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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

 

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), District Seven, has conducted a 

Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study to evaluate the proposed 

improvements to US 19 (SR 55) from south of US 98 to CR 488 (Dunnellon Road) in 

Citrus County, Florida, a distance of approximately 18.8 miles (mi.) (Figure 1).   

 

Within the project limits, US 19 is a part of the National Highway System and the Florida 

Intrastate Highway System.  The facility also serves as the major hurricane evacuation 

route for this part of Citrus County.  The need for this project has been identified in the 

Citrus County and City of Crystal River Comprehensive Plans. 

 

The intent of a PD&E Study is to evaluate and document engineering and environmental 

issues associated with the alternatives developed and to select a Recommended 

Alternative based upon that analysis and public comment. 

 

 Improvements recommended as part of this PD&E Study include reconstructing US 19 

from a 4-, 5-, and 7-lane roadway to a 6-lane divided roadway along the majority of the 

corridor to improve capacity, meet level of service standards, and improve safety.  The 

roadway is currently and will remain a controlled access facility.  However, the level of 

access control will be improved in Homosassa and Crystal River by incorporating a 

raised restricted median where none exists today.  All signalized intersections, as well as 

CR 488, will be improved. 

 

For the purposes of evaluating improvement alternatives, the project was divided into  

6 segments based on the existing and future land use, projected traffic volumes for the 

design year 2025, existing typical sections, and available right-of-way (ROW).  The 

project segments are as follows: 
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Segment 1:  South of US 98 to West Green Acres Street; 4.86 mi. 

Segment 2:  West Green Acres Street to West Jump Court; 2.07 mi. 

Segment 3:  West Jump Court to West Fort Island Trail (CR 44); 4.65 mi. 

Segment 4:  West Fort Island Trail (CR 44) to NE 1st Terrace; 0.86 mi. 

Segment 5:  NE 1st Terrace to Turkey Oak Drive; 2.05 mi. 

Segment 6:  Turkey Oak Drive to North Dunnellon Road (CR 488); 4.31 mi. 

 

Segment 1:  The Recommended Alternative in Segment 1 widens the existing 4-lane 

roadway to a 6-lane divided rural roadway with a 42-foot (ft) depressed grass median. 

Southbound US 19 is widened to the outside to accommodate an additional 12-ft travel 

lane and an 8-ft shoulder of which 5 ft is paved. An 8-ft paved shoulder is also added 

within the median. Northbound US 19 is widened within the median to allow for an 

additional 12-ft travel lane and an 8-ft paved shoulder. Guardrail is provided adjacent to 

the shoulder on one side of the median only.  The existing 4-ft paved shoulder on the 

outside of northbound US 19 is widened to 5 ft.  A 12-ft multi-use path and 5-ft sidewalk 

are provided along the existing western and eastern ROW lines, respectively.  Pedestrian 

signals and crosswalks are also included at each signalized intersection. A pedestrian 

overpass is included over US 19 just south of US 98. The proposed design speed for this 

typical section is 70 miles per hour (mph).   

 

Segment 2:  The Recommended Alternative in Segment 2 includes two proposed typical 

sections.  The proposed typical section from West Green Acres Street to West Yulee 

Drive (CR 490) and from West Elkhorn Drive to West Jump Court is a 6-lane divided 

urban roadway with a 30-ft raised median, which utilizes a centered alignment.  This 

typical section contains three 12-ft travel lanes and a 4-ft bicycle lane in each direction. A 

12-ft multi-use path and 5-ft sidewalk are provided along the existing western and eastern 

ROW lines, respectively, from West Green Acres Street to West Yulee Drive (CR 490).  

From West Elkhorn Drive to West Jump Court, a 5-ft sidewalk is provided along both 

sides of the roadway adjacent to the ROW line.  Pedestrian signals and crosswalks are 

also included at each signalized intersection.  The proposed typical section can be 

accommodated within the existing 246 ft of ROW from West Green Acres Street to West 
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Yulee Drive (CR 490) and within the existing 160 ft of ROW from West Elkhorn Drive 

to West Jump Court.  The proposed design speed for this typical section is 50 mph. 

 

The typical section from West Yulee Drive (CR 490) to West Elkhorn Drive is a 6-lane 

divided urban roadway with a 20-ft raised median.  This typical section contains two  

11-ft travel lanes and one 12-ft outside travel lane with a 4-ft bicycle lane in each 

direction.  Sidewalks, 5 ft in width, are provided within a 12-ft border along both sides of 

the roadway.  Pedestrian signals and crosswalks are also included at each signalized 

intersection.  This typical section utilizes a centered alignment from West Yulee Drive 

(CR 490) to north of Homosassa Springs Wildlife State Park.  The alignment then shifts 

to the west to accommodate dual left-turn lanes at West Halls River Road (CR 490A) 

before shifting back to a centered alignment north of West Homosassa Trail. This typical 

section can be accommodated within the existing 120 ft of ROW.  However, ROW 

acquisition is required for corner clips and where the alignment shifts to the west.  The 

proposed design speed for this typical section is 50 mph.   

 

Segment 3:  The Recommended Alternative for Segment 3 is a 6-lane divided urban 

roadway with a 30-ft raised median, which utilizes a centered alignment.  This typical 

section contains three 12-ft travel lanes and a 4-ft bicycle lane in each direction.  

Sidewalks, 5 ft in width, are provided within a 45-ft border along both sides of the 

roadway.  Pedestrian signals and crosswalks are also included at each signalized 

intersection.  This typical section can be accommodated within the existing 200 ft of 

ROW.  The proposed design speed for this typical section is 50 mph.   

 

Segment 4:  The Recommended Alternative for Segment 4 consists of reconstructing the 

existing two-way, left-turn lane to a 17-ft raised median.  In areas where left-turn lanes 

are proposed, the raised median will be reduced to a 4-ft traffic separator with a single 

12-ft exclusive left-turn lane.  This alternative also includes milling and resurfacing of the 

existing roadway to allow for three 12-ft travel lanes in each direction.  A multi-use path, 

12 ft in width, is proposed along each side of the roadway, adjacent to the ROW line to 

accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists.  At SE Kings Bay Drive, bicyclists using the 
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multi-use path on the east side of US 19 will cross over to the west side. The multi-use 

path on the west side of US 19 will continue to NE 1st Terrace since it can be 

accommodated within the existing ROW.  A design speed of 40 mph is proposed for this 

alternative.   

 

Segment 5:  The Recommended Alternative for Segment 5 is a 6-lane divided urban 

roadway with a 16-ft raised median from NE 1st Terrace to Turkey Oak Drive, which 

utilizes a best-fit alignment. The median width may be reduced to 15 ft to accommodate a 

gravity wall where needed.  This typical section contains two 11-ft travel lanes and one 

12-ft outside travel lane in each direction.  Sidewalks, 6 ft in width, are provided along 

both sides of the roadway adjacent to the back of curb.  This typical section is contained 

within the existing 100 ft of ROW for a portion of this segment. No provisions for 

bicyclists were developed with this alternative due to significant ROW impacts that 

would result.  A design speed of 40 mph is proposed for this alternative.   

 

Segment 6:  The Recommended Alternative for Segment 6 consists of Transportation 

System Management (TSM) improvements. The improvements include extending or 

adding turn-lanes at the North Dunnellon Road (CR 488) intersection, including adding a 

signal, if warranted.  Signal upgrades are also proposed at Seven Rivers Community 

Hospital and West Powerline Street.  Pedestrian signals and crosswalks are also included 

at each signalized intersection. 

 

A Public Involvement Plan (PIP), approved by the FDOT on July 31, 2001, was 

implemented as an integral part of this project.  The balance of this report describes the 

following components of the PIP:  Advance Notification (AN), Public Officials/Agency 

Kickoff Meeting, Alternatives Public Workshop, Public Hearing, and Newsletters/ 

Presentations/Small Group Meetings.   
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2.0 ADVANCE NOTIFICATON 

 

The FDOT, through the AN process, informed a number of federal, state, regional, and 

local agencies of this project and its scope of anticipated activities.  The AN Package was 

distributed to the Florida State Clearinghouse on June 25, 2001.  Copies of the AN 

Package and comments received may be found in Appendix A. 

 

Those agencies receiving an AN Package, in addition to the agencies on the Florida State 

Clearinghouse distribution list, are identified below: 

 

Federal Agencies 

 

• Federal Highway Administration - Division Administrator 

• Federal Emergency Management - Mitigation Division, Chief 

• Federal Aviation Administration - Airports District Office 

• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Regulatory Branch, District Engineer 

• U.S. Department of Agriculture - Southern Region, Regional Forester 

• U.S. Department of Commerce - National Marine Fisheries Service - Habitat 

Conservation Division 

• U.S. Department of Health & Human Services - Center for Environmental Health 

and Injury Control 

• U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development - Regional Environmental 

Officer 

• U.S. Department of Interior - Bureau of Indian Affairs - Office of Trust 

Responsibilities 

• U.S. Department of Interior - Bureau of Land Management, Eastern States Office 

• U.S. Department of Interior - National Park Service, Southeast Regional Office 

• U.S. Department of Interior - U.S. Geological Survey, Chief 

• U.S. Department of Interior - Fish and Wildlife Service, Field Supervisor 

• U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - Region IV, Regional Administrator 

 



7 

State Agencies 

 

• Florida Department of Environmental Protection - District Office* 

• Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission - Office of Environmental 

Services, Director 

• Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission - Regional Director 

• Florida Department of Transportation - Environmental Management Office, 

Manager (MS 37) 

• Florida Department of Transportation - Federal Aid Programs Coordinator  

(MS 35) 

• Florida Department of Community Affairs - Florida Coastal Management 

Program* 

• Florida State Clearinghouse - Intergovernmental Affairs Policy Unit* 

 

Regional/Local Agencies 

 

• Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council, Executive Director* 

• Southwest Florida Water Management District, Executive Director 

 

Other 

 

• Poarch Band of Creek Indians of Alabama - Chairman 

• Seminole Nation of Oklahoma - Principal Chief 

• Muskogee (Creek) Nation of Oklahoma - Principal Chief* 

• Seminole Tribe of Florida - Director 

• Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida - Representative 

 

Comments were received from seven agencies.  Outlined below is a summary of these 

comments with responses as appropriate: 
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Agency: Florida Department of Community Affairs 

 

Comment: “Based on the information contained in the referenced application and the 

enclosed comments provided by our reviewing agencies, the state has 

determined that, at this stage of project development, the referenced 

project is consistent with the Florida Coastal Management Program.  In 

addition, the applicant is required to provide the Florida State 

Clearinghouse with the detailed project information requested by the 

Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) as soon as the 

information becomes available.” 

 

Response: On June 23, 2003, the FDOT provided the FDEP with the Environmental 

Determination for the recommended alternatives and its associated 

impacts.  The FDEP has indicated that “the potential environmental 

impacts of the proposed roadway construction project will be addressed in 

the application for an Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) to be 

reviewed by the Southwest Florida Water Management District 

(SWFWMD) pursuant to Chapter 253 and 373, Florida Statutes.  Final 

agency action on the permit application will constitute the State of 

Florida’s final consistency determination.” 

 

Agency: Florida Department of Environmental Protection 

 

Comment: “Funding for the Federal Aid action and PD&E Study is consistent with 

the Department’s authorities in the Florida Coastal Management Program” 

 

Response: None required. 

 

Comment: “Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) by the SWFWMD, pursuant to 

Part IV of Chapter 373, Florida Statutes (F.S.)….” “We recommend that a 

wetland jurisdictional determination, per Rule 62-340, Florida 



9 

Administrative Code (F.A.C.), be obtained for the highway corridor prior 

to further planning.  Early coordination of project plans with the 

SWFWMD may help permit future permitting problems.” 

 

Response: As the project enters the final design phase, jurisdictional wetland 

boundaries will be coordinated with SWFWMD. 

 

Comment: “The permit applicant will be required to eliminate or reduce any proposed 

wetland resource impacts to the greatest extent possible.” 

 

Response: To the maximum extent feasible, potential project impacts will avoid 

designated wetland area.  The Wetland Evaluation Report addresses these 

issues as well as mitigation for any unavoidable impacts. 

 

Comment: “In addition to the six Outstanding Florida Waters (OFWs) listed on the 

Fact Sheet, an aquatic preserve, state buffer preserve, state greenway, state 

park, and national wildlife refuge are also located in the vicinity of the 

project.  All water bodies within the boundaries of these public lands are 

designated OFWs under section 62-302.700 (9), F.A.C.  Pursuant to 

section 373.414(1), F.S., any impacts to these water bodies and associated 

wetlands must be demonstrated to be “clearly in the public interest” as part 

of the Environmental Resource Permitting process.” 

 

Response: During the ERP process, all aspects of the public interest test will be 

addressed to the SWFWMD’s satisfaction. 

 

Comment: “Every effort should be made to maximize the treatment of stormwater 

runoff from the proposed highway improvements project, …..  The permit 

applicant must demonstrate that the proposed stormwater system meets the 

design and performance criteria established for the treatment/attenuation 

of discharges to OFWs, pursuant to…” 
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Response: The  Location Hydraulic Report notes the existing OFW outfalls.  During 

the design phase the proposed project will meet the stormwater quality 

requirements pursuant to Rule 40D-4, F.A.C. 

 

Comment: “The Department recommends that future environmental documentation 

provide information regarding the Best Management Practices to be 

utilized during construction activities to prevent erosion, sedimentation, 

and turbid discharges to waters of the state. 

 

Response: Best Management Practices will be utilized. 

 

Agency: Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council 

 

Comment: “…The staff of the Withlacoochee Regional Planning Council (WRPC) 

reviewed the above-referenced project and find it to be consistent with the 

goals and policies of the WRPC’s adopted Strategic Regional Policy Plan 

for the Withlacooheee Region and, in particular with…” 

 

Response: None required. 

 

Agency: Division of Forestry – Forest Resource Planning & Support Service 

Bureau 

 

Comment: No comment/consistent. 

 

Response: None required. 

 

Agency: Florida Department of State – Department of Historic Resources 

 

Comment: No comment/consistent. 
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Response: None required. 

 

Agency: Executive Office of the Governor - Office of Tourism, Trade, and 

Economic Development 

 

Comment: No comment. 

 

Response: None required. 

 

Agency: Seminole Nation of Oklahoma 

 

Comment: “While we are not currently aware of any Seminole affiliated cultural 

properties or resources within the proposed project areas, inadvertent 

discoveries may occur even in area of prior or existing development. 

…please be advised of the following… Sites, which are known to possess 

or that, are discovered to possess our ancestral remains or burial artifacts, 

or which are of historical, cultural or religious significance to the 

Seminole people should be avoided.” 

 

Response: These issues are addressed in the Cultural Resource Assessment Survey 

(CRAS) that has been approved by the Federal Highway Administration 

(FHWA) and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO). 

 

3.0 PUBLIC OFFICIAL/AGENCY KICKOFF MEETING 

 

A Public Official/Agency Kickoff Meeting was held on Wednesday, August 2, 2001, 

from 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon at the Crystal River City Hall Meeting Room, located at 

123 NW Highway 19, Crystal River, Florida.  The purpose of the meeting was to inform 

local, state, and federal agencies, elected officials, and appointed officials of the project 

and to obtain specific data pertinent to the Study including technical, socio-economic, 
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ecological, and environmental information.  The meeting also provided a forum to solicit 

information regarding local issues and concerns as they relate to the proposed 

transportation improvement.  The meeting was held in an open, informal format.  

Information presented at the meeting included graphics depicting the project location 

map and the proposed project schedule.  A brief project handout also included this 

information, discussed the proposed improvements, and provided a comment sheet that 

could be submitted at the meeting or by mail.   

 

Notification letters were mailed to elected officials and agency representatives at least  

21 days prior to the Kickoff Meeting.  Newspaper advertisements are not published for 

this meeting. 

 

Approximately 37 people attended the Kickoff Meeting.  This includes 17 representatives 

from either elected/appointed officials, or agencies.  The remaining attendees were from 

the public at large.  A total of eight written comments were received.  The brief synopsis 

outlined below is categorized according to those received from elected/appointed officials 

and agencies, and those submitted by the public.  Many comments addressed more than 

one issue. 

 

Elected/Appointed Officials and Agency Comments 

 

Comment:  Preservation of downtown Crystal River 

 

One comment was received from the City of Crystal River Community Redevelopment 

Agency regarding potential impacts to downtown Crystal River, particularly the 

redevelopment district. 

 

Comment:  Bicycle/pedestrian issues 

 

The comment from the Crystal River Community Redevelopment Agency also addressed 

the need for bicycle/pedestrian safety along and across the roadway.  A comment was 
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also received from the Crystal River State Buffer Preserve requesting that the proposed 

entrance for that agency’s walking trail be considered when developing alternatives for 

the roadway improvements. 

 

Public Comments  

 

Comment:  Add to the mailing list 

 

Two comments were received requesting to be placed on the project mailing list. 

 

Comment:  Improved access 

 

Two comments requested improved access at various locations (primarily via an 

additional median opening). 

 

Comment:  Stormwater runoff/drainage concerns 

 

One comment expressed the need for protection of the springs and other local bodies of 

water. 

 

Comment:  Bicycle/pedestrian issues 

 

One comment stated the need for an overpass for the new recreational trail in Crystal 

River that links both sides of US 19. 

 

Comment:  Preservation of downtown Crystal River 

 

One comment expressed concern that the proposed roadway improvements would have a 

negative impact to downtown Crystal River, particularly the redevelopment district. 
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Comment:  Safety issues 

 

One comment requested that advance directional signage be used at major intersections. 

 

Comment:  Issues outside project limits 

 

One comment requested that the Study be extended to Highway 40. 

 

Copies of the notification letters, meeting handout, comment sheet, sign-in sheet, and 

responses to comments received are included in Appendix B. 

 

4.0 ALTERNATIVES PUBLIC WORKSHOP 

 

The Alternatives Public Workshop was held after feasible alternatives were developed 

and fully analyzed.  The Workshop was held on Monday, January 16, 2003, from  

4:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. at the National Guard Armory, located at 8551 W. Venable Street, 

Crystal River, Florida.  The purpose of the Workshop was to present the alternatives that 

had been developed, and their associated impacts, and to receive community input on the 

information presented.   

 

Notification letters were sent to elected officials and agency representatives at least  

25-30 days prior to the meeting.  Property owners, whose property lies in whole or in part 

within 300 ft. from the centerline of any of the proposed alternatives, and other interested 

parties, were notified of the Workshop 21 days in advance, in accordance with the PD&E 

Manual.  A quarter-page, legal, display advertisement was published in the Citrus County 

Chronicle on January 6, 2003.   

 

The meeting was held in an open, informal format.  A continuously looped project video 

was shown throughout the duration of the meeting.  Aerial photographs, conceptual 

plans, graphics, and other project information was available for public viewing. A project 
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brochure, Evaluation Matrix, and Comment Form were available to all attendees upon 

arrival.   

 

Approximately 201 people attended the Workshop.  This total number includes the eight 

elected officials that signed in, primarily from the municipality of Crystal River.  Persons 

were able to make comments as part of the Official Alternatives Public Workshop in one 

of two ways:  1) completing the Comment Form and dropping it in one of the 

“Comment” boxes; and 2) completing the form and mailing it to the District 7 address on 

the back of the form.  Comments were to be postmarked by January 27, 2003 so project 

development could proceed in a timely manner.  A total of 31 written comments were 

received.  Many comments addressed more than one issue.  A brief synopsis of the 

comments received is provided below. 

 

Comment:  Improved access 

 

Nine comments were received requesting improved access to various commercial or 

residential properties (primarily via an additional median opening). 

 

Comment:  Bypass request 

 

Three comments were received requesting the construction of a bypass as opposed to the 

proposed improvements for US 19.  Two requested a bypass around the City of Crystal 

River; the other requested a bypass around the municipality of Homosassa. 

 

Comment:  Stormwater runoff/drainage concerns 

 

Four comments were received concerning protection of the springs and other local bodies 

of water, as well as concern regarding the existing drainage problems within the City of 

Crystal River. 
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Comment:  Request for plans 

 

Three of the written comments requested copies of the conceptual plans. 

 

Comment:  Add to the mailing list 

 

One comment asked to be placed on the project mailing list. 

 

Comment:  North Suncoast Parkway II Issues 

 

Two comments stated that the construction of the North Suncoast Parkway II would 

alleviate the need for improvements to US 19. 

 

Comment:  Issues outside of project limits 

 

Two comments addressed issues outside the project limits – south of US 98.  The first 

comment requested that resurfacing be undertaken for US 19 from the Citrus County line 

to US 98; the other requested a median opening for the Walden Woods community 

located south of US 98. 

 

Comment:  Safety issues 

 

Five comments expressed concern regarding various safety issues.  Three noted the need 

for better signage along US 19; one requested a signal at US 98; and the other noted the 

need to ensure safety in the event of a hurricane evacuation. 

 

Comment:  Specific requests 

 

Two comments were very specific in nature – one requested a response as to why US 19 

could not be double decked; the other wanted an explanation as to why jug handles were 

not being used to improve safety. 



17 

 

Copies of all notification letters and advertisements, meeting materials, and any 

responses to comments are included in Appendix C. 

 

5.0 PUBLIC HEARING 

 

A Public Hearing was held on November 3, 2003, from 4:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. at the 

National Guard Armory, located at 8551 Venable Street, Crystal River, Florida.  The 

purpose of the Public Hearing was to present the Recommended Alternative and its 

associated impacts and to receive community input on the information presented.  The 

“No Build” Alternative was also presented and is considered to be a viable alternative 

throughout the duration of the Study.  Elected officials and agencies were notified of the 

meeting at least 25-30 days prior.  Per F.S. and the FDOT’s PD&E Manual, property 

owners whose property lies in whole or part within 300 ft. from the centerline of any of 

the proposed alternatives were notified by first class mail 21 days in advance.  The 

Hearing was advertised in the Florida Administrative Weekly on October 17, 2003, and 

in the Citrus County Chronicle on October 13, 2003 and again October 25, 2003. 

 

The Hearing was also held in accordance with Department Rule 14.97.005, F.A.C., 

Review and Modification of Access Classifications.  The Access Management 

classification was changed for US 19 in Crystal River from West Fort Island Trail to  

NW 7th Avenue to Access Class 3.  This reclassification was also consistent with the  

US 19 Access Management Study from the Hernando County Line to Mayo Drive 

prepared by Citrus County. 

 

Conceptual alignments and project reports were available for public viewing prior to and 

after the Hearing beginning October 13, 2003 through November 13, 2003, at the Coastal 

Region Library, 8619 W. Crystal Street, Crystal River, Florida.     

 

The meeting consisted of an informal session and a formal session.  The informal session 

began at 4:30 p.m. and lasted until 6:00 p.m.  During that time, the public could view a 
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continuously looped project video, view the conceptual plans and project documents on 

display, speak to the court reporter in a one-on-one setting, and ask questions from FDOT 

representatives.  Project handouts, a copy of the Evaluation Matrix, a Comment Form, 

and Request to Speak Cards were available to all attendees.  At 6:00 p.m. the formal 

portion of the Hearing commenced.  At that time, the FDOT gave a formal presentation 

regarding the project and its associated effects.  The project video was also shown during 

this time.  An opportunity to provide formal public comment followed the project video.  

No one gave an oral statement during the formal portion.  A court reporter transcribed the 

entire formal portion.  Following the formal portion of the Hearing, the informal portion 

resumed until 7:30 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 portion of the Hearing;  

(2) make an oral statement to the court reporter in a one-on-one setting during the 

informal portion of the Hearing; (3) complete the Comment Form provided and submit it 

to the court reporter or drop it in one of the “Comment” boxes; or (4) complete and mail 

written comments to the address listed on the back of the Comment Form. 

 

Approximately 60 people attended the Public Hearing.  No one spoke during the formal 

portion of the Hearing; two individuals gave their statements to the court reporter during 

the informal portion following the formal presentation.  Eleven written comments were 

received at the Public Hearing; five more were mailed to the FDOT within the ten day 

comment period.  One of the comments received in the mail was from an individual who 

gave a statement to the court reporter during the informal portion of the Hearing.  Many 

of the comments received addressed several issues.  A brief synopsis of the comments 

received is provided below. 

 

Comment:  Request for copies of conceptual plans 

 

Four comments requested copies of various segments of the conceptual plans. 
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Comment:  Support for the project 

 

Three comments expressed total support for the project – one particularly supported the 

proposed pedestrian overpass in Segment 5. 

 

Comment:  Stormwater runoff/drainage concerns 

 

Five comments expressed concern regarding the protection of the springs and other local 

bodies of water, as well as concern regarding the existing drainage problems within the 

City of Crystal River. 

 

Comment:  Provision for U-turns for semis 

 

One comment requested the FDOT provide U-turn accommodations for semis. 

 

Comment:  Opposition to Recommended Alternative for Segment 5 

 

One comment (a possible relocatee) expressed opposition to the Recommended 

Alternative for Segment 5. 

 

Comment:  Provide wildlife crossings 

 

One comment requested the provision of wildlife crossing due to the sighting of collared 

black bears in the area. 

 

Comment:   Did not support the project 

 

One comment did not support the project due to the provision of bicycle/pedestrian 

facilities.  It was perceived that provision of these facilities would increase litter. 
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Comment:  Lack of bicycle/pedestrian facilities in Segment 5 

 

One comments expressed disappoint over the lack of bicycle/pedestrian facilities to the 

businesses in Segment 5. 

 

A copy of the Public Hearing notification materials, meeting materials, and any responses 

to comments may be found in Appendix D.  A copy of the Official Public Hearing 

Transcript may be found in Appendix E. 

 

6.0 NEWSLETTERS/PRESENTATIONS/SMALL GROUP MEETINGS  

 

The FDOT has issued two newsletters to elected officials, agencies, and property owners 

within 300 ft. of the centerline of any of the proposed alternatives.  The first was mailed 

in December 2002 and while introductory in nature, it also announced the upcoming 

Alternative Public Workshop to be held in January 2003.  Specifically, it acquainted the 

public with the PD&E process, project description, the proposed alternatives, and 

upcoming activities.  The second newsletter, issued in October 2003, announced the 

Public Hearing and outlined the Recommended Alternative for each segment.  Finally, a 

newsletter will be mailed upon project approval from the FHWA and will explain the 

final conceptual design for the proposed improvements and include an upcoming project 

schedule for design, ROW, and construction activities.  

 

In an additional effort to further disseminate project information and solicit community 

input, the FDOT participated in Crystal River Annual Scarecrow festival in the fall of 

2001.  At the informational kiosk, festival attendees could talk to FDOT representatives 

about the project, view project graphics, obtain a project Fact Sheet, and offer comments 

regarding the proposed improvements. 

 

The FDOT met with the City Manager for Crystal River, Ken Lilly, and his staff on  

July 23, 2002 to discuss the proposed improvements.  The FDOT gave presentations to 

the Crystal River City Council on March 10, 2003 and May 27, 2003.  The first 
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presentation on March 10th outlined the viable alternatives for Segments 4 and 5.  For 

Segment 5, a new alternative was also presented that consisted of a reduced typical 

section and ROW width.  This alternative received support from the City and the FDOT 

was directed to conduct additional engineering and environmental analysis for refinement 

of that alternative.  That alternative was subsequently refined as was the alternative for 

Segment 4.  These were formally presented to the City as the Recommended Alternatives 

for these segments on May 27, 2003, and subsequently presented at the Public Hearing on 

November 3, 2003.   

 

The FDOT did not receive any requests for presentations to small groups such as 

homeowners associations and chambers of commerce. 
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