Lane and that’s in Pilot
Country.

And we just have a couple of véry quick comments.
One is, in general, I think everyone whole-heartedly
supports the improvements on State Road 52. All of us
that drive it every day know how busy the traffic is at
this point and know it’s going to get nothing but quitev
heavier as time goes -on and all these developments that
are going into place come on line.

We have just a couple of maybe suggestions. One is
for an additional left-hand turn iane that’s in frent of
Pilot County for cars leaving the development and needing
to head east on State Road 52. Currently those cars
would have to go all the way.to the light at 41 and do a
U-turn. That may or may not add to the traffic that'’s
already at that intersection.

And the other thing, as pilots in that community,
and as part of the construction, we’d ask that the

possibility of buried power lines that run in front of

BAY PARK REPCORTING
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the runway be 1looked at during the construction.
Currently they pose a potential safety hazard to aircraft
both landing and departing the airport. |

Thank you. ‘

MR. BOGEN: Thank you. If you would get with staff
after this formal portion, we'll be able to assist you
with some of those issuesf

Next we have Ron Noble.

MR. NOBLE: Thank you very much. Just some comments
on a specific portion-of the realignment that I think
needs a second look, for some realignment to the

realignment here, and we’re ﬁalking gspecifically about

the Williams Park project that’s located on the south

side  of State Road 52, currently, approximately one
thousand feet west of the intersection, the existing
intersection of State Road 52 and U.S. Highway 41.

Williams Park is a commercially-zoned property which
is approved for multiple commercial and office uses by
Pasco County in 2005. BAnd Williams Park, although the
ground has not been broken, it’s quite far along in the
site design, site development and preconstruction process
right now.

And because of that we understand that FDOT was not
aware of the commercial rezoning, was not aware of the

existence of Williams Park when they did their proposed

\

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003




10

-11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

- 20

21

22

- 23

24

25

15
realignment, the most recent realignment that you’re
presenting this evening.

But we also want DOT to be aware that there have
been multiple purchase and sale agreements already
executed for this project, and this project is going to
bring to this part of Pasco County some very long—needed>
commercial and office development.

Right now, the proposed users-out there include
restaurants, a well-needed medical clinic, commercial
bank and other commercial and office and industrial uses.

The proposed alignment, the revised alignment that
you’ve presented this evening will essentially wipe out
and make infeasible the commercial uses that are
currently approved and set for construction in Williams
Park.

I know everyone in this room is aware that wé have
very limited commercial and office uses in this portion
of Pasco County, and the Pasco officials that we’ve met
with, staff that we’ve met with, as well as the FDOT
officials that we'&e met with realize that we need some
of these commercial offices and Williams Park promises to
bring, and we just ask your assistance in re-looking at
that alignment right now, which is going to, again, make
infeasible the current commercial uses and purchase and

sale agreements that have already been signed for this
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area.

We’ve met consistently with DOT staff, with Pasco
County staff, and we’ve locked at the alignment now for
many years it’'s been coming. Never.has there been a
mention that the alignment of this portion of 52 was
going to move to the south side of the State Road 52
right-of-way.

This is a new development. It’s a development
that’s come very late in the design process for Williams
Park and it’s a development that needs another look, we
would suggest.

There’s also two or three public health and safety
issues we want to bring to DOT’'s attention. One of the
reasons we understand that DOT shifted south of the
existing State Road 52 for this alignment at US 41 was a
potential hazardous materials contamination site on the
body shop iﬁmediately north of the Williams Park site.

We have performed a phase two environmental site

assessment of that property. We’ve performed soil and

groundwater sampling of that property and documented

there are no adverse environmental impacts there. We

have a copy of that report that we will submit into your

record this evening.
MR. BOGEN: Thank you.

MR. NOBLE: Secondly, there is a natural gas
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pipeline which was recently constructed on the southern
side of the right-of-way of State Road 52, and we believe
care should be exercised to minimize any impacts of that
pipeline going forward. Newly installed. DOT obviously.
was not aware of that when they did their revised
alignment.

And finally, and probably most importantly, looking
at some health and safety concerns for the travelling
public as they appréach the intersection eastbound of
State Road 52 énd.US 41, the révised configuration that’s
been presented tonight causes a dip, if you will, and a
curve back around toward that intersection.

We’'ve discussed that with several design engineers,

- and it appears that a realignment north of the existing

_State Road 52 is not only going to improve traffic flow

in that intersection, which is already troubled, the
traffic flows, but it’s also going to improve the sight
and visual acuity .lines as you approach that
intersection; and that’s something we believe requires a
second 1look, the sight line specifically, as they
approach that intersection, and you see the increase in
the curve that’s been created by the realignwment.

We will submit additional information into the
record this evening.  We’ll provide some supplemental

responses before your comment period closes, and we just
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urge DOT staff after they have an opportunity to take a
look at that information. We’re available to meet with
you. We’ll be able to further discuss these issues and
appreciate your assistance.

MR. BOGEN: Thank you, Mr. Noble, for your comment.

Next we have Art Homburger.

MRS. HOMBURGER: Gcod evening. My name 1is Emily

Homberger. ‘I'm speaking on behalf of my husband. Do you

want my address?

MR. BOGEN; Yes, ma’am.

MRS. HOMBERGER: 11332 Pierce Lake Road, Land-O-
Lakes.

We are just asking that you reconsider your proposal
and please send that;road to the northern side of the
existing road. BAnd the reason that we are asking you to
do that is because there are many homes that are going to
be affected by the current proposal.

It sounds like, as we .count them up, about 21 to 23
homes currently with this current proposal, whereas there
would be about three if you moved it to the other side.

- Secondly, the northern part of the road, if you go
back some from the existing road, a lot of it is swamp
area in that Pierce Lake Road area, so it wouldn’t be of
use to anybody, anyway, and if you are coming southerly,

you are going to affect the lake that is being used, and
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there are homes around the lake now and people are using
it. There'’'s going to‘be runoff from the road and it’'s
going to affect that lake.

Also, we did read the report that you did on the
contamination that was found at the junkyard, and we find
that it was more or less just a guess, or a guestimate of
what they would expect to find there. Nobody really did
any soil samples or things that you would expect would be
done.

We are happy with the road being widened. We know
that this is progress).however, it doesn’'t need to have
such a major impact on the community. And also, it was
what we expected to occur. We were told that it was
going to go north.

Thank you vexry much.

MR. BOGEN: Thank you for your comment.

Is there anyone else that would like to make a
statement this evening?

MR. BOGEN: Cody McBride.

MR. McBRIDE: .Cody McBride, 17450 Coon Hide Road.
I have a couple of statements. First of all, I would
like to reiterate that, Yesh.the road does need to be
enlarged. It needs to be improved.

I live off of Kent Grove Drive, which is a direct

output onto 52. There are numerous cars that exit there
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and at this point in time there is no traffic signal
there at this time.

My concern with having to cross three lanes of
traffic into a median and potentially crossing another

two to three lanes to exit my community, as are many of

‘the citizens that live in Kent Grove.

As Commissioner Mulieri can attest to, there is é
600-acre proposed development off of Kent Grove Drive
which would place an additional up to 2400 cars exiting
Kent Grove Drive onto 52. I don’‘t know if there’s been
a traffic study done on Kent Grove Drive to see what the
impact is going to be there at Kent Grove Drive and 52,
but it seems to me from the current proposals that it
looks like a good place for an accident.

My second comment is, just down to the south, or
actually to the east of the saw mill is a tributary to
the Pithlachascotee River, which is called Ryals Branch
which feeds under 52 from Gowers Lake into the
Pitlacootee River.

I spoke to county commissioners numerous times about
this tributary. The county commissioners are looking at
purchasing the Upper Pithlachascotee River Basin for an
environmental land area. I am concerned that there’s not
going to be enough drainage under 52 to allow water to

drain from the well field over by Connorton into Gowers
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Lake under 52 and into the Pithlachascotee River.

Ultimately, I'm concerned about the quality of the
water there, that we’re not going to be polluting the
water further.

And my third concern is, I would just 1like to
reiterate what Mrs. Homburger said, that the current path
of the road is going to cause numerous families to be
relocated to other areas. Several of .those families have
been in the area for longer than I1’'ve been alive.

Itvappears to me that a wmwore tangible and more
feasible approach would be to take 52 further to the
north and elimiﬁate more of that curve that you’re going
to have there, right there close to the railroad tracks
and to the east.

I'd just like to summarize. I'm very concerned
about the traffic outflow on Kent Grove Drive. I don’'t
know if there’s been a traffic study done to date, but
there is a potential for numerous other vehicles to be
existing at Kent Grove Drive and 52.

And I would also 1like to reiterate that I'm

concerned about the current planned drainage for the

"Ryles Creek, which feeds into the Upper Pithlachascotee

River Basin. Thank you for your time.
MR. BOGEN: Thank you for your comment.

Is there anyone else that would like to speak?
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Clara Craig. //'

MS. CRAIG: Yes. My name is Clara Craig and I live
at 11636 Giddens Road, and we’'re just east of the
railroad track. And my biggest concern is at the end of
my road, of Giddens Road, there was purchased some land
by Stock Lumber Company; and it’s 1light industrial.
They’re going to be using our road, I think, for access
or did they change it?

MS. MULIERE: They changed it.

MS. CRAIG: Okay. But it’s still light industrial,
and we were told that my street, with the six residents

that live there, it’s going to be the access road for

‘whatever goes in there. And there’s no way to get out

.except for to turn left and then do a huge, you know,

loop or whatever, a U-turn if you wanted to head east.

My biggest concern is that when you come out of
Giddens Road to 52, that there’s no.way to turn to the
east except to go down Kent Grove and then do a U-turn.

So, I don’'t know ‘if it‘’s still industry, if
intefésted -- Stock Lumber is not going to be there
anymolre? Great. Well, we don’t know what’s coming in
next, right?

MS. MULIERI: Well, they won’t use that exit.

MS. CRAIG: Okay. I mean, unless they are going to

use Kent Grove, but we were told they were going to use
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Giddens Road, and that was my biggest concern. I mean,
right now, there’s like six residents on that street, but
they are going to be bombarded with industrial trucks.
We need to look at that. Okay. Thank you.

MR. BOGEN: Thank you for your comment.

Is there anyone else?

(No response.)

MR. BOGEN: Seeing that there is no one else, I
would like to inform you that this Public Hearing is
being continued on June 8th, 2006, at the Historic Pasco
County Courthouse, 37918 Meridian Avenue in Dade City,
Florida, from 11:00 a:m. to 12:00 p.m., at which time the
Public Hearing will be formally concluded.

Before we finish this portion of tonight’s Public
Hearing, I would like to inform you that the Public
Hearing Transcript,' written statement, exhibits and
reference materials will be available for public
inspection at the District 7 office, located at 11201
North McKinley Drive, Tampa, Florida, beginning June
29th, 2006.

It is now approximately 6:20, and I do hereby
officially close the-comment period of the formal portion
of the May 25th, 2006 Public Hearing for the State Road

52 PD&E Study Reevaluation.

The Florida Department of Transportation thanks you
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for attending tonight’s meeting. Good night.
(For the public comment portion of the hearing, the
record remained upon until 7:00 p.m.)
(Thereupon, the Public Meeting concluded at 7:00

p.m.)
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MR. BOGEN: Good morning. My name is Kirk Bogen and

I am the District Project Development Engineer for the
Florida Department of Transportation, District Seven.

Welcome to the conclusion of the State Road 52

Project Development and Environment Study Reevaluation

Public Hearing. The Public Hearing concerns the

reevaluation for the proposed improvements on State Road

.52 from east of the Suncoast Parkway to west of I-75.

Today's proceedings are a continuation and conclusion of

the Public Hearing held on May 25th, 2006 at Bethel

- Baptist Church and Land-O-Lakes.

Today is Thursday, dJune 8th, 2006, and it is
approximately 11:05 a.m. We are assembled at the
Historic Pasco County Courthouse, located at 37918
Meridian Avenue in Dade City, Florida.

This Hearing is one of your opportunities to receive

- information on the project and officially comment on the

recommended "Build" Alternative and other documents

. available here today. The recommended "Build"

Alternative is based on comprehensive environmental and
engineering analyses completed to date, as well as on
public comments that have been received.

This Reevaluation and Public Hearing are being

_conducted under applicable federal and state laws. Those

citations are listed on the board near the sign-in table.
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We will now present a video that describes the
project. We will take verbal comments following the
video.
STATE ROAD 52
PUBLIC HEARING VIDEO SCRIPT
The Florida Department of Transportation welcomes

you to the Reevaluation Public Hearihg for the proposed

- improvements to State Road 52 in Pasco County.

This Public Hearing provides interested citizens the
opportunity to receive information, ask questions, and
comment on the Reevaluation of the previously-approved
Project Development and Environment'(or PD&E) Study for
State Road 52 from US 19 to I-75. The Reevaluation
limits are from Suncoast Parkway to I-75, a distance of
approximately 14 miles. The concept plans for the
project are on display.

The Department received approval of the State Road
52 environmental document: , - an 'Environmental
Assessment/Fiﬁding of No Significant Impact, from the

Federal Highway Administration in July 1988. That study

proposed a four-lane rural typical section for the

segment of roadway from the Suncoast Parkway to I-75.
This Reevaluation evaluates engineering and

environmental effects associated with a six-lane urban

and six-lane rural arterial alternative and compares it
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to the four-lane rural concept that was previously
approved in the 1988 PD&E Study.

Due to an increase in projected traffic and
anticipated changes in future land use, and to ensure
consistency with the corridor preservation goals
described in the Pasco County Comprehensive Plan, a six-
lane typical section is now required. This typical
section will also be consistent with the Pasco County
Metropeolitan Planning Organization 2025 Long Range
Transportation Plan. The results of the reevaluation
effort, thus far, are presented here.

The existing State Road 52 is classified as an urban
principal arterial. Throughout the Reevaluation project
limits, State Road 52 is a two-lane rural facility with
one 12-foot lane in each direction and 12-foot shoulders,
of which four feet are paved. There are limited
pedestrian facilities east of the Suncoast Parkway.
Bicycles are accommodated:by use of the paved shoulders.

The need for this project has been identified by
Pasco County in its Comprehensive Plan and in the 2025
Long Range Transportation Plan.

The Department developed and evaluated both No-Build

and Build alternatives for the project. The "No-Build"

-Alternative consists of not constructing the project and

'1imiting the improvements to routine maintenance. The
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"No-Build" Alternative is considered to be a viable
alternative and will remain so throughout the duration of
the Reevaluation process.

There are advantages and disadvahtages to the "No-
Build" Alternative. Disadvantages include: Increased
traffic congestion resulting in increased road user
costs; unacceptable levels of service on the existing
roadway network; deterioration of air quality caused by
traffic congestion and delays; increased roadway
maintenanCe; and, ;incbnsistence with the local
comprehensive plan :+ and the MPO’s Long Range
Transportation Plan.

Advantages include: No right-of-way acquisitions or
relocations; no new construction costs; and, no temporary
disruption to traffic due to construction activities.

Based upon public and review agency comments and
environmental and engineering analysis, a new "Build"
Alternative has been developed for the project. The
"Build" Alternative includes both six-lane urban and six-
lane rural typical sections. From the Suncoast Parkway
to Shady Hills Road, the typical section includes a 46-
foot median separating three 12-foot travel lanes and a
4-foot bike lane for each direction of travel. A 5-foot
sidewalk is provided along the south side of the roadway

and a 12-foot multi-use path is provided on the north

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003




- 10

11
12
13
14
15
16

17
18

19

20.

21

22

23

25

side of the roadway.

From Shady Hills Road to I-75, the rural typical
section includes a 46-foot median separating three 12-
foot lanes and a 10-foot shoulder of which five feet are
paved for each direction of travel. A 12-foot multi-use
path is provided on the north side of the roadway.

The total right-of-way width -for both typical
sections is 250 feet, which is 38 feet more than that
required by the 1988 study. The proposed alignment will
deviate in certain areas from the alignment proposed in
that study. The project. brochure discusses these
changes.

As with the *No-Build" Alternative, there are
advantages and disadvantages to the preferred "Build"
Alternative. Disadvantages include: Design, right-of-
way and construction costs; right-of-way acquisitions and
relocations; temporary disruption to traffic during
construction activities; and, wminimal environmental
effects.

Advantages include:: Less traffic congestion;
improved levels of service on the roadway network; and,
consistency with local comprehensive plans and the MPO’s
Long Range Transportation Plan.

An important component of this study is the

comparative - evaluation of the environmental effects

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003




10

11

- 12

13

14

15

16

- 17

18

19

20

21.

22

23

24

25

7

associated with each alternative. The evaluation was

. conducted in accordance with the National Environmental

Policy Act and other federal requirements. They include
consideration of the project’s effect on the social,
cultural, natural and physical environment.

The major parameters upon which the Build
Alternative and the No-Build Alternative were evaluated
are presented in an Evaluation Matrix. Among the factors
evaluated in the study are: Residential and business
relocations; cultural and community resources; noise
level changes; contamination involvement; wetland and
floodplain encroachments; air gquality changes; and,
threatened and endangered. species involvement.

The measures of these effects as well as comments
received from the public,'local governments, and review
agencies have aided the Department in recommending the
"Build" Alternative for implementation.

The Evaluation Matrix summarizing these factors and

information documenting these findings is included in the

- project brochure and is also available for review in the

graphics display area. Department representatives are
also available to answer any questions you may have
regarding the project.

This project will require residential and business

relocations. The Florida Department of Transportation
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will carry out a right-of-way and relocation program in
accordance with Section 339.09, Florida Statutes and the
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property
Acquisition Act of 1970 and as amended. Brochures
describing the Department’s relocation assistance program
are available tonight. In addition, a representative
from the right-of-way office is available to answer your
questions.

The Department’s TeﬁtativebFive Year Work Program-
for Fiscal Years 2006/2007 to 2010/2011 lists the
activity and funding years for the State Road 52 Corridor
segments. For the segment from Suncoast Parkway to east
of US 41, design is currently underway, and right-of-way
acquisition is not currently funded.

The segment from US 41 to County Road 581 (Bellamy
Brothers Boulevard) has advanced right-of-way acquisition
funded for 2006/2007 and design funded for 2010/2011.
For the segment from Bellamy Brothers Boulevard to 01d
Pasco Road, design is funded for 2007/2008 and right-of-
way acquisition is not currently funded. For the segment
from Old Pasco Road to I-75, design is funded for
2007/2008 and right-of-way acquisition is not currently
funded.

The entire corridor from Suncoast Parkway to I-75 is

funded for advanced right-of-way acquisition in 2006/2007
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and 2010/2011. Construction is not currently funded for
any portion of the project from the Suncoast Parkway to
I-75.

This Hearing is one of your opportunities to comment
on the State Road 52 Reevaluation efforts. Beginning at

6:00 p.m:, the Department will make a'presentation.on the

" project and its associated effects. An opportunity for

the public to present their opinions regarding the
alternatives will follow the presentation.

If you would like to make a comment as part of the

‘Public Hearing record, you may comment in one of the

following ways:

.First, you can complete one of the speaker. cards in

order to make an oral statement during the formal portion

‘'0of the Hearing. Second, you can make an oral statement

to the court reporter in a one-on-one setting during the
informal portion of the hearing.

Third, you can complete the Comment Form provided in
the brochure and submit it to the court reporter or drop
it in one of the "Comment" boxes, or, Fourth, you can
complete and mail written comments to the address printed
on the Comment Form provided.

All submittals must be postmarked by June 19, 2006,
to become part of the official pubiic hearing record.

All comments, regardless of how they are submitted, will
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be considered before a recommendation is made to the
Federal Highway Administration regarding the preferred
alternative selection. A decision on the reevaluation is
expected by the end of June 2006.

This concludes tonight’s presentation. The Florida
Department of Transportation thanks you for participating
in the Hearing and for your interest in the State Road 52
PD&E Study Reevéluation.

MR. BOGEN: When vyou arrived you should have
received an information packet containing an
informational newsletter, a comment form and a speaker’s
card. If you were not able to sign in or did not receive
this ihformation, please stop by the sign-in table before
leaving today.

Those who wish to provide comments during this
portion of the Public Hearing should complete a speaker’s
card and submit it to a Department’s representative. If
you did not receive a card, please raise your hand and a
Department representative would be happy to provide you
with one.

In addition to making verbal statements, you may
also submit your comments to the District in writing.
Comment forms may be placed in one of the commént boxes
today or you may complete the form at a later date and

mail it to the pre-printed address located on the back of
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and state your name and address before making your
comment. If you have any questions, please see one of
the Department’s representatives following this portion
the hearing.

The first speaker is Christie Zimmer.

MS. ZIMMER: Christie Zimmer, 3615 Pico Court, Land-

O-Lakes, Florida. I have concern with regard to the
section between Pasco Road and I-75 in the design. I
don’t see that map up here right now. Howeveyx, the

design plan, in'speaking the planners and engineers at
the last meeting nobody céuld really give me a good, true
answer.

There is a section going from the interstate in a
westerly direction that, as you exit the interstate you
have a two-lane section with turn-off lanes, one turning
off and going to nowhere and one into three lanes. The
congestion and traffic -flow that I don’t see it being
proportionate to the rest of the road in a westerly
direction.

Easterly, when you’re coming in off of three lanes
towards the interstate, you then have turn-off lanes and

then the interstate, and that drops down to two lanes.

- And I asked the plannérs and they said they were only

allowed to design what they were given to work with, and

I have concern about how that design is met.
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Can you address that?

MR. BOGEN: If you would speak with me after this
portion we will.addréss those, as we have the concepts
up. Okay?

The second speaker is Stuart Gibbons.

MR. GIBBONS: Stuart Gibbons with -- 20102 Lakes

Cascade in Land-O-Lakes. I just wanted to make a couple

of comments. This property, 52 bordérs the north end of -
the original Connorton development. The property that is
immediate south of 52 is now owned by SWFWMD. Connorton
purchased'fronlthe_Connorifamily about 125 feet of right-
of-way, about 58 acres of land that we dedicated to the
county, donated to the coﬁnt?.

So, we have a vested interest in the project. One
of the things that we think is important is to know that
there is a plan for pedestrian connections through the
SWFWMD property to kind of preserve. They’ve made two

connection points up on 52 on the south end of that, and

. we had a pre-meeting this morning with  DOT

representatives. We appreciate that.

And they mentioned the plan to potentially put a
six-foot-wide sidewalk on the south side of 52. I didn’t
notice that in the plan presented earlier, but we think
that’s an important connection for.péople in the county.

There’s an interior connection in -the 80-acre park at
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Connorton that connects also into that travel network.

That plan hasn’t been finalized with SWFWMD, but
they’ve expressed support for the concept.

One of the great things that came. up was a
discussion about Ridge Road and the fact that there are
apparently no plans for sidewalks on Ridge Road
connecting between 41 and the Suncoast. That seems like
an important connection as well.

Thank you. |

MR. BOGEN: Thank yoﬁ for your comments.

Is there anyone else that would like to make a
statement today?

'MR. McBRIDE: Cody McBride, 17450 Coon Hill Road.
I would like to reiterate some of the comments I made at
the previous meeting and I also have a few things that
I‘'ve been thinking about since then, a few more concerns.

My first concern is State Road 52 -- first let me
say that the road definitely needs to be widened. I
think everybody here would be in agreement. with that.

My first concern is 52 right at Quail Ridge, which
is the Pithlachascotee River. As some people in the
audience may know, the county is looking at purchasing a
portion of the Upper Pithlachascotee River Basin for

future use as a community park with nature trails and

such.
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I am concerned that just a bridge over 52 will not
be substantial enough to allow the wildlife to make a
path between the south to the north. In other words, I
feel that there needs to be, if this is going to be a
wildlife corridor and there’s going to be a wildlife park
in the Upper Pithlachascotee River that there should be
a more substantial bridge to allow wildlife to pass back
and forth from south to nprth.
Moving on up to Kent Grove Drive, my concern is that
there is not going to -- there is not a traffic light
scheduled to be at. that intersection. As I just

mentioned, the entrance to the park, proposed park in the

. Upper Pithlachascotee River Basin, all those people would

be coming out Kent Grove Drive and exiting onto 52, in
addition to the residents that live on Kent Grove Drive

now, which could increase the traffic trying to go north

- and south on 52 from Kent Grove Drive.

I feel that there either needs to be a traffic
signal at this corner or at least there needs to be some
sort of speed reduction to 45 or -- I think that really
needs to be addressed.

Ih addition, at the dead end of Grove Drive, there'’s
a substantial piece of land, around 600 acres which is --
has been in the proposal to be rezoned, redeveloped. So

far that has not come about, but it is an additional 600

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003
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acres which could, in fact, be an additional 1200 homes
at the dead end of Kent Grove Drive, which could put an
additional 2400 cars onto Kent Grove Drive exiting onto
52.

That looks like a good place for an accident to me
if there is not some sort of traffic signal or speed
reduction at that intersection.

Moving down moving east on 52, just past the
railroad tracks or in and around the railroad tracks,
initially the project was scheduled to go to the north

side of the existing road, 52. The latest proposal puts

_ it on the south side which would result in the relocation

of 19 families, 19 homes, some of which have been in that
area longer than I’'ve been alive.

A slight shift to the north would only affect three
residents, three residences and a junk yard. I can
understand that the DOT would be concerned with the

clean-up of the junk yard on the north side, but it seems

-to me that the environmental effects are going to have to

be taken care of sooner or later and the counter balance

_between purchasing 19 and relocating 19 families and

moving the road to the north seems like a good idea to
me.
Moving up further east on 52, just east of the

Crossroads Saw Mill there is a small tributary which

BAY PARK REPORTING
{813) 490-0003
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feeds up to Connorton from the well fields, feeds into
Glavers Lake and then crosses the highway there called
Ryles Branch.

Ryles Branch feeds into the Upper Pithlachascotee
River Basin. I'm concerned that there’s, in the wet
season, now, there’s a blockage there at 52 which does
allow a fifth of the Ryles Branch to feed into the
Pithlachascotee River Basin.

I’m concerned with the proposed plan, that there’s
still going to be problems with the flow from Ryles
Branch into the Pithlachascotee River Basin which could
ultimately affect . the pristine park at the Upperx
Pithlachascotee River Basin.

I'd just like to reiterate that, vyes, everybody
agrees we do need to widen the road, but I have those
concerns, as do a number of other residents in the area,
and for that reason I would like the DOT to revisit some
of these ideas that I have presented and hopefully we can
try to make the best of a bad situation for the 19 homes,
19 families that are going to have to be relocated, and
the potential for noise pollution to the residents to the
south of those 19 homes, the noise pollution that’'s going
to affect them.

Thank you very much for your time.

MR. BOGEN: Thank you for your comment.

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003
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Our next speaker is David Smolker.

MR. SMOLKER: Good morning. Dave Smolker of the law
firm of Bricklemeyer, Smolker & Bolves. We are here
today on behalf of Standard Pacific. They own the
northeast quadrant, Bellamy Brothers Boulevard and State
Road 52.

Our concern is that the current proposal has all of
the right-of-way, we'believe, coming off of the north
side. Standard Pacific is in the process now of moving

forward with the development of a residential subdivision

. on that property, and our concern is that, as currently

shown, the right-of-way would take approximately 30 to 35
single-family lots, along with a number of what would be
landscaping and probably a buffer wail that will, in all
probably, exist at the time construction of this project-
actually occurs.

So, what we would request is that DOT consider
shifting the right-of-way to the south so that there
would be an equél amount of right-of-way on both sides of
the road.

Currently we have accommodated both the dedication
and right-of-way under a rezoning condition as well as
accommodated the county’s right-of-way preservation
ordinance in our plan. But if all right-of-way comes off

of the north side, then we’re going to have lots that

BAY PARK REPORTING
(813) 490-0003
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Comments
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provnde
your comments below.
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If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
thisbox and complete the above name and address section. :

Note: Please complete and place in the *Comments” box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this
5§ Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by june 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
- comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
k. the media.
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khpgbev@microd.com

From: <khpgbev@microd.com>

To: "Gabor Farkasfalvy” <gabor.farkasfalvy@dot.state.fl.us>
Ce: "Doug Uden” <duden@pascocountyfl.net>

Sent: Monday, June 19, 2006 3:27 PM

Attach: proposed shady hills realignment.pdf
Subject: SR 52 PD&E Study

Subject: SR 52 PD&E Study Revaluation from East of Suncoast Parkway to West of 1-75
WPI Segment No. 256243 1
FAP No. 1851-108

Attention: Gabor Farkasfalvy, EMO Project Manager
Doug Uden, Pasco County MPO

Gentlemen:

Please see attached sketch dated 1/26/04 by the King Helie Planning Group. Per Doug Uden’s

suggestion and our discussion during the May 25, 2006 SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation, I told
.. Gabor that I would furnish this information to him.

As Doug mentioned, it would be cost-effective to incorporate this realignment in the SR 52/Shady

Hills intersection study and design. Please keep us informed if thls will be con5|dered and
implemented.

Please do not hesijtate to call if any additional information is needed.
Beverly Helie

King Helie Planning Group, Inc,

P.O. Box 5062 -
Hudson, FL 34674-5062

Phone # (727) 863-7006

FAX # (727) 868-7406

e-mail - khngbev@microd.com

6/19/2006



MODIFIED PLAN “A” SKETCH .
PER CONDITION #1 REZONING

PETITION #6104 (H. VANCE SMITH ET AL)
JAN. 13, 2004 '

SMITH PROPERTY REZONING
&
SHADY HILLS RD. REALIGNMENT
PLAND
REVISED FOR 140’ R.O.W.

EXISTING
A-C
20.925 Ac.

PROPOSED
R-2
17302 Ac.

PROPOSED
PO-2
25.166 Ac.

SITE DATA
REZONING
-2 = 3%,900 Ac.
Pro-2 = 25566 Ac.
R-2 = 17302 Ac.
EXISTING ZONING
AC = 28925 Ar,

TOTALSUOE - 103653 Ac.

ROAD REALIGNMENT
SMITH PROPERTY TO PASCO 534 Ac.
SHADY HILLS RD, ROW. TOSMITH 130 Ac.

NETLOSSTOSMITH 354 Ac.

PROPOSED COMMERCIAL 39.90 Ac.
COMMERCIAL LAND LOST

THROUGH REALIGNMENT 314 Ac
36,76 Ac.
PROPUSED PROFESSIONAL OFFICE 28566 Ac.
PROFESSIONAL OFFICE LAND LOST
THROUGH REALIGNMENT 400 Ac.
25.166 Ac.

PREPAKRED BY:

KING HBLIE PLARNING GROLD, INC.

Mardng & LD DEVELOPAENT CONGIA TAMTS
£ 0. SOK 3063 HUDACH, LDRIDA 29874
TELAP MO ;731) 03 TOLS FPAX (TID) s08-TADS

NORTH

DATE: 172604

SCALE: "= 200"

PROPOSED
C-2
29.760 Ac.

NOTE : PROPOSED SHADY HILLS ROAD -
REALIGNMENT BASED UPON DIRECTIVE FROM
GREGORY T. RISKI, P.E. ASSISTANT ENGINEERING
SERVICES BIRECTOR BY TELE COPY DATED 12/11/03
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Comments
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provnde

your comments below.
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this box and complete the above name and addresssection.

Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments® box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this
“§ Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
. comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and

E themedia.
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Comments Or T
We encourage and welcome your.comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provide
your comments below.
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Iif you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments® box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this
Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
the media.
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Note: Please complete and place in the *Comments® box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICP at the address on the back of this .
Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
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E  Note: Please complete and place in the *Comments" box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE, at the address on the back of this
¥ Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by june 19, 2006 to becorne part of the official pubhc hearing record. All
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D&E Study Reevaluation
A East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75

FAP No. 1851-108

Home: (813)929-0345
Fax: (813) 929-0346 -
Cell: (813) 453-9900

christiez@ij.net

We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provnde '
your comments below.

Bleany —note Hat o 0 a;ét’_'%cl/_/

ot Ho IS %@M\M\% o an
Oovoliedee der o Lo {nno plac tr, e
(Vesf. %ﬁmwr‘/!_ Create o baot ol
_Aecl QU/J&@;Q e botle Wosf gpedd (o
botwd Ao epbisng conA1Leo [ Desl ot

2y

Q4 AJLQ/)/"MLQO/

Attach additional sheets if necessary.
Name( L[Q[g;ég.@ ;_ [d §

Address 34[/.

City, State, le - LQM ‘f”/a -— &%{w

l% if you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project manling list, please check
 this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments” box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICR at the address on the back of this
Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by june 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
the media.
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your comments below. 6’7

aﬂ/ | torth.  OF Huysa, Whaen ﬂmfw

(baelon ? east) 1o n zj@zﬁ of Gitlns 1wadl sed
A durAmg Actess  From The smith e M S2 pito Gitlrs

&/ ﬂzd.gﬂg{na vZrs vd Witz A Shaws This Blrnng
Arrss Yo b u,w‘ Wit ol e ppitrcad w/u%/;;s ;@/‘J

Jurning Acfsss c?f/@i,u (S k/o 2wt o4 Criddrs /aag/ whi Ak
s Y Tho a5t cidy oF U e Lltracks ™
.4/,%, please C’d)vgmf’.cr 7’71&;/ ‘ﬂ.a ﬂm@@rﬁ/ o

T hovth ool o e

Thdustaal,  Thegwill de “/wa,é/aﬁf rotltl.
Coming  out of Giddeak Poad only Heoy S2
45 Y Seen sz Shcw Lumber Budds e
buiSines sm Shis Tﬂrp)wﬂjg

S va’ A

(’2 j”ﬂr & . Attach additional sheets if necessary.
Name __ a de q

Address v//é,gé édMS /@/ C"Vu’\ ‘P E"HSF(,&/( Oeddf&f\'
City, State, Zip g«ﬂ/ftﬂ(’l/u((/ FC 3(/3/0
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Comments

We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provnde
your comments below.
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If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the préject mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the *Comments” box or mail to Robert M. Clifiord, AICP at the address on the back of this
= Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All

. comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
¥ the media.



BRICKLEMYER SMOIKER & BO1VES, P.A.

PETER BAKER®
JAY). BARTLETT

BREAN A BOLVES

K. CLAYTON BRICKLEMYER
KEITH W. BRICKLEMYER

R. MICHAEL BROOKS

SETH T. (BIFE) CRAINE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW

MATTHEW C, LUCAS
MARION P MATHIASON
GREGORY ). ORCUTT
RICHARD T, PETITT

R GALE PORTER, JR.*
DOUGLAS C. ROLAND
RICHARD A, SCHLOSSER

PATRICLA M. DOCKERY DAVID SMOLKER

JEFFREY L. HINDS* JONETASSO

). GREGORY JACOBS ADAMM. WOLFE

ETHAN ). LOEB June 20, 2006 *OF COUNSEL
Robert M Clifford

Modal Planning and Development Manager
Florida Department of Transportation
District Seven, MS 7-500

11201 North McKinley Drive

Tampa, Fl. 33612-6456

RE: Standard Pacific Homes/State Road 52 PD&E Study
Reevaluation Comments

Dear Mr. Clifford:

The above named firm represents Standard Pacific Homes, the owners of
approximately 650 acres located at the northeast quadrant of the intersection of Bellamy
Brothers Boulevard and State Road 52 (SR 52). We previously provided written
comments at the June 8, 2006 public hearing in Pasco County.

FDOT is presently planning on taking all of the right-of-way necessary to six-lane
SR 52 from the north side property owners. Not only is this unfair, but it will severely
damage our clients property, development plans for which have been submitted to Pasco
County. Attached is a copy of the subdivision plan which FDOT representatives
requested from our client at the hearing. As you can, see the proposed alignment will
take landscaping, entry features and more than 30 proposed lots.

As indicated at the recent hearing, our client’s plans already take into account a
dedication of right-of-way to Pasco County for SR 52 widening, and the requirements of
Pasco County’s right-of-way preservation ordinance. Nevertheless, the FDOT seeks to
acquire even more right-of-way. This additional right-of-way will severely damage our
client’s property. We respectfully request that the FDOT realign the road so as to take
equal amount of right-of-way from both sides consistent with Pasco County’s right-of-
way preservation/ordinance.

500 EAST KENNEDY BOULEVARD - SUITE 200
TAMPA, FLORIDA 33602
TELEPHONE (813) 223-3888 - FACSIMILE (813) 228-6422



Thank you for your consideration in this maiter. Should you have any questions
regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to call. I remain.

Very truly yours,

BRICKLEMYER SMOLKER & BOLVES, P.A,

By:
David Smolker, Esquire
DS/be
Enclosure as noted

cc:  Barry Karpay without enclosure
David Roberts without enclosure






SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
SR 52 From East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75

3 :f WPI Segment No. 256243 1 FAP No. 1851-108
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REEVALUAIIDN

Comments
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please prowde
your comments below.
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If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the préject mailing list, piease check
thisbox and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "“Comments® box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this

. Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by june 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All

- comments submitted by the dlosing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
E  the media.




BRICKLEMYER SMOLKER & BOLVES, P.A.

ATTOR"JEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW

PETER BAKEK'

JAY J. BARTLETT

BRIAN A BOLVES

X CLAYTON BRICKLEMYER
KEITH W, BRICKLEMYER
R MICHAEL BROOKS
SETH T, {BIFF) CRAINE
PATRICIA M. DOCKERY
JEFFREYL HINDS

1. GREGORY JACOBS
ETHAN J. LOEB

June 20, 2006

Robert M Clifford

Modal Planning and Development Manager
Florida Department of Transportation
District Seven, MS 7-500 °

11201 North McKinley Drive

Tampa, Fl. 33612-6456

RE: Hillcrest Property LLP/SR 52 PD & E Study
Reevaluation Comments

Dear Mr. Clifford: p;

The above named firm represents HillCrest Property, LLP, the owners of
commercially zoned property located on the north side of State Road 52, near the

MATTHEV C. LUCAS
MARION P MATHIASON
GREGORY ] ORCUTT
RICHARD T, PETITT

R GALE PORTER, JR*
DOUGLAS C. ROLAND
RICHARD A. SCHLOSSER
DAVID SMOLKER
JONPTASSO

ADAM M. WOLFE

*OF COUNSEL

ntersection of Old Pasco Road and State Road 52. We are providing these comments

with regard to the State Road 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation of SR 52 from East of

Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75.

Please be advised that our client objects to the present alignment to the extent that
it does not take equals amounts of right-of-way from both sides of State Road 52. As
currently proposed, the alignment would take a disproportionate amount of the additional
right-af-way from the north side thereby severely and unnecessary impacting our clients

commercial property.

We request that the FDOT realign the road to ensure that the burdens of widening
. SR 52 are not dlspropomonately visited upon certain property owners. Thank you for

your consideration. I remain.

Very truly yours,

David Snidlker, E-Squi:r-ﬂe- —

500 EAST KENNEDY BOULEVARD - SUITE 200
TAMPA, FLORIDA 33602
TELEPHONE (813) 223-3888 - FACSIMILE (813) 228-6422



DS/be

cc.  Ms. Dale Lewis _
Mr. George B Karpay
Mr. Ken Karpay



PASCO COUNTY, FLORIDA &E Study Reevaluation

4454 Grand Boulevard
ow Fort Riche. Flerida 346325902 t of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75
Deborah J. “Debbie” Bolduc AP N 1851108

Project Monager

(727) 834-3604 ~ (352) 321 4274, Ext. 3604
Sfax: (727) 834-3617
email: dbolduc@pascocountyfl.net

Comments

We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please ;—JI:E)VidE
your comments below.
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' Attach additional sheets if necessary.
Name _\dednate)y Bolduc, (127)¥34 23004

Address *

City, State, Zip

If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments” box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this
Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. Al
comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
the medja. '




Comments from Douglas R. Uden, AICP, Transportation Planning Coordinator, on the S.R.52 Project
Development and Environment (PD&E) Study Re-Evaluation

Sheet No.:
2; The County has réquired the developer to realign the Shady Hills Road intersection at S.R. 52 when the
northeast corner is developed. The County can provide the developer's name to the Florida
Department of Transportation (FDOT) if desired. The Transportation Improvement Program-has design
(PE) money in Fiscal Year 2006-07 for S.R. 52 six-lane improvements; therefore, the developer should

be contacted soon to see if they would like to participate with the FDOT on the desngn/constmcuon of
this intersection.

Thank you, FDOT, for movmg the Sandridge property full-median opening. This is now shown
correctly.

The westbound to southbound, left-turn lane at Driver's Lane maybe should be further west so Pilot -
Country Estate traffic will not have to make a U-turn at the busy intersection of U.S. 41 and S.R. 52 in
order to go east. This will help lower future congestion at the U.S. 41 and S.R. 52 intersection.

9. Why a full-median opening at the Withlacoochee River Coop Substation?

12. Check to see if this is the correct location for the northbound road at the full-median opening.

22.  Median located at wetlands. Why not relocate the opening so that it avoids wetland areas?

General Notes:

A Plans just say "Connerton” for the area to the south. The PD&E Study should show that the Southwest
Florida Water Management District owns a large portion of this land to the south.
Show the power-pole area.

C. Show gas transmission line right-of-way. Is there a land gap between this and the proposed right-of-

way?

mo/asr52pde
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ROBERT M CLIFFORD, A/CP » K m
MODAL PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT MGR _ er .
DISTRICT 7
MAIL STATION 7-500

11201 N MCKINLEY DR
TAMFA, FL 33612-6456

Desr Sir:

RE THE HIGHWAY 52 PROJECT BEGINNING AT SUNCOAST PARKWAY AND ENDING AT
INTERSTATE 75.

IOWN A BUSINESS ON THE NORTH SIDE OF 52 EAST OF FIGHWAY 41.
‘MY BUSINESS IS SELLING TRAILERS, ALL SIZES AND SOME ARE TRACTOR TRAILERS.

MY CONCERN WITH THIS ROAD PROJECT 15: THE TURN IN TO MY BUSINESS MUST BE
AN OPEN TURN IN BECAUSE OF TRACTOR TRAILERS COMING IN AND LEAVING FROM
BOTHDIRECTIONS. AND THE STTUATION WITH MY BUSINESS IS, I AM VERY CLOSE
TO A CURVE IN TBBROADTOMYEASTANDANM’BRSECHONTOTHEWFST WHERE
A TRACTOR TRAILBR COULD NOT MAKE A I TURN TD GET INTO MY BUSINESS
WITHOUT CAUSING A VBRY DANGERDUS SITUATION. | HAVE STUDIED THE MAPS
YOUHAVE DRAWN FOR THIS PROJECT AND § AM VERY ANXIOUS TO LET YOU KNOW
THE SITUATION | WOULD BB FACING. ALL MY TRAILERS ARE DELIVERED TO ME BY'

TRACTOR TRAILER. 48 OR 52 FEET IN LENGTH AND 1 AM SURE YOU KNOW THE
RADIUS THEY NEED TO MAKH A TURN.

PLRASE GIVE THIS YOUR UTMOST CONSIDERATION AS 1 HAVE A GOOD BUSINESS
NOW AND WOULD NOT WAN T TO LOOSE IT BECAUSE OF A ROAD PROJECT.

1 DO BELIEVE WE NEED THE PROGRESS IN THE ROADS. THANK YOI FOR YOUR
CONSIDERATION.

;fi:l andy binghsm attyAsmpa/iackesonvilles.
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Comments
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provnde

your comments below.
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you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments” box or mail to Robert M. Clifford,, AICE at the address on the back of this
Y ’F Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by june 19, 2006 to become part of the official pubfic hearing record. Al
"k comments submitted by the dosing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and

. the media.




PO Box 158
Land O’ Lakes, FL 34639-0158
June 19, 2006

Robert M. Clifford, AICP

Modal Planning and Development Manager

Florida Department of Transportation, District Seven
MS 7-500 .

11201 N. McKinley Drive

Tarnpa, FL 33612-6456

Dear Mr. Clifford:

RE: State Road (SR) 52 Project Development and
Environment (PD&E) Study Reevaluation

For fifty years, our cattle and timber interests have operated on land south of SR
52, between DOT markers 395 and approximately 492.

- We have concerns about the impact of the current design on our business
operations. Specifically:

« Although we have access to six proposed openings in SR 52, none of
them allows us to turn west.

« At marker 489, a platted and recorded easement, we have regular heavy
truck traffic. Without a design change now, cattle and timber trucks, rock
trucks and feed trucks will be forced to make dangerous U-turns in front of
light vehicular traffic to enter our ranch from the east or exit to the west.

» Our family residences, marked with gates and a cattle gap, have been
south of marker 439 for 48 years, long before Quail Ridge was built. It
would be very easy for you to create an open median to serve both sides
of the road. We ask that you make this modification.

« Finally, we have concerns about construction activity that would
compromise two miles of new 6-strand barbed wire fencing. With cattle in
our SR 52 pastures, damage to fencing would be costly and dangerous.
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SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
SR 52 From East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75

WP Segment No. 256243 1

REEVA[UAIIUN SR -

Comments

We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provnde
your comments below.
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: Attach additional sheets if necessary.
Name Qe Vanoex Kawe

Address q\% bLE‘N Rio E A\IENUE
Ciy, State, Zip _1EMyLE _ [EvRacr=, FL 33bL177

If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "“Comments" box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICP at the address on the back of this
Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the publrc and
the medja.
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Robert M. Clifford, AICP
Modal Planning and Development Manager
Florida Department of Transportation, District Seven

MS 7-500

11201 N. McKinley Drive
Tampa, FL 33612-6456
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SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
SR 52 From East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75

REEVALUATION

§ Comments e
E  We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provnde

your comments below,
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m{you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mallmg list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.

© Note: Please complete and place in the *Comments® box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this

. Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All

comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and

the media.
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Robert M. Clifford, AICP _
Modal Planning and Developmernt Manager

Florida Department of Transportatlon, District Seven
MS 7-500

11201 N. McKinley Drive
Tampa, FL 33612-6456
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Comments

We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please'-b?bw e
your comments below.

I _FEEL IT IS ]

SIDE OF SR 52 TO THE SOUTH _SIDE. TAKING QUT BIG TREES THAT IS

A SOUND BARRIER FOR THE PEOPLE ON _THE SOUTH SIDE OF THE LAKE.

SEUPHSSIBE. o o o
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FC’W"‘/ Attach additional sheets if necessary.

Name TIMMIE T
L 4 LA S

T YT ITAMS
T X ITre [P s = 2 v i fw
Address 18151 WILLIAMS LOQP

City, State, Zip __LAND 0O LAKES,FL. 234838

[ ¥ you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments® box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this
Comment Form. Alf comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All

comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
the media.
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Comments

i We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please prowde
your comments below.
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' gﬁf you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
thisbox and complete the above name and address section.

i Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments® box or maif to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this

-} Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All

= comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
. the media.
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Comments
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please prowde

your comments below.
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If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.
E  Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments® box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICR at the address on the back of this
-="F Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
"} comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and

the media.
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. Comments
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provnde

your comments below.
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/] ¥ you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
thisbox and complete the above name and address section.
Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments” box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this
-7k Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
.- §  comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
" -} the media.
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L Comments ' _ SFTR 2
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provide

E your comments below.
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If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments" box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE, at the address on the back of this
#"§ Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by june 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
B comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and

. the media.
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Comments S
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provide
your comments below. '
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Attach additional sheets if necessary.

‘Name '
Address
City, State, Zip

if you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments" box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE, at the address on the back of this
Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by june 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
the media.
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May 31, 2006

My, Robert M. Clitford, AICP

Modal Planning znd Developuient Meanager
Florida Departthent of Tysnsportation
District Seven

Mail Station 7-500

11201 N. McKinley Drive

Tampa, FL 33612-6456

Re:  Comments for FDOT Reevaluation Study for State Read 52 Adjacent to
Crossroads Sawmill

Depr Mn Clifford:

My family owns the Crossioads Sawmill propesty located on the nosth sideof State Road
52 approximately 1,000 feet west of the nigrsection of State Road 52 and Highway 41 1n P#sco
Coumty. We attended FDOT's Public Hearing 'on May 25, 2606,.a1 Bethel Baptist Church, and
although we did not provide any comments. or statements at the Public Hearing, ‘we want o
provide additional writtent information to FDOT in conmection with the Reevaluabion Study,

The overwhelming sentiment expressed by thie public at the May 25 Public Heanng
confirmed that the Siate Road 52 expanston alignment shonld be fo-the north of existing State
" Road 52 in the vielnity of the Crosstoads Sawrnill, with the existing sontherly right-of-way line
remaining as is. As thi owngr of the property viorth of State Road' 52, we have no objection to
and quito frankly support a revised alignment which would move the expansion projectnorth of
FDOT's current proposed slignment. Specificalty, if the road is moved ‘stightly porth with the
existing southerly right-of-way Temmining, then we believe our Tumbaryard business wouldt not
be significantly impacted and we could work with DQT n moving our office stmchure. Othier
than moving the old structures adjacent to Siate Road 52, it would not appear thet a revised
aligament north of existing Stite Road 52 would substantislly impact the sawrnill operations
located several hundred feet to the north of State Road 52. -

We undersiand FDOT has identified two possible environmental concerns at the subject
property, however, a Phas¢ 1. Enviroomental Site Asscssment for the body shop facility has
confinmed that no soif or groundwater contamindtion. exists at the body shop facility, and we ate
not aware that FDOT has smy docwmentation which confiums any seil or proundwater
contamingtion or other adverse envirpnmental conditions, We- also upderstand FDOT has
identified another possible enviropmentdl concern for the actual sawmill ‘operptions at our:

- —— - et vt - AL ey . .- e - -
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property. However, these operations are located severnl hundred feet to the north of existing
State Road 52, and would not be impacted by realigning the expansion project to the north of
exXisting State Road 52. .

In closing, we bave no objection 10 FDOT reevaluating and realigning the proposed right-
of-way for the State Road 52 expansion project to the north of existing State Road 52. We.
remain available to discuss these issues with FDOT as the need arises. Please keep us infonned
regarding FDOT s decisions and design specifications for this praject. '

Simncerely yours,

oe: Mes. Vikld Wall

H183984351
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SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
SR 52 From East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75

f WPI Segment No. 256243 1 FAP No. 1851-108

Comments

We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provide
your comments below. '
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- PUBLIC HEARING
' May 25, 2006 \

SPEAKER CARD

1 If you wish to make a formal comment tonight, please fill out

- this card. Crnsxes Coa | SEREeERWS SRC

EE— Name —OODNCoRase o Res. WA
— Address _ \S2ao Uohes © .
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Attach additional sheets if necessary.

Name
Address
City, State, Zip

[:] If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
this boxand complete the above name and address section.

' Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments” box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this

Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part.of the official public hearing record. All -

comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
. the media.
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SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
SR 52 From East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75
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Comments

We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provude
your comments below..
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you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check ‘
this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "“Comments” box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE, at the address on the back of this
Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and

E  the media.



I'would like to comment on the Financial Project #2563231 which is the State Road 52
corridor segment from Suncoast to East of U.S. 41. My main concern is the area from
Kent Grove Dr. to U.S. 41.

FDOT states in the regvaluation brochure that the proposed alignment will deviate in
certain areas from the alignment proposed in the 1988 study. The alignment shifis to the
south to avoid a potential contamination site and to reduce business damages and right of

. ‘way costs.

My husband and I have lived in our house and raised our family here since 1981. We
have followed the plans for the widening of State Road 52 since 1988. We actually
looked forward to the original plans of having a sidewalk on the north and south sides,
sewer and waterlines. With the new plan, it is true; we won’t need the sidewalks on the
south side of State Road 52 because you will be wiping out all of the homes and taking
the property of my longtime neighbors.

On July 27, 2005 we received a notice from West Pasco Government Center Growth
Management Department (see enclosed copy). It stated that our property is located in an
area that deserves “special protection™ from the intrusion of urban uses. It seems that
FDOT plans to help Pasco County protect our property by just getting rid of all of our
neighbors and leaving the Auto Salvage business (and the contaminated property, which
bas been proven otherwise by outside testing). I hope that someone involved with the
environmental effects associated with this plan would come out and actually look at the
area. You need to really see what this new plan would be doing to Pierce Lake.

Last but not least, I would like to comment on “the right of way” cost. Do you know
that FDOT purchased .76 acres of property on the north side of State Road 52 and
actually moved the house that was on the property in 1994? (See enclosed copy) I can
tell that FDOT is really monitoring the cost of this project. '

Everyone in this area has known that the road would be widened on the north side
since 1988. People on the north side were not allowed by the county to build because of
this fact. People on the south side have tried to beautify the area by keeping their yards
attractive with Oak trees, plants, etc.

Please review this part of the State Road 52 project and protect “our rural lifestyle.”
That is really part of Pasco County’s Comprehensive Plan.

Sincerely,
A

Patricia Sons
18212 State Road 52
Land O Lakes, FL. 34638

6/16/06
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SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
SR 52 From East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75
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Comments

FAP No.1851-108

e ,'7‘2 B
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provide
your comments below.
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Name 2 @L ‘é%\/\ ;
Address ﬁ)(i ! ﬁ7 So‘-‘l‘lzhfﬂfk

City, State, Zip

If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
thisbox and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the *Comments" box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this
Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
the media. '
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REEVALUATION

Comments _
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provide
your comments below.

As residents of Pilot Country Estates we must use SR 52 daily as we drive to and from our homes.
As such, we certainly recognize the increased traffic levels and the need to improve the road to
handle the current and larger future volume. Therefore we wholeheartedly support the proposed
widening of SR 52. We are also pleased that the current CONCEPT PLAN shows a left turn lane for
eastbound traffic on SR 52 turning onto Driver Lane. Currently making that turn places the vehicle
1in danger from both high speed oncoming traffic and high speed traffic approaching from behind.
Further analysis of the “plan” does show however, there appears to be no provision for leaving Pilot
Country eastbound on SR 52 except to make a U-turn at the traffic light at US 41. It seems that a left
turn lane at Pilot Country Drive could be provided for this purpose and alleviate the added traffic at
the SR 52 & US 41 intersection.

Additionally, as a community of pilots, we would ask that the construction of the new, wider SR 52
include burying the section of the power lines that crosses in front of the runway. Currently this set
of wires transitions directly across the threshold of Runway 36 on the north side of SR 52 and
represents a serious safety hazard. When landing to the north (Runway 36) pilots must avoid the
power lines by remaining well above the height of the wires. This effectively shortens the available
landing distance for all aircraft when landing to the north. For aircraft departing Pilot Country to the
| south the power lines pose perhaps a more serious obstacle. If an aircraft were to contact the wires
taking off to the south the aircraft would be brought down well to the south of the airport
endangering not just the occupants of the airplane but those on the ground as well. This may be
particularly noteworthy given the Connerton development plans for this area. Relocating the wires
underground as they cross the end of the runway seems a small investment for the improved safety.

J Respectfully submitted,

3l Pilot Country Estates
Homeowner’s Association, Inc.
P.O. Box 444
Land O’Lakes, FL 34639

If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be induded on the project mailing list, please chec
this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments" box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE, at the address on the back of this
Comment Form. All comments must be nostmarked bv June 5. 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
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As residents of Pilot Country Estates we must use SR 52 daily as we drive to and from our homes.
As such, we certainly recognize the increased traffic levels and the need to improve the road to
handle the current and larger future volume. Therefore we wholeheartedly support the proposed
widening of SR 52. We are also pleased that the current CONCEPT PLAN shows a left tum lane for
eastbound traffic on SR 52 turning onto Driver Lane. Currently making that turn places the vehicle
| in danger from both high speed oncoming traffic and high speed traffic approaching from behind.
Further analysis of the “plan” does show however, there appears to be no provision for leaving Pilot
§ Country eastbound on SR 52 except to make a U-turn at the traffic light at US 41. It seems that a left
| turn lane at Pilot Country Drive could be provided for this purpose and alleviate the added traffic at
| the SR 52 & US 41 intersection.

¢ Additionally, as a community of pilots, we would ask that the construction of the new, wider SR 52
| include burying the section of the power lines that crosses in front of the runway. Currently this set
of wires transitions directly across the threshold of Runway 36 on the north side of SR 52 and

| represents a serious safety hazard. When landing to the north (Runway 36) pilots must avoid the
power lines by remaining well above the height of the wires. This effectively shortens the available
landing distance for all aircraft when landing to the north. For aircraft departing Pilot Country to the
south the power lines pose perhaps a more serious obstacle. If an aircraft were to contact the wires
taking off to the south the aircraft would be brought down well to the south of the airport
endangering not just the oceupants of the airplane but those on the ground as well. This may be
particularly noteworthy given the Connerton development plans for this area. Relocating the wires
underground as they cross the end of the runway seems a small investment for the improved safety.

Respectfully submitted,

Pilot Country Estates
Homeowner’s Association, Inc.
P.O. Box 444

Land O’Lakes, FL 34639
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Florida Department of Transportation

JEB BUSH Aviation Office JOSE ABREY

3OVERNOR ‘ 605 Sywonnee Streel, MS-46 . SECRETARY
. _ Tallohassee, FL 32399.0450

. e: May27,2005 o (X]ﬂ“

Gall M A N

Mr. Dewey Gallops : o

Airport Manager /‘\;ﬂ D, WP

Pilot Countiy . '

11500 Pilot County Dr. o A

Spring Hill, FI. 34610 , .
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A L dospention Schedule for Pilot Country - et . A ——————— S

Dear Mr. Gallops:

Your current State of Florida license for Pilot Country requires that a re-inspection of the facility
be conducted. This is to notify you that the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT)
viation Office will be inspecting your Airport on July 25, 2005.

Prior to the inspection, please ensure that the following deficiencies are corrwted and the
primary surface for all runways is mowed and clear of all obstacles in accordance with Chapter
14-60.007(2)(b), FAC. Also ensure that the safety area for all runways is graded and capable of
supporting the occasional passage of aircraft in accordancc with Chapter 14-60.007(5), FAC.

1. Brush first 200 feet of the runway, 100 feet right of centerline, Runway 18 is in the
primary surface and should be removed.

2. Fuel tank 101 fect before the end of the runway, 105 feet right of centerline, Runway 36
is in the pnmary surface and should be marked with an obstructmn light, re-located

outside the primary snrface, or NOTAMed.-

3 Mmmwwnm” 11:1 due to trees 279 feet before the end of
the runway, 125 feet right of centerline. Trees should be removed or the threshold

displaced.

4. Welcome sign at the end of the runway, on centerline; fence 56 feet beyond the end of the
TURWRY, on ceaterline, full width; pump house 108 feet beyond the end of the runway, on
centerline; and pond 130 feet beyond the end of the runway, on centerline, Runway 36 are
in the safety area. The end of the runway should be re-located 240 feet, a declared distance
installed, or the sign, fence, and pump house should be removed and the pond filled.

5. The windsock should be lighted. g

4

www.dot.state.fl.us . J————



6. The hold pesition markings should be made standard and located at least 125 feet from
centerline.

Should you have anfr questions or comments, please feel free to contact me at 850-414-4507.

Sincerely,

0_4 4_%/4“ |

il A Robas
Airport Inspection and Safety Manager

W,
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Ariel view of Pilot Country and surroundings with Village 5 COE Master Site Plane size

adjusted and superimposed. From Permit Application No. SAJ-2005-3927 (IP-TEH)
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SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
SR 52 From East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75
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Comments
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please prov:de
your comments below.

ﬂ[foﬂﬂtc( MCS P2 Lo < VIS nyoﬂf'?,-zg’
Oucl clocr gPremers Yo Xy
25[// OZWG Do Korer (R0 Bl reSSoct T

Z{? 2Zr{(>@c*¢row t
T lentle ¢

Attach additional sheets if necessary.

Name /?/Cé?/&/ /( /?[‘25
Address 20 23S ot 7_”/47 Wa/

City, State, zip __Lect Ce ¥

If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.
Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments™ box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this
Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
comments submitted by the closmg date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
the media.
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FOWLER WHITE
BOGGS BANKER

ATTORNEYS AT LAw
RON H. NOBLE

DIRECT DIAL: 813-222-1175 ESTABLISHED 1943
RNOBLE@FOWLERWHITE.COM

May 25, 2006

Mr. Robert M. Clifford, AICP

Modal Planning and Development Manager
Florida Department of Transportation
District Seven ‘

Mail Station 7-500

11201 N. McKinley Drive

Tampa, FL. 33612-6456

Re:  Written Statement and Objections for FDOT PD&E Study for State Road 52 East
of the Suncoast Parkway to 1-75

Dear Mr. Clifford:

This firm represents Thomas Development in connection with the Williams Park project
located on the south side of State Road 52 approximately 1,000 feet west of the intersection of
State Road 52 and U.S. Highway 41 in Pasco County. The Williams Park property is located
within the project boundaries for the State Road 52 widening from east of the Suncoast Parkway
to west of I-75 in Pasco County. '

Please allow this correspondence to serve as Thomas Development’s formal written
comments and objections to the proposed alignment presented at the FDOT Public Hearing held
on May 25, 2006 at Bethel Baptist Church in Spring Hill, Florida. FDOT’s most recent proposed
alignment for State Road 52 will substantially and adversely impact Thomas Development’s
Williams Park commercial project. Williams Park is a commercial zoned property which was
approved for multiple commercial and office uses by Pasco County in November, 2005.
Williams Park is far along in the development process with respect to site design and permitting
considerations. Site development and construction permit applications have been submitted to

the Department of Transportation, Southwest Florida Water Management District, and Pasco
County for review and final approval

We understand that FDOT was not aware of the commercial rezoning of the Williams
Park property when the most recent alignment was proposed. The general character of this area
will not be rural in nature, but rather, multiple commercial and offices uses at the Williams Park
property, along with other proposed development in the immediate vicinity of the State Road 52
and U.S. Highway 41 intersection, will render this an urban area. We also want FDOT to be on

FOWLER WHITE BOGGS BANKER PA.
TAMPA * ST. PETERSBURG © FORT MYERS » TALLAHASSEE « ORLANDO » NAPLES » WEST PALM BEACH ¢ BONITA SPRINGS *» JACKSONVILLE

501 EasT KENNEDY BLvD., SUITE 1700 » TAMPA, FLORIDA 33602 » P.O. Box 1438 = Tampa, FL 33601
TELEPHONE (833} 228-7411 » FaX (813) 229-8313 » www.fowlerwhite.com



Mr. Robert M. Clifford, AICP
May 25, 2006
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formal notice and aware that multiple Purchase and Sale Agreements have been executed for
individual parcels within Williams Park directly adjacent to the State Road 52 right-of-way, and
we anticipate that additional Purchase and Sale Agreements will be executed in the near future
with local and national chains for the development of the property which may include a gasoline

....station, convenience store,. fast-food restaurant, medical clinic, commercial bank and other .
commercial and offices uses. - -

Thomas Development strongly objects to the proposed State Road 52 realignment
because it will substantially and adversely impact the Williams Park project. The proposed
alignment presented at the May 25, 2006, Public Hearing would eliminate the majority of the
commercial parcels which have previously been approved and are under contract for sale and
purchase in Williams Park. The proposed right-of-way alignment south of State Road 52 would
effectively eliminate the approved Williams Park commercial project. As FDOT is aware, there
are limited commercial properties and businesses serving this area of Pasco County. Pasco
County officials have stated that commercial services and employment centers are desperately
needed in this part of Pasco County, and therefore, Pasco County officials would greatly
appreciate your cooperation in working with Thomas Development to preserve the proposed
commercial uses within Williams Park.

Representatives of Williams Park have met with FDOT and Pasco County officials on -
several occasions to address these issues and concemns. The representatives of Williams Park
have repeatedly been assured the State Road 52 widening and alignment would not adversely
impact the Williams Park project, but rather, the required right-of-way would be obtained
primarily from the north side of existing State Road 52. Please be advised that Thomas
Development has no objection to and supports the existing right-of-way for the southern
boundary of State Road 52. In fact, Thomas Development and the Williams Park representatives
have offered their support and will continue to support the existing southerly right-of-way line
which is currently in place for State Road 52. '

However, the alignment which has now been proposed by FDOT would eliminate the
viability of commercial development within the majority of the Williams Park project, and for
that reason, we have repeatedly inquired to FDOT and Pasco County regarding these concerns.
Both Pasco County and FDOT staff have repeatedly and consistently responded and stated there
is no reason that FDOT could not and should not shift the State Road 52 alignment to the north
side of existing State Road 52 for future expansion and widening. Again, we are not requesting a
complete relocation of the widened State Road 52, but rather, we are suggesting and requesting
the existing southerly right-of-way boundary currently in place for State Road 52 remain in place
as currently designed and located.

We would also like to address several public health and safety concems which are of
great importance in connection with FDOT’s most recent proposed alignment for State Road 52.
Some of these issues represent very recent developments which FDOT was not aware of when
the most recent proposed alignment and widening was considered:

e FDOT has identified a potential hazardous materials/contamination site on the
north side of State Road 52 at the body shop facility directly north of Williams
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Mr. Robert M. Clifford, AICP
May 25, 2006
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Park. Please be advised that Thomas Development has funded and implemented a
Phase I1 Environmental Site Assessment of the subject property and documented
that no soil or groundwater contamination exists at the body shop facility.
Therefore, there are no design, environmental impact or other considerations
which would support FDOT’s most recent proposed alignment south of existing

State Road 52. A copy of the Phase II Environmental Site assessment is enclosed
for FDOT’s review.

» A natural gas pipeline was recently installed (within the last four months) on the
south side of State Road 52 along the Williams Park northern boundary. Extreme
care should be exercised by FDOT to minimize any impacts to the newly installed
natural gas pipeline.

¢ Several design engineers which have reviewed this project have agreed that the
health and safety of the traveling public can be better protected at the intersection
of State Road 52 and U.S. Highway 41 by moving the State Road 52 alignment to
the north of existing State Road 52 in order to improve traffic flow conditions and
sight and visual lines. Moving the right-of-way to the northern side of State Road
52 would eliminate dangerous curves and improve sight lines when approaching
the subject intersection eastbound.

The public health and safety factors addressed above strongly- support a proposed
realignment for State Road 52 to the north of the existing State Road 52 in order to ensure the
health and safety of the traveling public.

It also appears that FDOT’s most recent proposed alignment was made in an attempt to
veer away from and avoid the lumberyard located north of State Road 52 and Williams Park.
From a business impact standpoint, the realignment of State Road 52 to the north of the existing
highway would cause minimal impacts to the lumberyard operation. The sawmill operation itself
would not be impacted, and the only structure which would need to be relocated is an old
wooden office structure. In summary, the ongoing business operations of the lumberyard would
not be substantially impacted nor disrupted by realigning the right-of-way north of existing State
Road 52. From a financial standpoint, impacts to the lumberyard from a northem right-of-way
alignment would be minimal compared to the $8 to $10 million minimum financial impact which
will be incurred by Williams Park if FDOT proceeds with the alignment as proposed on May 25,
2006. Thomas Development is presenting this information to FDOT in good faith to minimize
the financial impact to FDOT of acquiring right-of-way for this project.

Finally, Thomas Development representatives met with Pasco County’s DOT Access
Committee in August, 2005, and again during a pre-construction meeting with Pasco County in.
December 2005, and there has never been any mention or concem expressed that State Road 52
would be aligned or widened to the south of the existing State Road 52 right-of-way. Rather, all
officials repeatedly assured Thomas Development representatives that the final alignment would
be north of existing State Road 52, and the State Road 52 widening project would not adversely
impact Williams Park. Williams Park has proceeded in good faith with their site development
project based upon these representations. In addition, recent conversations with FDOT District
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Seven representatives confirmed that Thomas Development should proceed with its Williams
“Park project as originally planned and designed.

Also enclosed please find letters of support which have been provided to Thomas
Development for the Williams Park project and the realignment of State Road 52 discussed
herein. After FDOT staff has an opportunity to review the information set forth herein, we
remain available to meet with FDOT or provide any additional information required by FDOT to
resolve these issues to satisfaction of all parties. In the interim, please do not hesitate to contact

me should you have any questions regarding the above matters or if you require any additional
information.

Sincerely yours,

FGWLER WHITE BOGGS BANKER P.A.

Ron H. Noble
cc: Thomas Development

#1838606v1
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The Real Estate Firm

May 23, 2006

To Whom It May Concern:

As a business owner in Pasco County as well as a working real estate broker who continually
travels thru-out Pasco County as well as all of the adjacent counties, I would like to express
my suppott for the commercial/medical complex currently slated for SR 52 west of US 41.

The population in our immediate area as well as surrounding areas is growing at a
tremendous rate; however, setvices, restaurants and employment opportunities are not
keeping up with this growth. This complex is certainly a step in the right direction in helping
our county resolve some of these issues.

I would like to encourage the Department of Transportation to stand behind, not only this
wotthwhile project, but future endeavors that offer the same solution. Your suppott to this
project as well as your expeditious approval will not only setve as encouragement in enticing
other firms to bring these needed projects to Pasco County but will offer immediate relief to
those of us to live, work and travel the county.

Thaak you in advance for your consideration to this pxdjcct and for your assistance towards

the continued growth and well-being of Pasco County.

Sincerely,

PATRICIA D. PETERMAN
Broker

/pdp

2425 Old Cypress Creek Road ® Land O’ Lakes, Florida 34639

Office: (813) 909-2092 ® www.peterman-wall.com



| PHASE I1
ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT

CONDUCTED OF

CROSSROADS SAWMILL PROPERTY
Located at 18541 S.R. 52
Land O’Lakes, Pasco County, Florida

PREPARED FOR:

THOMAS DEVELOPMENT, INC.
2203 N. Lois Avenue, Suite 1125
Tampa, Florida 33607

FES PROJECT NO. 06-549
MAY, 2006

PREPARED BY:

[ FAULKNER
ENGINEERING SERVICES, Inc.
12904 Dupont Circle
Tampa, Florida 33626
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May 23, 2006

Mr. Tom Sandridge
Thomas Development, Inc.
2203 N. Lois Avenue, Suite 1125

" Tampa, Florida 33607

Re: Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment
Crossroads Sawmill Property
Located at 18541 S.R. 52
Land O’ Lakes, Pasco County, Florida
FES Proposal No. 06-549

Dear Mr. Sandridge:

Faulkner Engineering Services, Inc. (FES) has completed groundwater sampling activities at the
Crossroads Sawmill Property. FES provided our services in general accordance with our
Proposal Number: P06-502, dated May 17, 2006, that was authorized by you.

FES reviewed the Contamination Assessment Report, prepared by LRG Environmental
Services in 1995 which indicated petroleum impacted groundwater near the former fuel
dispenser area (now the above ground storage (AST) area) above the State of Florida's
Groundwater Target Cleanup Level (GCTLs) per Chapter 62-777 of the Florida Administrative
Code (F.A.C.). Based on our review, FES recommended sampling the groundwater at the site
for Volatile Aromatics and Hydrocarbons, 1,2-Dibromoethane, Petroleum Range Organics by

EPA Method FLOPRO, Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) by EPA Method 8270, and
Lead by EPA Method ICP/6010. '

On May 18, 2008, FES collected four shallow groundwater samples using a Direct Push
Geoprobe ® to a total depth of 12 feet below land surface (bls) at four sample locations. The
four sample locations were installed around the former fuel dispenser area, one at each comer
of the former fuel dispenser area concrete pad (See Figure 1). The samples were taken as a
“grab’ samples”. The samples were collected and placed into a factory fresh sample jars,
placed on ice and camied under chain-of-custody to SunLabs, Inc. of Tampa (FDOH Cert.
#84809). The samples were analyzed for Volatle Aromatics and Hydrocarbons, 1,2-
Dibromoethane, Petroleum Range Organics by EPA Method FLOPRO, Polynuclear Aromatic
Hydrocarbons (PAHs) by EPA Method 8270, and Lead by EPA Method ICP/6010 with a two day
tum around report time from the laboratory.

As indicated in the attached groundwater analytical report, Volatile Aromatics and
Hydrocarbons, 1,2-Dibromoethane, Petroleum Range Organics by EPA Method FLOPRO,
Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) by EPA Method 8270, and Lead by EPA Method
ICP/6010 were not detected in any of the four groundwater samples collected on May 18, 2006.

The analytical results indicate that the groundwater at the Crossroads Sawmill Property has not
been adversely impacted by volatile organic compounds, petroleum constituents and metals.

12904 Dupont Circle * Tampa, FL 33626 * Ph: 813-818-8307 * Fax: 813-818-8381

www.faulknereng.com



Phase Il ESA Sampling
Crossroads Sawmill Property
Pasco County, Florida

FES No.: 06-549

Page 2

We appreciate the opportunity to provide you with this Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment
groundwater sampling analytical report for the Crossroads Sawmill Property. }f you have any

_ questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office at 813-818-8307.

Sincerely,
Faulkner Engineering Services, Inc.

St o, B (5
Shari A. Bartolotti
Environmental Scientist

Attachments: Figure 1 ~ Site Sampling Location Mab
Sunlabs, Inc., Groundwater Analytical Report



SITE SAMPLING LOCATION MAP

Crossroads Sawmill Property
Located at 18541 S.R. 52
Land O’ Lakes, Pasco County, Florida

PRoJECT # 06-459
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May 22, 2006

David Faulkner

Faulkner Engineering Services, Inc.
12504 DuPont Circle

Tampa, FL. 33626

Re: SunlLabs Project Number: 060518.02
Client Project Description: " Crossroads Sawmill

Dear Mr. Faukner:
Enclosed is the report of laboratory analysis for the following samples:

Sample Number Sa'mble Description . Date Collected

37537 MW 05/18/06
37538 MW-2 05/18/06 .
37539 MW.3 05/18/06
37540 MW-4 05/18/06

If you have any questions or comments conceming this report, please do not hesitate to contact us.
Sincerely,

Michael W. Palmer v
Vice President, Laboratory Operations

Enclosures

Sunlabs, Inc. ’ Cover Page 1 of 1 ~Phone: (313) 881-9401

5460 Beaumont Center Bivd., Smte 520 Emat:  Info@SunLabsinc.com

Tampa. FL 33634 Unless Otherwise Noted and Where Applicable: Website: www.SunLabs!nc.com
These wamplos ware fecolved st the proper wnd were aed e ivad. The results heseln relate only to the tems tested or to the

shall not be raproduced except n hull, without the written approval of the laboratory Rasulu for aft zolid matrices are reported on 8 dry welght basis « A umﬂu wift be nhpoud wm
tha date of receipt of the samples » AR samples in the body of the report ate environmental sampies. All results In the Quality Control {QC) section ace labeted appropriately » Al sesults me
requiremonts of he NELAC standarda - Footnoles ate given at e end of the report « Uncartainty velues are svailable upon request.



Report of Laboratory Analysis

SunLabs Faulkner Engineering Services, Inc.
Project Number
060518.02 Project Desoiption
L Crossroads Sawmill T
May 22, 2006
Sunlabs Sample Number 37537 Matrix Groundwater
Sample Designation MW-1 Date/Time Received 05/18/06 12:45
Date/Time Collected 05/18/06 09:15
Paramoters Method Units Resuits Date/Time Date/Time
Analyzed Prepped
Petroleum e Orqanics by M FLPRO
Date Extracted 5/18/06 05/18/06 14:00
Date Analyzed 5/19/06 05/19/06 04:08 05/18/06 14:00
Pefroleum Range Organics FLPRO uqft 0 U 05/19/06 04:08 05/18/06 14:00
a ICP Me 4

Date Digested 3005 5119106 05/19/06 10:20
Date Analyzed 6010 5/22/06 05/22/06 13:42
Lead 6010 myt 0.003 U 05/22/06 13:42 05/19/06 10:20
1,2-Dibromoethane by EPA Method 8011
Date Extracted 5/18/06 05/18/06 19:10
Date Analyzed 5/19/06 05/19/06 13:50 05/18/06 19:10
1.2-Dibromoethane 8011 ua 0020 U 05/19/06 13:50 05/18/06 19:10
Volatile Aromatics and Halocarbons
Date Analyzed 05/18/06 05/18/08 17:28
Surronate 8260 % 95 05/18/06 17:28
Dichlorodifiuvoromethane 8260 ugil iou 05/18/06 17:28
Chioromethane 8260 ug/l 25 U 05/18/06 17:28
Vinyi chloride 8260 ugl. 10U 05/18/06 17:28
Bromomethane 8260 ua/l. 50U N518/06 17:2R
Chioroethane 8260 ua/l 10 U NSMBI06 17:28
Trichlorofluoromethane 8260 uo/l io v 05M8MAK 17:28
1.1-Dichioroethene 8260 uail, 10V 051806 17:28
Methviene chioride 8260 val. 50 U NSMBI08 17:28
trans-1.2-Dichloroethene 8260 uall. 10V N5/18M06 1778
1.1-Dichloroethane 8260 wal, 10V NSM8D6 1728
Chioroform 8260 vl 10 U 051806 1728
1.1.1-Trichioroethane 8260 ua. ioUu 05118/06 1778
Carbon tetrachloride 8260 ual. 10U O5/1RI06 17-28
1.2-Dichioroethane 8260 ua/l 10U Q51806 17-7R
Trichloroethene 8260 uofl. 10U 051806 1728
1.2-Dichioropropane 8260 woll 10U 05/18/08 17:28
Bromodichioromethane 8260 uafl. 10 U DSHANA 17:28
¢is-1.3-Dichloroorovene 8260 uafl. 10 U 05HB8I06 17:28
trans-1.3-Dichloroorooene 8260 ua/l. 10 U ND18/06 17:28
1,1.2-Trichloroethane 8260 ug/l 10U 05/18/06 1728
Tetrachloroethene 8260 ughl. 10U 05/18/06 1728
Dibrosmmochioromethane 8260 ug/l 10U 05/18/06 17:28
Chlorobenzene 8260 g/l iouU 05/18/06 17:28
Bromoform 8260 ug/l. 10U 05/18/06 17:28
1.1.2.2-Tetrachloroethane 8260 vg/ 10 U 05/18/06 17:28
SuntLabs, Inc. Leboratory ID Number - E84809 Phone: (813) 881-9401
5460 Beaumont Certter Bivd, Suite 520 Email: Info@SunLabsinc.com
Tampa, FL 33634 Website: www.Sunl.abslnc.com

Page 1 0f9



Report of Laboratory Analysis

5460 Beaumont Center Bivd., Suite 520
Tampa, FL 33634

Page 2 of 9

SunLabs Faulkner Engineering Services, Inc.
Project Number
06051 8_02 Project Description
Crossroads Sawmill |
May 22, 2006

SunlLabs Sample Number 37537 Matrix Groundwater
Sample Designation MW-1 Date/Time Received 05/18/06 12:45
Date/Time Collected 05/18/06 09:15
Parameters Method Units Results Dato/Time Date/Time

Analyzed Prepped
Volatile Aromatics and Halo ons
1,3-Dichlorocbenzene 8260 ug/L i0U 05/18/08 17:28
1,4-Dichlorocbenzene 8260 ug/L 10U 05/18/06 17:28
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 8260 ug/t 10U 05/18/06 17:28
MTBE 8260 ug/L 50U 05/18/06 17:28
Benzene 8260 ug/l 09 U 05/18/06 17:28
Toluene 8260 ug/L 10U 05/18/06 17:28
Ethyibenzene 8260 ug/it 11 U 05/18/06 17:28
Total Xylenes 8260 ua/L 22 U 05/18/06 17:28
Total VOA 8260 ug/t 09 u 05/18/06 17:28
Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons by Method 8270
Date Extracted : 3510 5/18/06 . 05/18/06 17:00
Date Analyzed 8270 5/19/06 05/19/06 15:38
Surrogate 8270 % 100 05/19/06 15:38 05/18/06 17:00
Naphthalene 8270 ug/t 10UV 05/19/06 15:38 05/18/06 17.00
Acenaphthylene 8270 uq/L 10U 05/19/06 15:38 05/18/06 17:00
Acenaphthene 8270 ugh 1.0 U 05/19/06 15:38 05/18/06 17:00
1-Methyinaphthalene 8270 ugh K Y 05/19/06 15:38 05/18/06 17:00
2-Methyinaphthalene 8270 ugll 10U 05/19/06 15:38 05/18/06 17:00
Fluorene 8270 ug/L i0U 05/19/06 15:38 05/18/06 17:00
Phenanthrene 8270 ua/l 10U O5/19/D8 15:38 05/18/06 17:00
Anthracene 8270 uall 10U 05/19/06 15:38 05/18/06 17:00
Fluoranthene 8270 uall 10U N5/19/08 15:38 05/18/06 17:00
Pvrene 8270 uo/L 10U N5/19/D8 15:38 05/18/06 17:00
Benzo{alanthracene 8270 ua/lL 005 U - N5/19/08 15:38 05/18/06 17:00
Chrvsene 8270 ua/t 10U 05/19/06 15°38 05/18/06 17:00
BenzofbMiuocranthene 8270 uofl. 0.05 U 05/19/08 15-38 05/18/06 17:00
Benzo{k)fiuoranihene 8270 ua/L o5 U 05M8/06 15-:38 05/18/06 17:00
Benzo(a)ovrene 8270 ua/L 02 U Q5/19/08 15-38 05/18/06 17:00
Dibenzo(a.hanthracene 8270 ua/L 002 U O5MQKK 1538 05/18/06 17:00
Benzo(o.h.ihperviene 8270 uo/L 10U 051906 1538 05/18/06 17:00
Indeno(1.2.3-cdovrene 8270 ua/L 005 U 05/19/06 15-38 05/18/06 17:00
SunLabs, inc. Laboratory ID Number - E84809 Phone: (813) 881-9401

Emait Info@SunLabsinc.com
Website: www.SunLabslnc.com



Report of Laboratory Analysis

SunlLabs Faulkner Engineering Services, Inc.
Project Number
060518.02 Project Description
““ a s : | Crossroads Sawmill |
May 22, 2006
Sunl.abs Sample Number 37538 Matrix Groundwater
Sample Designation MW-2 DatefTime Received 05/18/06 12:45
Date/Time Collected 05/18/06 09:40
Parameters Method Units Results DatefTime Date/Time
Analyzed Prepped

Petroleum Range Organics by Method FLPRO
Date Extracted 518106 05/18/06 14:00
Date Analyzed 5/18/06 05/19/06 04:45 05/18/06 14:00
Petroleum Range Organics FLPRO ug/t 300 U 05/19/06 04:45 05/18/06 14:00
L b Method 6010
Date Digested 3005 5/18/06 05/19/06 1020
Date Analyzed 6010 5122/05 05/22/06 13:45
tead : 6010 mall 0.003 U 05722406 13:45 05/19/06 10:20
1.2-Dibromoethane by EPA Method 8011 '
Date Extracted 5/18/06 . 05/18/06 19:10
Date Analyzed 5/19/06 05/19/06 14:07 05/18/06 19:10
1,2-Dibromeethane 8011 ug/lL 0.020 U 05/19/06 14:07 05/18/06 19:10
Volatile Aromatics and Halocarbons '
Date Analyzed 05/18/06 05/18/06 17:57
Surrogate 8260 % 90 05/18/06 17.57
Dichiorodifiucromethane 8260 ugfl 10U 05/18/06 17:57
Chiorormnethane 8260 uaht 25U 05/18/06 17:57
Vinyl chloride 8260 ug/L 10 U 05/18/06 17:57
Bromornethane 8260 va/l 50 U O5/18IDA 17:57
Chloroethane 8260 uall 10UL OS/1806 17:57
Trichloroftuoromethane 8260 ua/L 10 U 0518106 17:57
1.1-Dichloroethene 8260 ua/t. 10U NS/M8I08 17-57
Methviene chloride 8260 ualL 50 U O5M1B06 17:57
trans-1.2-Dichloroethene 8260 vatl 10U 05/18106 17°57
1.1-Dichloroethane 8260 uall 10U O5MB06 1757
Chloroform 8260 ua/l 10 U D5M8N06 17°57
1.1.1-Trichloroethane 8260 ualt 10 U DSMBNG 17-57
Carbon tetrachloride 8260 . uall. 10 U 051806 17-57
1.2-Dichioroethane 8260 ua 10 U 0SM8I0R 17°57
Tiichioroethene 8260 uall. i0u 05M18M6 17°57
1.2-Dichloropronane 8260 ua/l 10 U ORM8I06 17:57
Bromodichloromethane 8260 ua/l 10 U N5MRME 17:57
cis-1.3-Dichloronrooene 8260 uafl 10U NS180K 17:57
trans-1.3-Dichiorooropene 8260 uafl 10U 0&/M806 17:57
1,1.2-Trichloroethane 8260 ug/l. 10 U 05/18106 17:57
Tetrachloroethene 8260 ug/t 10 U 05/18/06 17:57
Dibromochioromethane 8260 - ug/t 10U 05/18/06 17:57
Chlorobenzene 8260 ugll 10 U 05/18/06 17:57
Bromoform 8260 ug/L. 10 U 05/18/06 17:57
1.1.2.2-Tetrachloroethane 8260 ug/t. 10 U 05/18/06 17:57.
SunLabs, Inc. " Laboratory ID Number - E84809 Phone: (813) 881-9401
5460 Beaumont Center Bivd., Suite 520 Emait Info@SunLabsinc.com
Tampa, FL 33634 Website: www.SunLabsinc.com

Page 3 of 9



Report of Laboratory Analysis

Sunlabs Faulkner Engineering Services, Inc.
Project Number
060518.02 Project Description
| Crossroads Sawmill |
May 22, 2006

SunlLabs Sample Number 37538 Matrix Groundwater
Sample Designation MW-2 DatefTime Received 05/18/06 12:45
Date/Time Collected 05/18/06 09:40
Parametors Method Units Results Date/Time Datel/Time

Analyzed Prepped

latile Aromatics and Halocarhons

1.3-Dichlorobenzene 8260 ua/L 10 U 05/18/06 17:57
1,4-Dichiorobenzene 8260 ugfL 10U 05/18/06 17:57
1,2-Dichlorcbenzene 8260 ug/lL 10 U 05/18/06 17:57
MTBE 8260 ug 50 U 05/18/06 17:57
Benzene 8260 ugh. 09 U 05/18/06 17:57
Toluene 8260 ug/t. 10U 05/18/06 17:57
Ethylbenzene 8260 ugfi 11 U 05/18/06 17:57
Total Xvienes 8260 ugiL 22 U 05/18/08 17:57
Total VOA 8260 uglt. 09 U 05/18/06 17:57
Polynucfear Aromatic Hydrocarbons by Method 8270
Date Extracted 3510 5/18/06 . 05/18/06 17.00
Date Analvzed 8270 5119/06 05/19/06 16:02
Surrogate 8270 % 110 05/19/06 16:02 05/18/06 17:00
Naphthalene 8270 ug/L 10U 05/19/06 16:02 05/18/06 17:00
Acenaphthylene 8270 ug/l. 10 U 05/19/06 16:02 05/18/06 17:00
Acenaphthene 8270 uq/L 10 U 05/19/06 16:02 05/18/06 17:00
1-Methyinaphthalene 8270 vg/L, 10U 05/19/06 16:02 05/18/06 17.00
2-Methvinaphthaiene 8270 ug/L. 10 U 05/19/06 16:02 05/18/06 17:00
Fluorene 8270 uai 10 U 05/19/06 16:02 05/18/06 17:00
Phenanthrene 8270 ua/l 10 U 0519106 16:02 05/18/06 17:00
Anthracene 8270 ua/L 10 U 051906 16:02 05/18/06 17:00
Fluoranthene 8270 uo/l 10 U 05/19/06 16:02 05/18/06 17:00
Pvrene 8270 uait 10 U 05/19/06 16:02 05/18/08 17:00
Benzof{alanthracene 8270 uvall. 0.05 U 05/19/06 16:02 05/18/06 17:00
Chrvsene - . . 8270 ua/t 10U 0519106 1602 05/18/06 17:00
Benzofb¥iuoranthene 8270 uall 0.05 U O5/19/06 1602 05[18’96 17:00
Benzo{kfluoranthene 8270 ua/l o5 U O5/19/06 1600 05/18/06 17:00
Benzo(alovrene 8270 ua/ll 0.2 U 05/19/08 16-02 05/18/06 17:00
Dibenzofa.manthracene 8270 ualt 002 U 05HYOR 16-02 05/18/06 17.00
Benzofa.h.iperviene 8270 uall 10U 0R/19/06 1602 051806 17:00
Indeno(1.2.3-cd)ovrene 8270 ua/ 005 U 0519/08 1602 05/18/06 17:00

Phone: (813) 881-9401

Sunlabs, Inc. Laboratory ID Number - £E84809
5460 Beaumont Center Bivd., Suite 520 Emal; Info@SunLabsinc.com
Tampa, FL 33634 Website: www.SunLabslinc.com

Page 4 of 9



POV

Report of Laboratory Analysis

Sunlabs

Project Number

Faulkner Engineering Services, Inc.

060518.02 Project Description
|  Crossroads Sawmill |
May 22, 2006

SunLabs Sample Number 37539 Matrix Groundwater
Sample Designation MW-3 Date/Time Received 05/18/06 12:45
Date/Time Collected 05/18/06 10:15
Parameters Method Units Results Date/Time Date/Time

Analyzed Propped

leum Range Orqganics b thod FLPR

Date Extracted 5/18/06 05/18/06 14:00
Date Analyzed 5/1906 05/19/06 05:22 05/18/06 14:00
Petroleum Ranae Organics FLPRO ugfl. 300 U 05/19/06 05:22 05/18/106 14:_00
Lead by ICP M
Date Digested 3005 5/19/06 05/19/06 10:20
Date Analyzed 6010 5122/06 05/22/06 13:47
Lead - 6010 ma/l 0.003 U 05/22/06 13:47 05/19/06 10:20
1.2-Dibromoethane by EPA Method 8011
Date Extracted 5/18/06 05/18/06 19:10
Date Analyzed ' 5/19/06 05/19/06 14:23 05/18/06 19:10
1.2-Dibromoethane 8011 uafl 0.020 U 05/19/06 14:23 05/18/06 19:10
Volatile Aromatics and Halocarbons
Date Analyzed 05/18/06 05/18/06 18:25
Surrogate 8260 % 89 05/18/06 18:25
Dichlorodifiuoromethane 8260 ug/L 10 U 05/18/06 18:25
Chioromethane 8260 ug/L 25U 05/18/06 18:25
Vinvl chioride 8260 ug/L 10 U 05/18/06 18:25
Bromomethane 8260 va/l 50U NSI18/06 18:25
Chioroethane 8260 ua/L 10U 0SM1B/06 18:25 -
Trichlorofluoromethane 8260 ua/L 10 U NS/1R/0G 18:25
1.1-Dichloroethene 8260 uafL 10U 0S/18/06 18:25
Methviene chioride 8260 ua/l. 50U NSM18M6 18:25
trans-1.2-Dichioroethene 8260 uafL 10 U NEMROR 18°75
1.1-Dichioroethane 8260 ua/L 10UV NSMRING 18-25
Chioroform 8260 ua/L 10 U DS/1R/0R 1R-25
1.1.1-Trichloroethane 8260 ua/l. 10U NSMAI0R 1825 -
Carbon tetrachloride 8260 ua/L 10U OS5/1RJ0R 18-75
1.2-Dichloroethane 8260 va/lL 10 U OSMR/06 1R-75
Trichloroethene 8260 ua/L 10 U OS/M18/0R 18:05
1.2-Dichiorooropane 8260 ua/L 10 U 0511808 18:25
Bromodichloromethane 8260 ua/L 10UV NSMAJOR 18:25
cis-1.3-Dichlorooronene 8260 uafl 10 U 0S/M18/NR 18:25
trans-1.3-Dichlorooronene 8260 ua/L 1.0 U 05/18/NK 18:25
1,1.2-Trichtoroethane 8260 ugfL 10 U 05/18/06 18:25
Tetrachloroethene 8260 ug/t. 10 U 05/18/06 18:25
Dibromochioromethane 8260 uafl 10 U 05/18/06 18:25
Chiorcbenzene 8260 ug/L 10 U 05/18/06 18:25
Bromoform 8260 ug 10U 05/18/06 18:25
1.1.2.2-Tetrachloroethane 8260 ug/L 10 U 05/18/06 18:25
SunLabs, Inc. Laboratory ID Number - E84809 Phone: (813) 881-9401

5460 Beaumont Center Bivd., Suite 520

Tampa, FL 33634

Page S of 9

Email: Info@SunlLabslnc.com
Website: www.Sunlabsinc.com



Report of Laboratory Analysis

Sunlabs Faulkner Engineering Services, Inc.
Project Number
060518.02 Project Description
L Crossroads Sawmill |
May 22, 2006

Sunlabs Sample Number 37539 Matrix Groundwater
Sample Designation MW-3 : Date/Time Received 05/18/06 12:45
Date/Time Collected 05/18/06 10:15
Parameters Method Units Results Date/Time Date/Time

Analyzed Prepped
Volatile Aromatics and H
1,3-Dichlorobenzene .8260 gt 10 U 05/18/06 18:25
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 8260 ug/ll 10U 05/18/06 18:25
1,2-Dichicrobenzene 8260 ug/L 10UV 05/18/06 18:25
MTBE 8260 ug/l 50U 05/18/06 18:25
Benzene 8260 ug/L 0g U 05/18/06 18:25
Toluene 8260 ug/L 10 U 05/18/06 18:25
Ethylbenzene 8260 ug/l. 1.1 U 05/18/06 18:25
Total Xylenes 8260 ug/L 22 L 05/18/06 18:25
Total VOA i 8260 uq/L 08 U 05/18/06 18:25
Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons by Method 8270
Dale Exdracted 3510 5/18/06 05/18/06 17:00
Date Analyzed 8270 5M19/06 05/19/06 16:25
Surrogate 8270 % 114 05/19/06 16:25 05/18/06 17:00
Naphthalene 8270 ugh. 10U 05/19/06 16:25 05/18/06 17:00
Acenaphthyiene 8270 ug/L iov 05/19/06 16:25 05/18/06 17:00
Acenaphthene 8270 ug/lL 10U 05/19/06 16:25 05/18/06 17:00
1-Methvinaphthalene 8270 ug/l. 10U 05/19/06 16:25 05/18/06 17:00
2-Methyinaphthalene 8270 uglL 10U 05/19/06 16:25 05/18/06 17:00
Fluorene 8270 ug/L 10 U 05/19/06 16:25 05/18/06 17:00
Phenanthrene 8270 ua/l. 10 U 05119106 1625 05/18/06 17:00
Anthracene 8270 ua/l 10 U 0S/18/06 16:25 05/18/06 17:00
Fluoranthene 8270 ua/l. 10U D8MAN06 16:25 05/18/06 17:00
Pvrene 8270 ua/l, 10 U N8/19/06 16:25 05/18/06 17:00
Benzofalanthracene 8270 ua/l. 0.05 U 05/19/06 16:25 05/18/06 17:00
Chivsene 8270 ua/t 10U 05/19M6 1825 0518/06 17:00
Benzo(b)iuoranthene 8270 ua/t 0.05 U 05HO08 1625 05/18/06 17:00
Benzoik¥iuoranthene 8270 uait 05 U 05/119/06 1625 05/18/06 17:00
Benzofalovrene 8270 ua/L o2 v N5/19M8 1675 05/18/06 17:00
Dibenzofa.hanthracene 8270 uvalt. 0.02 U 0511906 16-25 05/48/06 17:00
Benzo{a.h.iverviene 8270 valt. 10 v 0519106 1625 05/18/06 17:00
Indenof1.2.3-cdYovrene 8270 ua/L 0.05 U 051908 1695 05/18/06 17:00
SunlLabs, Inc. Laboratory ID Number - E84309 Phone: (813) 881-9401

5460 Beaumont Center Bivd., Suite 520
Tampa, FL 33634

Page 6 of 9

Emait Info@SunLabsinc.com
Website:  www.SunLabslnc.com



Report of Laboratory Analysis

SunLabs Faulkner Engineering Services, Inc.
Project Number
060518.02 Project Descripion_
| Crossroads Sawmill |
May 22, 2006

Suplabs Sample Number 37540 Matrix Groundwater

Sample Designation M4 Date/Time Received 05/18/06 12:45

Date/Time Collected 05/18/06 10:35

Parameters Method Units Results Date/Time Date/Time

Analyzed Prepped

Petrole ange anics b hod FLPRO

Date Extracied - §/18/06 05/18/06 14:00‘,

Date Analvzed 5/119/06 05/19/06 05:59 05/18/06 14:00

Petroleum Range Organics : FLPRO ug/L 300 U 05/19/06 05:59 05/18/06 14:00

Lead by ICP Method 6010

Date Digested ' 3005 5/19/06 05/19/06 10:20

Date Analyzed 6010 5/22/06 05122106 14:00 ’ .
© Lead 6010 ma/ll 0.003 U 05/22/06 14:00 05/19/06 10:20

1.2-Dibromoethane by EPA Method 8011

Date Extracted 5/18/06 05/18/06 19:10

Date Analyzed 5/19/06 05/19/06 14:40 05M18/06 19:10

1.2-Dibromoethane 8011 ua/l 0.020 U 05/19/06 14:40 05/18/06 19:10

Volatile Aromatics and Halocarbons

Date Analyzed 05/18/06 05/18/06 18:54

Surrogate 8260 % 91 05/18/06 18:54

Dichiorodifluoromethane 8260 ugll. 10 U 05/18/06 18:54

Chiorornethane 8260 ught 25 U 05/18/06 18:54

Vinyl chloride 8260 ught 10U 05/18/06 18:54

Bromomethane 8260 ualL 50 U DS/ 806 18:54

Chloroethane 8260 ua/L i0uvu 0R18406 18:54

Trichlorofiuoromethane 8260 ua/l, 10UV NS/MARMNG 18:54

1.1-Dichloroethene 8260 ug/L 10 U 051806 18:54

Methviene chioride 8260 ua/l 50 U OA/18/0A 18:54

frans-1.2-Dichloroethene 8260 va/L 10U DAMANG 18°54

1.1-Dichioroethane 8260 uo/L 10V NSMAMG 18-54

Chloroform - 8260 uo/t 10U 05/18/108 18-54

1.1.1-Trichloroethane 8260 yafl 10U 0O5/18106 18-54

Carbon tetrachloride 8260 uo/L 10 U 05/18/06 18°54

1.2-Dichioroethane 8260 uan. 10U N5H8/06 18-54-

Trichloroethene 8260 voll. 10 U N8/18/08 18'54

1.2-Dichloropropane 8260 uo/l 10 U OR/1806 18:54

Bromodichioromethane 8260 uofl. 10 U O5/1806 18:54

cis-1.3-Dichloropropene 8260 uo/L i0v OSMB8/08 18:54

trans~1.3-Dichloroprooene 8260 ua/L 10U 081806 18:54

1.1,2-Trichloroethane 8260 gL 10 U 05/18/06 18:54

Tetrachloroethene 8260 uglL 10U 05/18/06 18:54

Dibromochioromethane 8260 ug/L 10U 05/18/06 18:54

Chiorobenzene 8260 ug/L 10 U 05/18/06 18:54

Bromoform 8260 ug/t 10 U 05/18/06 18:54

1.1.2,2-Tetrachloroethane 8260 ug/L 10U 05/18/06 18:54

SunLabs, Inc. Laboratory ID Number - E$4309 _ Phone: (813) 881-9401

5460 Beaumont Center Bivd., Suite 520 ‘ Email: Info@SunLabsinc.com

Tampa, FL 33634 Website: www.SunLabsinc.com

Page Tof 9
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Mr. Robert M. Clifford, AICP
June 7, 2006
Page 2

'to your attention which confirmed that environmental issues associated with the Crosstoads
Sawmill property would not adversely affect a realignment to the north side of existing State

Road 52. All of this information is discussed in detail in my May 25, 2006 correspondence to
your attention.

. After you have an opportunity to review the attached documentation and correspondence,
we would apprecxate an opportunity to meet with FDOT District 7 staff and management to
discuss these issues in greater detail, It is clear from the public comments and additional
information obtained by FDOT that all interested parties are in favor of a revised alignment for
this project. In that regard, we look forward to working with FDOT staff and consultants in
furtherance of the project objectives in order to meet the needs of the travelling public and
existing residents and landowners in this portion of Pasco County. In the interim, please do not
hesitate to. contact me should you have any questions regarding the above matters or if you

require any additional information.
Sincerely yours,
FOWLER WHITE BOGGS BANKER P.A.

Ron H. Noble
cc: Mr. Tomi Sandridge

#1842081v1

FOowLER WHITE BOGGS BANKER PA.
TAMPA « ST. PETERSBURG » FORT MYERS ¢ TALLAHASSEE » ORLANDO » NAPLES » WEST PALM BEACH « BONITA SPRINGS » JACKSONVYILLE
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| May 23, 2006

- "To Whom it mzy Concenin

On behalf of the Pasep Economic Development Council I would
like to ask for your support for the conamercial and medical
complex proposid for SR 52 Just west of Highway 41, Pasco
County has over §0,000 residents that commuts out of the axea each
day to seek employment opportunities, This project would help to
keep tr&fﬁe Jocally and not add fo the congestion on our slready
avertrowded orth-south corridors.

’i’ile PEEC is cimr d-with recrufting high paying value aﬁded_ jobs
and this comsp lmng the high paying jobs amtﬁeeded
medmai relaied smcﬁs to eentral Pasco Coynty, I encourage your
suppert and whitaver dssistance you can provide fo expedite the

spproval of this worthwhile project.

Toffer my thanks to the Department of Transportation for your
assistance with this and future profects in Pasco County.

i\:lafyl : eSta:nley, CEcD
President/CEG



. SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
SR 52 From East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75

'/ WPI Seqment No. 256243 1 FAP No. 1851-108

Comments : : S
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provide

your comments below.
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78" F0 LiT7AE [Coxd  Scid T2
MEto (Bl EreHE vy, AL THEESTS - S5 H
(72 7\T3"%’7 - Srie

Pasco County, Fiorida

: ) RONALD DANIEL
_ Environmental L ands Program Coordinator
| 7530 Little Road, Suite 320
New Pont Richey, FI. 34654-5508 1(.79207(;.22173:2‘11:2

rdaniel @ Pascocountyfl.net

Fax (727) 847-8084

Attach additional sheets if necessary.

Name

Address

City, State, Zip

If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
thisbox and complete the above name and address section.
Note: Please complete and place in the “Comments® box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this _
Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. {Vl
comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and

the media.



SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
SR 52 From East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75

£ WP) Segment No, 256243 1

Comments
We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please prowde

your comments below.

N

K
Address 12 64 O

City, State, Zip

%Qw

|_—_I If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments® box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE, at the address on the back of this

Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 5, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All

comments submitted by the dosing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and

the media.



TAMPA FL 386

Robert M. Clifford, AICP
Modal Planning and Development Manager
Florida Department of Transportation;, District Seven
;- MS 7-500 P
£ 11201 N. McKinley Drive
o Tampa, FL 33612-6456

[
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S R 5 2 SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
P ' & E SR 52 From East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75

R 1;’ WP Segment No. 256243 1

e -

Comments

| “We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provide
your comments below.
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Attach additional sheets if necessary.

Name \ O[\U bLWS(L
address W15 CypesIi)\ T
City, State, Zip =ML Tl 54(0'0

[:l i you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be mcluded on the project mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.

‘ ..} Note: Please complete and plice in the "Comments” box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICP, at the address on the back of this
Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 5, 2006 to become part of the official pubhc hearing record. All
comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
the media.
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tonyd
From: “tonyd" <tonygmec1@tampabay.ir.com>
To: <gabor.farkasfalvy@dot.state.fl.us>

Sent: Sunday, June 18, 2006 11:40 PM
Subject: SR 52 PD&E STUDY COMMENT

[ SR 52 PD&E STUDY REEVALUATION SR52 FROM East of Suncoast Parkway to
West of I-75 ] '

COMMENTS? Gabor and staff, Please except my apologies for getting this to you at the last dead line
minute.

My purpose of this letter is to give you my comments and views on why | think the HWY52 widening should go to
the south for the 1st 1/2 mile or so beginning at the suncoast parkway and going east.

1). There is a very large natural sink hole with water approx., 100f round which sits on the north/east comer of
HWY52 and shadyhills rd just 30ft off the edge of the pavement on parcei#0725180000004000000

2). There is thousands of trees that would be destroyed on the north side vs. pure undeveloped fand with justa
hand full trees on the south.

3). All the telephone poles are on the north side and would have to be moved
4). The shadyhills intersection would be difficult to move further north, there seams to be a lot of utilities there.

5). Ifthe new road widens to the north it would destroy the entrance to the Quail Ridge Golf and Country and a
few more driveways/entrances

6). | personally don't think the sound study was done correctly its already unbearable and the widening would.
bring the traffic 30% closer to my home.

| hope the PD&E study team looks and license carefully at my comments!

Sincerely. Tony Durso & Family @ 16754 Crossbill ct. Springhill fl. 34610 Just east of shadyhills rd. on north

side. Phone#(813)996-5759,
7 L )/& @,

SERSESen——
6/18/2006

R



"+ Map - Pasco County Property Appraiser Page 1 of' 1

Pasco County, Florlda 2.3 miles WNW of Gowers Corner

'Mlke Wells

Cu riky Prog

When I click on the map: U w

O Quick Info

C Full Info*

® ' Zoom In 1 5)-< %

Choose Layers:

-~ Parcel Lines (befault)“ -
-- Parcel Labels (Autgm
. -- Street Nanf€s (
2001 1 ft - Gok
- -- Select Additional Layer
- Select Groupmg

e ep o)

Image Size / Quality:

DgDDD
AN
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Low Quahty (Fast / IPEG) ;ﬁﬁ

Links of Interest:
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Search for property in Pasco
Map Search L

851 Feet

MapID# 14805316

http://maps.pascogov.com/maps/showmap.asp?Name=PascoMap New&mdi=14805316&... 6/15/2006
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SR S2 PD&E Study Reevaluation
SR 52 From East of Suncoast Parkway to West of I-75

£ WPI Segment No. 256243 1 _ FAP No. 1851-108

Comments -

We encourage and welcome your comments regarding the improvements proposed in this study. Please provnde
your comments below

Attach additional sheets if necessary.

Name _ Rlud\z,f\ BR\&A&\
Address _ 73/‘% P\ﬂtbkﬂbmd\ (mKS DA

City, State Zip

] If you did not receive a notice for this Hearing but desire to be included on the project mailing list, please check
this box and complete the above name and address section.

Note: Please complete and place in the "Comments" box or mail to Robert M. Clifford, AICE at the address on the back of this
Comment Form. All comments must be postmarked by June 19, 2006 to become part of the official public hearing record. All
comments submitted by the closing date will become part of the project record and will be available for viewing by the public and
the media.



r:§
14406 US HWY 41
Spring Hill, Florida 34610

Phone: §13-996-5100
Fax: 813-996-4630

www.gardenpet.net

ANIMAL ‘
HOSPITAL ’ May 28, 2006

Robert M. Clifford, AICP

Modal Planning and Development Manager
FDOT, District 7

MS 7-500

11201 N. McKinley Dr.

Tampa, F1 33612-6456

ATTN: Planning & Development Manager

Dear Robert,

Subject: SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation:

After attending the public hearing for the prop"_"‘i"'- on. project held at the Bethel Baptist Church in

north central Pasco County Florida on Thurs am concerned that the proposed route for the
roadway expansion may impact my animal h :_b,é located on the North East.corner of the intersection.
1 bave current survey drawings of both the élte an i tefsectio_h that may:be of some help to you in
assessing any relevant impact to my project. To obtaiir either hard copy drawings or CAD Files of the related site

and intersection surveys please contact:

BSI & Associates

5830 Nebraska Avepue

New Port Richey, F134652-2732
Phone: 813-948-6020 or 727-842-7171
Fax: 727-842-7121

Request: Job # 100-094-04 (Sheet 1 Boundary, Topographic & Tree) (Sheet 2 Right—qleay Topographic)

Additional project site development and related engineering drawings may be obtained throu gh my civil engineer,
Lucas Carlo at Hamilton Engineering & Sﬁrveying, Inc; 311 N. Newport Ave; Suite 100; Tampa, F1 33606
Phone: 813-250-3535 Fax: 813-250-3636

Thank you,

Ivan M. Viera o
Owner of Country Gardén_s Animal Hdéiijfal
23830 Forest View Drive

Land O’ Lakes, F lorid_a}34639,—4845

Suality Pet Healthears for Your Fuery Little One
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Response Letters

Comments and Coordination Report SR 52 Reevaluation
June 5, 2007 WPI Segment No. 256243 1



Florida Department of Transportation

JEB BUSH 11201 N. McKinley Drive » Tampo, FL 33612-6456 DENVER J. STUTLER, JR.
GOVERNOR Phone (813) 975-6000 « 1-800-226-7220 SECRETARY '

August 14, 2006

Tony Durso
" 16754 Crossbill Court
Spring Hill, FL 34610

RE: State Road 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation

Dear Mr. Durso:

Thank you for your nterest in the Florida Depéfﬁnépf of Transportation’s (FDOT) State Road
(SR) 52 Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study Reevaluation. We received your
comment submitted during the May 25, 2006 Public Hearing and your letter dated June 18, 2006.

We appreciate your concerns regarding the proposed alignment versus an alignment to the south.
Please note that the proposed northerly shifted SR 52 alignment from the Suncoast Parkway to
east of the Quail Ridge subdivision has not changed.since the original 1988 PD&E Study. We
realize that a sinkhole would need to be filled as part of the widening. Rest assured that this
practice is not uncommon for sinkholes of this size. The utilities that are located along the north
side of the roadway and at the Shady Hills Road mtersection are not considered major and would
be relocated as part of the normal construction process. You also expressed concern regarding
impacts to the Quail Ridge subdivision entrance. " The only affect to the entrance of the
subdivision would be the shortening of the driveway. The existing wall woukd not be affected.
We acknowledge that a number of trees would be removed by the construction of the roadway
along its 14-mile length. However, this is expected to occur regardiess of the alignment shift.
Your comment also concerns noise levels in the vicinity of your home. We are presently

* finishing the update to the noise study and those results will be revisited during the future design
phase of the project. The northerly alignment shift is an avoidance alternative necessitated by a
high-pressure patoral gas main located underground south of the existing SR 52 roadway. We
will continue to monitor its financial impacts into the design phase of this project.

If you have additional questions or comments on this matter, please comtact Mr. Gabor
Farkasfalvy, FDOT Project Manager, at (813) 975-6455 or gabor.farkasfalvy(@dot.state.fl.us.

Robert M. Clifford, AICP -
District Modal Planning and Development Manager
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Florida Department of Transportation

JEB BUSH 11201 N. McKinley Drive * Tampoa, FL 33612-6456 " DENVER J. STUTLER, JR.
GOVERNOR : Phone {813} 975-6000 + 1-800-226-7220 SECRETARY

e

June 16, 2006

Mr. Ismat Deletioglu
2581% N. Clark Street
Chicago, IL 61614-1717

RE: SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation Public Hearing
. From east of the Suncoast Parkway to west of I-75
WPI Segmant No.: 256243-1; FAP No.: 1851-108
Dear Mr. Deletioglu:

Per your request for copies of the materials provided at the SR 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation Public
Hearing, I have enclosed a DVD containing the video presentation, project newsletter, and project
fact sheet as well as a brochure detailing the real estate acquisition process.

The Department appreciates your interest and h(_)'pes that you find this information helpfol. If T may

be of further assistance, please don’t hesitate contact me at (800) 226-7220 or via email at
gabor.farkasfalvy@dot.state.flus.

S(iurgely,

Project Manager

giffmrg’
Enclosure
cc: R. Clifford, K. Bogen



Florida Department of Transportation

JEB BUSH _ 11201 N. McKinley Drive * Tampao, FL 33612-6456 DENVER J. STUTLER, JR.
GOVERNOR Phone (813} 975-6000 » 1-800-226-7220 SECRETARY
December 21, 2006

Mr. David Smolker, Esq:

Bricklemeyer Smolker & Bolves, P.A.
500 E. Kennedy Boulevard, Suite 200 -
Tampa, Florida 33602

RE:  Hillcrest Property LLP/Standard Pacific Homes
State Road 52 PD&E Study Ré-evaluation
FPN: 256243-1-22-01 FAP: 1851-108

Dear Mr. Smolker:

Thank you for your interest in the Florida Department of Transportation’s (FDOT) SR 52 Project
Development and Environment (PD&E) Study Re-evaluation. We have reviewed your comments
and understand that your clients, Hillcrest Property LLC and Standard Pacific Homes, have
concerns regarding the study’s proposed roadway realignment and potential right-of-way
acquisition. ; :

At this point of the project process, we do not intend to acquire right-of-way from boﬂ_x sides of
the corridor. As we move into the design process, which is scheduled for FY 08, we will further
refine the corridor concept.

If you have additional questions or comments regarding the alignment of SR 52, pk.:ase contact
Mr. Gabor Farkasfalvy, FDOT Project Manager, by phone at (813) 975-6455 or via e-mail at

gabor.farkasfalvy@dot.state.fl.us.
Sincerely,

.
Robert M. Clifford, AICP

District Modal Planning and Development Manager
RMC/GF/mg

www.dot.statefl.us - S



‘Florida Department of Transportation

JEB BUSH 11201 N. McKinley Drive * Tampa, FL 33612-6456 DENVER J. STUTLER, JR.
GOVERNOR Phone (813) 975-6000 « 1-800-226-7220 SECRETARY

December 21, 2006

Mr. Ed Richards

Pilot Country Estates Homeowners® Association, Inc.
Post Office Box 444

Land O’ Lakes, Florida 34639

RE: SR 52 PD&E Study Re-Evaluation
FPN: 256243-1-22-01 FAP: 1851-108

Dear Mr. Richards:

Thank you for your interest in the Florida Department of Transportation’s (FDOT) State Road (SR) 52
Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study Re-evaluation. We received Pilot Country’s
comments regarding median access and utility burial as part of the improvements proposed for SR 52.

The first comment concernéd a request for directional median access at the Pilot Country Estates
entrance, allowing exiting residents to travel eastbound on SR 52. The Department will provide the
utmost consideration to this request; however, the location and type of median openings proposed for the
project will not be finalized until the project enters the final design phase. During this phase, median
openings are reviewed and refined as part of the Department’s access management process.

The second comment concerned a request to buiry a section of the above ground power lines that cross iii
front of Pilot Country Estates. We have reviewed the FDOT Central Office letter dated May 25, 2005
that you provided regarding the re-inspection of Pilot Country. Discussions between our District 7
Aviation Office and the Department’s Central Aviation Office resulted in concurrence with the findings
provided in this leiter. Based on current safety standards, the power liries are not expected to interfere
with the operation or safety of the Pilot Country runway.

As per our telephone conversation on December 20, 2006, should there be any alterations to the nmway
or relevant changes to the current safety standards, coordination with the Withlacoochee River Electric
Cooperative, Inc. (WREC) is recommended. Based on cither of these occurrences, WREC will assess the
feasibility of burying a portion of the power lines. Please contact Mr. Greg Musser with WREC at (352)
567-5133 ext. 6420.

If you have additional questions or comments on the SR 52 PD&E Study Re-evaluation, please contact
Mr. Gabor Farkasfalvy, FDOT Project Manager, at (813) 975-6455 or gabor.farkasfalvy@dot.state.fl.us.

el

Robert M. Clifford, AICP ,
District Modal Planning and Development Manager
RMC/GF/mg

www.dot.state.flus P recvoie paem



Florida Department of Transportation

JEB BUSH 11201 N. McKinley Drive * Tompa, FL 33612-6456 DENVER J. STUTLER, JR.
GOVERNOR Phone (813) 975-6000 » 1-800-226-7220 SECRETARY
December 21, 2006

Mr. Ron H. Noble

Fowler White Boggs Banker P.A.

501 E. Kennedy Bonlevard, Suite 1700
Tampa, Florida 33602

RE: SR 52 PD&E Study Re-Evaluation
FPN: 256243-1-22-01 FAP: 1851-108

Dear Mr. Noble:

Thank you for your interest in the Florida Department of Transportation’s (FDOT) SR 52 Project
Development and Environment (PD&E) Study Re-evaluation. We have reviewed your comments
and understand that your client, Thomas Development, has concerns regarding the potential
roadway realignment assocjated with the SR 52 PD&E Study Re-evaluation.

The Department has recently completed its review of both verbal and written comments received
following a series of Public Hearings held fo encourage community input on the propesed SR 52
improvements. Based on these comments, the Department lias re-evaluated the proposed
alignment and adjustments have been made in the area of your concern. A copy of the revised
alignment was recently forwarded to your office, attention Ms. Maria Nelson.

If you have additional questions or comments regarding the revised alignment of SR 52, please
contact Mr. Gabor Farkasfalvy, FDOT Project Manager, at (813) 9756455 or
gabor farkasfalvy@dot.state fl.us.

Sincerely,

)

Robert M. Clifford, AICP
District Modal Planning and Development Manager
RMC/GF/mg

www.dot.state.fl.us ® reovam e
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Florida Department of Transportation

A CRIST 405 Suwannee Street STEPHANIE KOPELOUSOS
COVERNOR Tallohassee, FL 32399-0450 INTERIM SECRETARY

January 5, 2006

Ms. Connie Maull
17736 State Road 52
Land O Lakes, FL 34638

RE: SR 52 PD&E Study Re-Evaluation
FPN: 256243-1-22-01 FAP: 1851-108

Dear Ms Mull:

Thank you for your interest in the Florida Department of Transportation’s (FDOT) State Road
(SR) 52 Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study Re-Evaluation. We received
your comment regarding the potential impact of the proposed SR 52 roadway alignment on your
property located at Station Number 493+20.

Although the proposed roadway alignment was shifted to the porth based on public comments
we received throughout the re-evaluation process, the Department does not anticipate requiring
your property -for right-of-way at this time. Further refinement of the preliminary roadway
concept will occur during the design phase of the project which is scheduled to begin in fiscal
year. 2007/2008. As design chianges occur, we will keep you informed.

If you have additional questions or comments on this matter; please contact Gabor Farkasfalvy,
FDOT Project Manager by phone at (813) 975-6455 or (800) 226-7220 or via e-mail at:
gabor farkasfalvy@dot.state.fl.us.

Robert M. Clifford, AICP
District Modal Planning and Development Manager
RMC/GF/MG

www.dot.state fl.us
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‘Florida Department of Transportation

JEB BUSH 11201 N. McKirlley Drive * Tompa, FL 33612-6456 DENVER J. STUTLER, JR.
GOYVERNOR Phone (813) 975-6000 * 1-800-226-7220 SECRETARY
August 9, 2006

Ivan M. Viera
23830 Forest View Drive )
Land O’ Lakes, FL 34639-4845

RE: State Road 52 PD&E Study Reevaluation
Dear Mr. Viera:

Thank you for your interest in the Florida Department of Transportation’s (FDOT) State
Road (SR) 52 Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study Reevaluation. We
received your letter dated May 28, 2006 regarding the potential impact of the proposed
SR 52 roadway aligriment on your animal hospital project proposed to be located on the
northeast corner of the intersection of SR 52 and US Highway 41.

" The conceptual alignment at the intersection remains unchanged from the roadway
alignment that was developed dunng the 1988 PD&E Study. The proposed geometry of
the SR 52 and US 41 infersection is predicated upon safety requirements regarding sight
distance at this intersection.

The current alignmient for SR 52 at the US 41 intersection has a 6 degree ¢urve withan -
overall length of 612 feet. This results in a sight distance of only about 300 feet for a 60-
mph design speed. The required sight distance for a 60-mph design speed is 570 feet
with a horizontal curve length of 900 feet. Movmg the alignment to the south ‘would
result in a sharper curve and would exacerbate the unsafe condition at the intersection.
Moving the existing dlignment to the north, as developed in the 1988 PD&E study,
flattens out the curve, and results in a facility that meets design and safety standards.
During the design phase of the project, we will evaluate measures to minimize impacts to
your business to the greatest extent practical.

If you have additional questions or comments on this matter, please contact Mr. Gabor
Farkasfalvy;, FDOT Project Manager, at (813) 975-6455 or
gabor.farkasfalvy(@dot.state.fl.us.

Robert M. Clifford, AICP
District Modal Planning and Development Manager

www.dot.state flus > .





