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STATE PROJECT NOS. 10250-1510, 10060-1530
_FEDERAL AID PROJECT NOS. M-6135(1), U-011-2(57)
' B.I. NUMBERS 113276 and 113218

State Road 676 from south approach of 22nd Street
Causeway Bridge to State Road 45 (U.S. 41); and
U.S. 41 Grade Separation at Seaboard Coastline
Railroad Crossing at Port Sutton in Hillsborough
County, Florida

ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION
FINAL
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration
. and '
Florida Department of Transportation
Submitted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 4332 (2) (C)
and 23 U.S.C. 128 (a) '

| ' ; 7, | |
Tune 15, 1976 ﬂ%gn@ ﬁ&ﬂb

Date District Engineer
Florida Department of Transportation

L
eputy Direct
Division of Planning (#nd gramming
Florida Départment of Transportation

Adoption df the Determination by:
Federal Highway Administration
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Déte Division Adgfinistrator
Federal Highway Administration
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P. O. Box 1079
Tallahassee, Florida 32302

September 20, 1976

Mr. Ray G. L'Amoreaux, Director
Division of Planning and Programming
Florida Department of Transportation
Pallahassee, Florida 32304

Attention: Mr. A. B. Burke

Dear Sir:

Subject: Florida - Federal-Aid Projects M-1879(1),

01d M-6135(1); and FG~301-4(3).,

0ld U~011-2(57); State Job Nos. ,
10250-1510 & 10060~1530; Hillsborough
County; Location and Design Approval

L; Reference is made to your Septemberfls, 1976 letter regarding
location and design approval for the subject projects.

As provided in Federal-Aid Highway Program Manual 7-7-2,
Paragraph 6e, design may proceed after approval of the
negative declaration. The location and design shown in

the negative declaration approved by this office on July 28,
1876 are approved as requested. : :

Very truly yours,

P. E. Carpenter
pDivision Administrator

JESSE AL STURY
Jesse A. Story : '

District Engineex
For the Division Administrator

Ldéf//;;T/C. ¥W. Monts De Oca, FDOT

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
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Department of Transportation

Post Office Box 1249
Bartow, Florida 33830
August 25, 1976

Mrs. Elizabeth B. Castor, Chairman
Board. of County Commissioners
Hillsborough County

Post Office Box 1110

Tampa, Florida 33601

RE: State Project Nos. 10250-151°, 10060-153ﬁ
Federal Aid Project Nos. M-6135(1),U-011-2(57)
Budget Item Nos. 113276 and 113218

State Road 676 from south approach of 22nd
Street Causeway Bridge to State Road 45 (US 41)
and US 41 Grade Separation at Seaboard Coastline
Railroad Crossing at Port Sutton in Hillsborough
County ‘ ' o

Dear Mrs. Castor: ' . . -

The attached Final Negative Declaration contains considerable
data which may be used in evaluating future development along the
referenced highway. -

A public hearing was held on Decémber 18, 1975, concerning
the referenced projects, and the Final Negative Declaration was
approved by the FHWA on July 28, 1976.

State Project Number 10250-1510 is presently scheduled in
the work program for construction to begin during Fiscal Year
1979/80. Right-of-way acquisition is scheduled to take place
during Fiscal Years 1977/78 and 1978/79.

State Project Number 10060-1530 is presently scheduled for
the preliminary engineering phase during Fiscal Year 1975/76.
At present the construction and right-of-way acquistion phases
are not scheduled. C

A portion of the Noise Study Report is contained in the
Final Negative Declaration. Prior to the beginning of the
construction phase the Noise Study Report will be completed and
sent to the appropriate local officials.



/ Mrs. Elizabeth B. Castor
%L Page Two

August 25, 1976

The attached Final Negative Declaration has been furnished
: in order to help coordinate land use and transportation activities
ﬁ% so they will become more compatible. Your cooperation in
L advising the city and local officials as well as interested
persons of this document would be helpful in protecting the
transportation investment.

Sincerely yours,

WWWW?

hn W. Burdin, P.E.
District Planning Engineer

JWB:jcs
;l Attachment

5% cc: Mr. W. M. Cochran
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I. Summary
 State Road 676 (22nd Street Causeway'Boulevard) and

‘State BRoad 45 (US 41) are v1ta1 arterlal highways which

serve the Clty of Tampa located 1n Hlllsborough County

;‘ThlS negative declaratlon analyzes varlous engineerlng and

env1ronmental factors con51dered in deflnlng the spe01f1c

locatlon and des1gn alternates. The improvement 11m1ts for

‘State Road 676 are. from the south approach of the McKay Bay
fv;Brldge east approx1mately 1. l mlles to State Road 45 (US 41).

- The 1mprovement limits for State Road 45 (US 41) are from

the 36th Avenue South 1ntersect10n north approx1mately 9

- miles to the 23rd Avenue South 1ntersect10n, State Road 676 -
is on the State of Florlda Prlmary and the Federal Secoudary .
nghway Systems.f State Road 45 (US 41) is on the State and R
'SﬂFederal Prlmary nghway Systems The 19S3 Federal Highway",

| Act called for reallgnment ‘of the Federal Ald System by

July 1 1976 and these d881gnat10ns could change.
The' proposed 1mprovements w111 1nclude the four laning

of the existing two laned segment_of State Road 676, the

construction of an interohangefat the intersection of State

. Road 676 with State Road 45 (US 41) and a grade separatlon

at the Seaboard Coastllne Rallroad cros31ng(1f State Road

45 (US 41). The present four lane section of State Road

45 (US 41) within the study'limits will be six laned.
The short lengths between termini (1.1 miles in the
longest direction) tend to nlace the project in the category

of a spot improvement and no significant benefits could be

Q)




attributed to diverging from the directness of the existing
facilities. For these reasons, the Department concluded
'1that the proposed improvemehts could adequately be studied
d_and analyzed by one corrldorp Within this oorridor, fOUr

de51gn alternates were con51dered for State Road 676 and

':three de51on alternates were con51dered for State Road 45

'f(U S 41) One. addltlonal alternate con51dered for each

hlghway fac111ty was the "do nothlng alternate”

o

_ Thetflorida Department Qf-Tragepoftationvin conSultation,
f'withvthe Federal Highway AdmdniStration,has determfhed.that
the proposed 1mprovements constltute ‘a major action which
will not 51gn1f1cant1y affect ‘the quallty of the human

: env1ronment. The state is, therefore, preparing this_negative
declaratioﬁ'to record the determination in accordance with

the provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act.

A public 1nformat1ona1 meetlng was held on April- 25 1974 ..

After the presentatlon of the various alternates by the
Department, the audience expressed their concern that
something must be done, and asked’why something hadnft been
done :before now. From the ihformatioﬁyreceived at this

meeting, the Department further revised it's alternates.

A letter of consistency, verifying that these projects
are consistent with the State Air Implementation Plan,
was ‘treceived from the Florida Department of Environmental

Regulations on February 18, 1976.




e |
Lg A public hearing was held December 18, 1975. During
& » .

the hearing five (S)vopinions, comments and statements

were entered into the record. None of the comments

received opposed the Department's recommended alternates.

. 0f all the alternates studled for the two proposed
1mprovements, the alternates that best meet the Department s

criteria are: The Center Alternate Urban Constructlon for

State Road 676, and the Tight- -Diamond Interchangp Concept

located on the Ex1st1ng Allgnment for State Road 4S ' The
[ o Department recommends these two alternates for the proposed

s improvements to State Road 676 and State Road 45 (U.s. 41).

' % ’ o _
L | (3)



IT. Location and Déscriptioﬂ of Proposed Action

The purpose of this negative declaration is to document
and analyze various engioeering and environmental factors
considered in defining the speoific location and design
alignment for improvements to State Road 676 (22nd Street
_ Causeway Boulevard) and State Road 45 (US 41), located ia
Hlllsborough County.
The 1mprovement limits for State Road 676 begin near
the south approach of the McKay Bay‘Brldge, and traverse
'eaétwardly'apprOXimatelYJul miles fhrbugh the State Road 45
(US 41)minfersection and endvnéarjthe'Seaboard Coastline
lRaiiroad’tracks, | |
The improvement limits for State Road 45 (US 41) begin
{“hear‘the 36th Avenue South intérséotioh and traverse northwardly
’:al()proximai:ely .9 miles through the State Road 676 (22nd Street

Causeway Bouleva d) 1ntersect10n and end near the 23th Avenue

South 1ntersect10n.

"The "1970 Land Use and nghway Functlonal Class1f1catlon : it

System" study depicts the portlon of State Road 676, under
fstidy, to be a'minor arterial highWay,»with the studx section
.for State Road 45, being a principal arterial highwa&. Pro-
jeotions from the "1990 Land Use and Highway Functional
Classification Systems" study‘indicate that both facilities
will become, "other urban principal arterial highways".

The "first annual updatevof Florida‘s Principal Highway and
Streot Systems, 1970-1880" study indicates that State Road 675

within the study area should be improved to four lanes during

(4)
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the 1970-1975 time frame. The section of State Rcad 45
(US 41) being studied was depicted as being improved to
six lanes during the same 1970-1975 period.

The "Principal'Street'and Highway Plan - 1985",

‘summary report, prepared by the Tampa Urban Area

Transportation Study depicts the study section of State

Road 676 as being priority 1; and should be improved

to four 1anes w1th1n the 1969~1976 tlme frame. The
study sectlon of State Road 45 (US 41) was deplcted
as being priority 2; 1mprovements to‘51x lanes within
the 1976~ 1985 time frame

In the Department of Transportatlon s tentatlve
Five Year Construction Plan and Work Program, the
study éection of State Road 676 (includes interchange
at US 41) is presently scheduled for the preliminary
engineering phase to occur during the Fiscal Years
75/76>and 76/77, with right;of—way acquisition in
the 77/78 and 78779 fiscal‘years. The scheduled
construction phase Willibegin~in Fiscal Year 79/80.
The study’section 6f.the SCL RR créssing (Port Sutton)
is scheduled for the preliﬁinaryAengineering phase
during the Fiscal Yeaﬁs 73/74, 74/75, and 75/76.

The short 1engthszbetween‘termini (1.1 miles in

|

the longest direction) |tended to place the project

" in the category of a spot improvement which would

improve the severe cong%stion



which is occurring at the interseétion of SR 45 (US 41)

and SR 676 and which would eliminate the time delays
experienced on SR 45 (US 41) as a result of heavy railway
traffic on the SCL RR tracks. No significant beﬁgfits

could be attributed to the use of an alternate corridor

which could only result in severe disruption to the businesses
located along the two highway facilities. This disruption
.of businesses would include large scaléidisplacementé at

the points of divergence and convergence and economic

penalties through the 1ossvof Visibility and accessibility

of traffic. The motorist would also be affected by increases

in user cost which would be brought about by the turning

roadways at the connection points of the new corridors and
the increased travelled length in departing from the direct-
ness of the existing corridor}

Based on the above consideratiéns, the Department of ljf
ATrénsportation has concluded that with the exception-'of a
corridor which includes the.existihg right—of—way no viable -

-corridor exists.

Presently, State Road 676 is a two lane highway centered
in the existing 100 feet of right-of-way. iThis facility
carries moderate volumes of traffié, which is generated by
the local residents and industrieé located along McKay Bay.
The section of State Réad‘4 (US 41) under consideration is a
four-lane divided facility Withv,n eight foot refuge lane along
the outside, and is centered.in/the existing 100 feet of right-of-

way. This highway is heavily tfavelled by tourists, local resi-

/

dents and commercial traffic.

(6)




Within the termini of thé:study, collecticn_and:
distribution of the,traffic_is'accomplished througﬁ
intersections with two State roads and nﬁmerous side
streets. :

Due to the adjacent 1and'd§velopment, both present
and planned, (see land use map'in.Appéndix A-1, A-2)

an effort has been made to recommend a proposal that

would occupy a minimum'right—of—way width, while still

- providing reasonably safe‘and adéquate'travel ways. Ih

order to keep additional right-of-way requirements to an
absolutekminimum,a'closedrdrainage system, rather than

open ditches, will be utilized. . Construction easements will

‘be;required'outside of the right-of-way in some parts of

thé improvement, to provide sufficient area for insuring a
pleasing connection to the existiﬁg terrainh

Ingress and egress to Sféte'Road 45 (US_41) will be
partially controlled. With!this control thé proposed
improvement will properly fulfill its requirement for
safely darrying through tfaffi@. -Access to presently
developed lands will be provided b& way of parallel and
connecting service roads. |

The typicalrsections fdr the proposed roadways are
graphically drawn, and are listed in the appendix. State
Road 676 is depicted as two-(2), twelve (12) foot travel
lanes in each direction separated by a twenty-two (22) foot
raised median. State.ﬁoad 45 will provide three (3), twelve
(12) foot travel lanes in each-direction separated by a
raised median, varying ﬁetween eléven and one-half tb
eighteen feet. (See Appé%dix A-11 and A-14).

3
i
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Traffic information based onvhistorical traffic ddta
ffrom aréa stations, on a traffic assignment to Network #6
‘of the Tampa Urban Area Transportation Study and on a
previous estimate dated May 19, 1972, is attached (see
Appendix A-3).

A capacity analysis for the iqtersection of State
Road 676 and State Road 45 (U.S. 41), (based on a‘tight
diamond interchange for the design year 2000 trafficj was
prepared. The capacity analysis indicates the proposed
tig?t diamond interchange will more than adequately
handle the traffic projected for’design year 2000. A

level of service "C" is maintained throughout the

interchange in order to meet criteria set by the Department.

Design Speed for State Road 676
(22nd Street Causeway Boulevard) will be less —
than 50 m.p.h.

Design Speed for State Road 45 :g
(U.S. 41) will be more than 50 m.p.h.

The proposed alignments for both State Road 676
(Causeway Boulevard) and State Road 45 (U.S. 41) will be
virtually straight with little, if any, horizontal
curvature and follow the alignment of the existing
facilities. A maximum curvature of three degrees will be
used, on the interchange ramps»and all horizontal alighment

will provide for a minimum étopping sight distance.

(8)




The vertical alignment for State Road 676 (Causeway

Boulevard) will be set by the back-of-sidewalk profile and

accomodations for drainage.

The vertical alignment for State Road 45 (US 41) will
vary from the existing alignment énd have a maximum

gradient of approximately 4.000%.

The vertical alignments for both State Road 676
(Causeway Boulevard) and State Road 45 (US-41) will provide
for a minimum stopping sight distance to accomodate the

design speeds.



III. Alternates

Generél

The alternate designs presented in this section of the
report will be comprised of Varioﬁs design concepts which
can be achieved within the general corridors of present
State Road 676 and State Road 45. The méjor goals of the
design concepts (alternates) were as follows:

1) To provide a transporfation facility which will
safely and adéquately serve the projected,traffickneeds
on both routes.

2) To provide for adequate and safe access to adjacent
private properties, such access to be provided with minimum
influence on through traffic. o -

3) To keep additional right—of—way requirements to an
absolute minimum.

4) To minimize effects ofhproposed improvements on the
human and natural environment.

In the presentation of alternate design concepts,
alternates for both State Roéd 676 and State Road 45 will
be discussed. The alternate concepts presented for State
Road 676 will be identified as:

| Northern Alternate Rural Construction
Southern Alternate Rural Construction
Center Alternate Rural Construction
Center Alternate Urban Construction

The alternate concepts presented for State Road 45 will
be identified as:

Regular-Diamond Interchange

Tight-Diamond Interchange, Existing Alignment
Tight-Diamond Interchange Offset 132°'

(10} .
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The following alternate was analyzed for both State
Roads.-

No Road Alternate - This is the alternative of leaving

tﬁe two laned State Road 676 and the four laned US 41 in
their current state and providing no further improvemént.

The volumes of traffic which can be handled by the
existiné facilities‘are closely controlled by the capacity
of the intersection of US 4i'with State Road 676 by ﬁime
losses at‘the nearby railroad crossings, and by side inter-
ference from abutting industfiai development.

Currently (1973), US 41 is providing a peak hour two-way
traffic volume of 1632 passengér equivalent vehicles and State
Road 676 is supplying 1102 passenger equivalent vehicles td
the intersection. With the présent-turning distribution,
thekpossible capacity of the interSection requires 74 percent
of the available green signal time.

"The Department believes that major revisions to the
intersection are neceséapy to'adéquately handle the design

year (year 2000) traffic since average daily traffic volumes

,of 67,000 vehicles along US 41 and 26,500 vehicles along

State Road 676 are expected. It should be noted that minimu@
warrants are 5,000 vehicles a day for the four laning of a
fécility and 20,000 vehiélés a day for the six laning of a
facility. |

Considering the above and én annual traffic growth rate
of 6.9% the intersection shouidvexpérience capacity during

the peak hour in the year 1976; however, periods of $

(11)
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interrupted flow produced by-long queues of traffic should
occur whenever trains are preSent on one of the railroad
crossings during periods of heavy traffic volumes. Until
such time as these conditions can be corrected, additional
traffic volumes in excess of those presently occurring would
either experlence increased travel distances by using other

routes or could expect long delays in trying to use the subject

facilities. Since the possible capacity of the intersection

fis much less than the possible capacity of the facilities

at some distance from the intersection, it would seem that

some measure would be necessary to improve the intersection

capac1ty and make it more compatlble with the overall

 facilities.
| The segments of highway which are under consideration
for improvement have also exhibited a rather’high incidence f
of accidents which furthef point to a need for major improve- |
ments in the area. _

| Along State Road 676, and Within the study area, 197 #53

collisions were recorded in the six year period between

1968 and 1973. The}consequences of these accidents were
six fatalities and economic 1oéses amounting to $653,200

borne by the public. About 35 pércent of the accidents were

rear;end collisions indicative of severe congestion at the
US 41 intersection. The acbideﬁt record also indicates an
increase from 28'acciaents’in 1968 to 49 accidents in 1973.
Projecting this data ahead under implementation of the 'No

Road Alternate", one could anticipate a continued increase

in the number of accidents with a probable decrease in

(12) mj



severity due to the lower speedé caused by increasing
congestion.

Along U.S. 41, 413 accidents were recorded during the
same six year period. Damages resulting from these accidents
were valued at $1,217,100, and involved four fatalities.

The rear end collisions oh this segment also amounted to
35 pertent of the total acéidents aﬂd, in addition; there

were 13 collisions with trains at the Seaboard Coastline

tracks, which are located south of the intersection with

State Road 676.

A letter dated January 29, 1973, from the District
Safety Engineer stated that the SCL RR (Phosphate Terminal)
o main line crossing on State Road 45, | |
k was selected as a prime locétion for an overpass. In.this
letter, the District Safety Engineer felt that knowledge
of the local citizenry on the length of delay which could be
expected at the crossing was a contributing factor in leading
o people to incautious judgement fesultingAin accidents with

v trains.

Between 25 and 40 crossings of U.5. 41 by trains occur
each day, and the Department eétimates six minutes would
be consumed by each train making the crossing. This means
that there will be a time loss each day, incumbent upon the
highway user, of approximately three hours and fifteen minutes.

Over a 20 year period (the &esign life of a highway), ‘the

time delay would amount to an increase in the highway user

cost of approximately $4,483,200.




.
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The Department, therefore, believes the "No Road
Alternaté”.is not a viable alfernative because of the
following considerations:

1. Construction is economically warranted.

2. Possible capacity Will_be exceeded near the

construction year, thereby limiting the abilityb
of the facilities to function as arterial highways.

3. The safety record of the subject facilities are

undesirable and should improve as a result of

reconstruction.

Specific Design Alternates for State Road 676

Northern Alternate Ruravaonstruction ~ The features

associated with this alternative include the use of the f%wﬁ
existing roadway as the eastbound lanes of the proposed four i
laned facility. An additional 60 feet of right-of-way would

be acquired adjacent to the northern side of the existing H

- right-of-way in order to provide sufficient width for the
22.5Afoot raised median, the féur standard 12 foot lanes,
and the open ditches which are features of the alternate.
For additional features of this alternate see the Typical
Section on page A-4and tbe Alternate Design on page A—5’
of the appendix. | |
The following estimated costs and displacement of
businesses and families are-associated with the above

alternate:

(14) . R
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Construction Cost . . . . . . $281,000

Right-of-Way Cost . . . . . . 315,750

Engineering Cdst. e e e 282100

Total Cost . . . . . . . $624, 850
Individuals Displaced . . . . . . &
Families Displaced . . . . . . . 3
Businesses Displaced . . . . . 9

(includes 2 advertising signs)

Southern Alternate Rural Construction - The Typical

Section for this alternate is a mirrored image of that

used for the preceeding alternate. Under this concept the
additional 60' of right-of-way would be acquired from the
south side of the existing roadway and the existing rbadway
would be utilized as the westjbound lanes of the proposed
construction. The alternate will result in a greater
indirectness at the connection point with the Twenty Sécond
Street Causeway bridge approacheé which will raise the
construction cost. For additional conceptual details see
the Appendix, pages A-6, and A-7, the various estimated costs

and displacements associated with this concept are itemized

below: .
Construction Cost . . . . . . $357,000
Right-of-Way Cost . . . . . . 310,000
Engineering Cecst . . -+ - . _ 385,700
Total Cost . . . . . . . $702,700

(15)
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Individuals Displaced . . . . . . 19
Families Displaced . . . . . . . 6
Businesses Displaced . . . . . . 7.

Center Alternate Rural Construction - This alternate

is identical to the other two rural alternates with two
exceptions. The horizontal alignment of the alternate,

which is centéred on the existing facility will require

new construction for both roadways, thereby significéntly
increasing construction costs. The previous two alternates
were based on the consideration that one of the existing
roadway.ditches could be dressed and utilized in the proposed
facility, however, under this conqept involving all new
construction an additional 22.feet of right-of-way would be
utilized for additional ditch construction. The effects of

a central alignment on acquisitiqn of additional right-of-way
are that an additional 41 feet would be acquiréd from each
side which would greatly increase property damage, court
costs, right-of-way costs, and relocations of people and
businesses. The various estimated costs and displacements
associated with this concept are tabulated below:

Construction Cost . . . . . $ 547,000

Right-of-Way Cost . . . . . 483,400
Engineering Cost . . . . . 54,700
‘= Total Cost . . . . . . $ 1,085,100
Individuals Displaced . . . . . 25
Families Displaced . ; .. .‘. 9
Businesses Displaced . . . . <14 N
(Additional details for this alternate will be found in ;¢§

the Appendix on pages A-8, A-9).

(16)
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Center Alternate Urban Construction - This is the recom-

- mendate alternate and represents a major divergence from

the thfee rural‘alternates-previously described since it
advocates a facility which can be virtually constructed
within the existing right-of-way. The'alternate is centered
in.- the existing right-of-way and features an enclosed
drainage system. This drainage system includes gutters at
the edge of the travelled way which collect and convéy
surface waters to ihlets then to an underground storm sewer

system. Eventually the storm waters reach the projects

‘major outfall points where they are conveyed by means of

outfall pipes and/or ditches, to retention or receiving
areas. The physical dimensions across the travelled way

are identical to the rural alternates, but it is the removal
of the roadway ditches which allow this alternate to fit
within the existing 100 foot'right—of—way width. Urban

type of construction is more expensive than rural type
construction and any alternate which incurred significant
right-of-way cost, right-of-way damages, or displacements
would prove economically imprﬁdent. We have, therefore,
considered the central alignment to be the only viable

urban alternative. Additional details for the alternate
will be found in the apﬁendix on pages A-10 and A-11,
following tabulation lis%s fhe estimated costs and displace-

i
l

ments for this alternate:

- ‘\('17)
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Construction Cost . . ... . . $645,000

Right-of-Way Cost . . . . . . 350

Engineering Cost . . . . ; . 64,500

Totai Cost : $709,850
Individualé Displaced e e e e s 0
Families Displaced . . . . . . . o
Businesses Displaced . . . - e 0

Specific Design Alternates for State Road 45 (U.S. 41)

As discussed under the "No Road Alternate'" on page 11
proposals for US 41 and the interSection with State Road
676 should contain the necessary design featﬁres to provide
adequate public service. The nécessgry features are to -

provide an overpass at the Seaboard Coastline railway spur

which is located 1470 feet south of the intersection, to

provide an intersection design cépable of handling theA
high volumes of traffic at US Alland‘State Road 676, and to =
provide the necessary six traffié‘lanes which are warranted -J
by the design traffic volumes and also recommended by the
Tampa Urban Area Transportation Stﬁdy. |

Additional considerations were analyzed in order to
establish the following design features which are common
to all of the alternates for US 41f

In order to provide an édequat% intersection capacity

t0 handle the design hour traffic jand in order to reduce

the high percentage of rear end collisions a grade separated
interchange is utilized at the State Road 676 intersecticn .

H

. . . . / il
instead of an intersection at grade. - e

(18) |
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The bridge structure of the interchange in each alternate

is constructed along US 41 in order to provide uninterrupted

service to the extremely heavy th:ough movement along this
road. | |

Sefvice roads are included in each alternate in ogder to
preserve access to the arterial system from the abuttiﬁg
developable properties.

The presence of the Seaboard Coastline Railroad érossing,
Which is located 1420 feet east of the intersection with
State Road 676, was considered‘and the effects of this
railroad crossing on the operation of the proposed inter-
change were evaluated for each alternate. Trains aré
presently utilizing the crossing at the rate of approximately
one train an hour and it-is anticibated that a future grade
separation will be constructed wheh traffic volumes along
State Road 676 become sqfficient to cause the four laning
6f State Road 676 to the east!

The following descriptions-of the alternates, which were
considered for US 41, include alsﬁ a discussion of design
features which are considered to be unique to a particular
alternate.

Regular Diamond Interchange ~ This alternate includes

the construction of a ér“de separated overpass at the
Seaboard Coastline Raifroad.crnssing on US 41 south of the
intersection of US 41 and State Road 676 and the construction
of a regular diamond infterchange at the intersection. The

alignment of this a]terﬂate is coincedent wilh the existing

|

a\\( 1 9')‘

alignment of US 41.



The diamond interchange will require the construction
of two éignalized intersectioné on State Road 676 at the
ramp terminals in~order to.handle’the turning movements
of the intersectiono. | R

Each of the two ramp intersections could be signalized
to 6perate at Level of Service "C" during the design year,
however, sequencing of'the‘twobcycles-would cause a drop in
the overall level of serVice through the interchange‘on
State Road 676 to Level of Service "D". Additional drops
in the level of service may occur as a result of fluctuations
in the peak hour factor caused by train crossings, or as a
result of actual volumes being greater than estlmated
volumes by the failure to construct other projects ploposed
by the urban area transportation study. The distance between
‘ramps alcng State Road 676 is controlled by the need to
prévent excessive damage to thé abutting developed properties
and the need to provide storage‘alonngtate Road 676 for
vehicles in order that train crossings east of the interchange
will not disrupt the operation of the interchange. Since the

average train crossing requires approximately six minutes and

the east bound design year traffic is approaching the crossing

at a rate of 1175 passenger equivaledt vehicles an hour,
it is anticipated that a queue‘of ap§roximate1y 1470 would
develop in the event of a tfain cros%ing during the east
bound peak hour.

Since approximately 800 feet Wi;l exist between the:

,edqtern most ramp tyraffic GJ.gn'tl anﬁ the rail crossing east
' |

(20) /
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if@ of the intersection, it is anticipated that an additional

gradé separation for this railroad crossing should be

constructed by the year 1985 if the diamond interchange

| * is constructed. At this time, ramp revisions would become
d

necessary in order to provide necessary distance for proper

vertical alignment.

Operationally, this concept should be considered as

marginally adequate and a definite_need for additional

capacity is indicated.

The estimated costs (non-inclusive of later revisions)
and displacements associated with the implementation of

this alternative are itemized below:

f? . : Construction Cost ; C e $4,200,000
- Right-of-Way Cost . . . . . . 2,167,125
L; Engineering Cost . . . . . . 420,000
Lj Total Cost . . . . . . $6,787,125
?sﬁ Individuals Displaced . ;k. e 78
- Families Displaced . . ... . . . 30
Ef Businesses Displaced . . . . 43

(includes 4 advertising 31gnb)
For additional details see page A-12 in
the appendix.

Tight-Diamond Interchange, Existing Alignment -

[ eI s e e B T T T T T T e e S T T A R s S e e e

This design offers significant improvements in capacity,
as well as right-of-way savings when compared with the

previously mentioned alternate. In this design, two dual

left-turn movements can be provided with a substantially

~ | N ¢::Y)



greater turning radius than cén normally be pfovided at an
at-grade intersection or with a regular diamond configuration.
Thé inside travel lane for the 1éft turn movements in this
concept can usualiy be provided with a minimum radius of
125-200 feet. Another vefy desirable feature of this
alternate is the ability to allow U—turnihg traffic from

the ramp frontage roads. Traffic éccupying the inside
left-turn lane of the dual léeft-turn movement can préceed

to make the normal left turn of can make a U-turn

simultaneous and intermingled ﬁith left-turning traffic.

The ability to provide for U;turning movement whiéh
allows ﬁotorists to reverse their direction of travel is
very important in congested urban éreas with commercial
development adjacent to the ramp frontage roads.

. The tight diamond interchange is the only alternate
which will allow future construction of a grade separation
over the Seaboard Coastline Raiiroad crossing east of the
interchange, without modification of the eastern ramps
_dﬁring the railroad overpass construction.

Use of this alternate would delay disruption of thg
interchange by the at-grade railroad crossing to the year
1997, if the reconstruction of State Road 676 has not been
completed by that year.

Further geometric details for this alternate are Shbwn
in the appendix on pages A-13 and A-14. Estimated

costs and displacements for the alternate are shown on the

next page.
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Construction Cost . . . . . . $5,500,000

LA

" Right-of-Way Cost . . . . . . 1,394,625

Engineering Cost . L. 550,000

Total Cost - $7,444,625

Individuals Displaced . . . ... 32
Families Displaced . . . . . . . 12

Businesses Displaced . . . 14
(includes 3 advertlslng 81gns)

Tight Diamond Interchange Offset 132 Feet - The features

utilized in this alternate are similar to those utilized in
the preceeding alternate and include the railroad grade
separation and a tigbt diamond intefchange at the State

Road 676 intersection. The alternate differs from thé
preceeding altérnate in that it utilizes an alignment which
is located 132 feet to the east of the existing alignment

in order to evaluate the effecf of acquiring all of the
right-of-way from the 1east'valuab1e side. The Department's
evaluation of the offset alignment is that this is not a
viable alternate for the folldwing reasons.

The connection points with the existing alignment were
madé at ground level for considerations of safety. This had
the effect of lengthening the construction limits by
approximately one half mile. thus increasing the constrﬁction

ost and amount of right-of-way required.

The alternate would nol allow sufficient distance to
overpass the Seaboard Coastline tracks on State Road 676;
Sufficient distance for an overpass could have been provided

by offsetting the alignment to the west rather than to the

e
4
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east, but since this would increase the right-of-way-costs

and since an eventual grade separation at the railroad would

still be required when the four laning of State Road 676

becomes Jjustified by the traffic demand it was not felt that

such an alternate would be warranted.

The offset alignment with its curved connections results
in an indirect and less safe alignment which is economically
unjustified and which will have'oﬁerational charactefistics
nearly identical with the more preferable center alignment.

For additional details see page A-15 in the
appendix. The estimated costs and displacements for this

alternate are shown below.

Construction Cost
Right-of~-Way Cost
Engineering Cost

Total Cost

Individuals Displaced
Familizs Displaced

Businesses Dlsplaced

.

.

<

(includes 4 advertising 51gns)

(24)

$6,196, 700
1,350,000

619,670

$8,166, 370

45
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Social, Economical and Environmental Effects

The following is a discussion of the anticipated

social, economical and environmental effects as they

“pertain to these proposed improvements.

1) Regional and Community Growth

The Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council's report
"2000 Plan of Development" points out that the Témpa‘Bay
Region, as well as the rest of Florida, has experienced
a phenomenal rate of growth ever the last decade. This
growth should continue at'e rapid rate. Below are
some of the factors involved:

(A) The Tampa Bay Region's population is expected
to double between 1970 and 1990. By the year 2000,
the population is forecest to be in excess of 3.5
million people. This represents an average growth rate
of between three and four percent a year.

(B) Approximately 2.5 miles north of this proposed
1mprovement a 400 acre tract is being developed as a
commer01a1 and 1ndustr1a1 park on State Road 60. Other
development in the same area includes dlstrﬂbutlon

centers and light manufabturlng complexes which are
1

i

)

under conbtructlon :
i
.

Another area of newi concentrated industriail

activity is Hookers Point, located approximately two

miles to the west of the proposed improvement,. Some

port-oriented activities are being relocated from the



downtown Tampa area (Garrison Channel and Ybor Channel
areas and Seddon Island) to Hookers point and other
new businesses are being attracted to the Hookers
Point location.

(C). The Tampa Port Authority which is the
 Jurisdictional Agency of the Port of Tampa, has‘
plans to deepen channels at the north end of East
Bay.

Within the study area the present land use can
be described as an unplahned‘mixture of residential,
commercial and industrial uses. The residential uses
of the land are a scattered mixture of lower middle
income housing and middle to small size mobile home
parks. Of the commercial uées-of the land, the heavy
commercial uses such as junk yards, warehouses and
commercial maintenance businesses predominate. A few
moderate age retail businesses are also present. Of
the industrial, the Seaboard Coastline Railroad
Phosphate Terminal dominates the entire’area; The

proximity‘of the seaport and rail service fwbiljties
I 5

is. condu#1ve to the establlsFment of nearly any industry,

and for this reason there: arb several other 1Jght and
moderately heavy industriesgin the area. Most new

construction in the last five years has be?n to the
heavy caommercial and industrial areas. Ir general} the
commercial and industrial uses of the land prevails as

the dominating land use in /the general v?@inity oi the
projec f




If1 o Future land use will be greatly

_ influenced by the proximity 6f the seaport, rail
kService, and existing heavy commercial and industrial .
areas near the project. The'lénd in the general
vicinity of the project is ﬁearly flat and generally

of sufficient elevation for development, with only a

small portion of the land low gnd marginal. For the

above reasons, the future uses of land mostly will be

continued use and development of heavy commercial and

- " industrial enterprises. The scattering of individual

,q

lower middle income residences could yield to some

:% extent to the commercial and,industrial uses.

;ﬁ The land to the east ofjthe project is suitable

ﬁ to residential development. The increase scarcity of
— residential sites witﬁin tbe City of Tampa and presence
g} of available jobs within.the study area will probably
fi ~lead to the establishment of residential areas to the
L‘ "east of the job sites.

E The project areas preseﬁt and future land uses are

consistent with the 1990 Hillsboyough County plan of
development draft. '

Present aﬁd future land use maps are included in
the appendix of thisjnegative declaration (see pages
A-1, A-2). |

2) Conservation and Preservation

The general ecology of the area has been altered
. ¢ . *
by previous activitiy. The general arca is developed,
I “with those areas around McKay Bay and Delaney Creck

remaining in their natural state. Ve do not anticipate

. - (27)
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that conservation efforts will be adversely éffected
by this improvement. '

Theresare no parks or reCreation areas within the
study area, but this improvemenf, by its purpose of
providing fast, safe‘and efficieht transportation,
will provide improvea accessibility to areas having
desirable characteristics for recreational development.
In the design of this‘project,’careful consideration

will be given to minimizing soil erosion and sedimenta-

tation, not only in the design of the storm drainage

system and roadway slopes, but in.thé specific instru;tiong
for the contractor to insure.that_coﬁstruction practices
are such to minimize soil erosion and sedimentation.

No Section 4(f) property will be affected by “these
proposed improvements. S

No archaeological, histprical or national register
properties are recorded near the propqéed improvements.
(see Appendix;A—17 A-18).

3) Public Fa§j1ities and Services .
% .

This proﬁosed improvement will have no adverse

effect on religious institutions or practices, nor

would any health or educational facilities be affected

adversely. ~This improvement, by providing a safe

transportation ffacility and eliminating an at-grade

railroad crossihg on State Road 45, will result in
increased safety for emergency cquipment, school busses
and general tralf{ic, which traversce the area.

(28)
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Public utility companies will be given the
opportunity to relocate, renovate and/or increase their
capabilities during construction of this project, so that

the anticipated growth in the area can be effectively served.

'4) Community Cohesion

The proposed imprbvemgnts, by being located in an
area which is rapidly becoming fully developed commercially
;nd industrially, will not disrupt an establisheq.community
or disrupt orderly, planned development. By this area
predominately being commercial and industrial, the adverse
effects on any minority or other specific groups and interests
should be minimal. | |

Implementation of the propoéed improvemenfé will cause
an initial adverse effect on ﬁhe tax yield of the abutting
properties by removal of the acquired rights-of-way from the
tax rolls. Subsequent to the construction, however, the
improved access providéd by the improvements should cause
an increase in property values of abutting and nearby
properties and should encourage a more rapid commercial and
industrial development of available sites in the area. The
increasing property values and higher rate of development

should ultimately result in a benefit to the taxing agencies

through a higher tax yield.

5) Displacement of People, Businesses, and Farms
One of the primary concerns associated with the
construction of any highway is the number of people

that will be dispilaced. A1l practical efforts will be

(29)




made to keep the displacements as low as possible without
sacrificing engineering printiples. Information concerning
the amount of displacements on each of the alternates was
obtained by a field survey by‘representativeé of the ﬁirst
District Relocation Office. There were no situations‘eh—
countered which would pose'any spgtial problems in their
relocation. Judging from the information received, the
probability of all displacees, both owners and tenants,
obtaining decent, safe, and éanitary replacement housgng
within their financial means, complemented by replacement
housing payments, appears to be safisfactory. The possibility
of the displaced business finding suitable replacement sites

also appeared satisfactory.

Noise Pollutioh

During the preparation of thi§ negative declaration, the
Florida Department of Transportation conducted a traffic noise
levellstudy along the routes of thé proposed improvements.

A General Radié Model 1565-B,'sound—leve1 meter was used to
monitor the current Lj,; noise levels. This le statistic
is the noise level in decibels (dB), A-scale, exceeded ten

(10) percent of the time during which the readings were taken.

In addition to being field monitored during the preparation
of this document, the Lq, traffic noise level was computef
projected for the years 1986 and 2000. All applicable traffic

“and roadway parameters were used for these projections.




Since level of Service "C" requires a speed of 45 m.p.h.,. and
is’ not attainable even under low volume conditions, the
midpoint of level of Servjce "D"_wa$ used as a basis for the .

noise projections. . _ .

All projected noise levels were obtained by submitting
data into a computer programmed in accordance with the traffic
noise prediction method given in the National Highway Research

Program Report 117, Highway Noise, A Design Guide for Highway

Engineers, which has been approved by the Federal Highway

Administration (FHWA) in Paragraph 1l4.c. of Federal-Aid
Highway Program Manual (FHPM) 7-7-3. The noise levels represent
- the traffic noise levels that can be anticipated in the vicinity

of the proposed project forAthe respective years.

In analyzing the noise level study, it should be taken
“““ into consideration thaf the senSiti?e sites listed in Table 1,
are isolated areas located within a,Commeréial, Industrial,

and Heavy Indus£r1a1 zoned area of Hillsborough County. Althougﬁ

L the standards for the sensitive sites are 70 dBA due to

(4 present land use,. the areas adjacent to the project are

presently zoned Commercial, Industrial or Heavy Industrial.
Consultation with the Hillsborough County Planning and Zoning
Department confirmed this future trend. The FHWA design noise

standards for this type land use would be 75 (dBA).




B Several means were investigated to reduce thé highway
'iﬁ noisetlevels along the propbsed prbject. These included:
| (a) Traffic management measures |

(b) Alterations of hofizontalandﬁertical alignments
.(c] "Acquisition of property rights for installation

or construction of noise abatement., barriers or
devices : 3 o

(d) © Installation or construction of noise barriers or
devices.

[ SR

" (e) Acquisition of real property or interests to serve
as a buffer zone to pre-empt development which would
be adversely impacted by traffic noise and for other
noise -abatement purposes. - '

[OOR——;

Upon thorough investigation, it was determined that the

Pt et
[

- proposed grade separations along the route of U.S. 41, would
| " help to decrease the noise 1evels_in almost every case, and o
2y eliminate stop and go traffic thus expediting traffic along

this busy intersection.

[N

o In compliance with Chaptef‘74—371, Laws of Florida, this

Department has consulted and coordinated-with the Florida

ik

- Department of Environmental Regulation, and the Florida

;3 Department of Agriculture' and Consumer Services, Division of

[}

Forestry concerning noise abatement. measures, both artificial

and vegetative (see letter, Appendix A-26).




Noise

Sensitive Locations - Present and Future

Location

TLocation

Location

Location

Location

Location

Location

Location

Location

Location

10:

Location

11:

Location

jot
e/

US 41 (SR 676)

Residence (cement block) located south of 34th
Avenue South, approximately 145 feet west of
U.S. 41 (145 feet-future).

Residence (mobile home) located between 34th
Avenue South and the Seaboard Coastline Rail-
road, approximately 200 feet west of U.S. 41
(200 feet-future).

Residence (frame structure) located south of
31st Avenue South, approximately 210 feet
west of U.S. 41 (210 feet-future).

Residence (mobile home) located between 31lst
Avenue South and Cincinnati Street, approxi-
mately 140 feet west of U.S. 41 (140 feet-
future).

Residence (mobile home) located immediately
north of El Camino Blanco, approximately 155
feet west of U.S. 41 (155 feet-future).

Residence (cement block) located approximately
350 feet north of El Camino Blanco, approxi-
mately 95 feet west of U.S. 41 (95 feet-future).

Residence (cement block) located approximately
300 feet south of 23rd Avenue South, approxi-
mately 61 feet west of U.S. 41 (61 feet-future).

Mobile Home Park located approximately 300 feet
south of 23rd Avenue South, approximately 50
feet east of U.S. 41 (50 feet-future).

Mobile Home Park located approximately 100 feet
south of 23rd Avenue South, approximately 36
feet east of U.S. 41 (36 feet-future).

Residence (mobile home) located approximately
700 feet west of 45th Street South, approximately
56 feet south of S.R. 676 (30 feet-future).

Motel (cement block) located approximately 400
feet west of 45th Street South, approximately
63lfeet north of S.R. 676 (50 feet-future).

Re%idence (ﬁobile,home) located approximately
200 feet west of 47th Street South, approximately
95 feet south of S.R. 676 (70 feet-future).

~~
L
(981
-



(3uswaaoxdul ON)

0L 89 002 oY Y (1av) 000 ‘¢ 0002 peioefoig 4
0L %9 002 of v (1av) 7Sz 6¢ 0007 . poaoeloxag 4
(ausweaoxdw] ON)
0L 89 002 oY Y (1av) 000 °‘TE 0861 pe3oofoig z
oL 29 002 e v (Lav)ozs'st 0861 peiveford 7
. : : : : . SUOTJITPUC) OTIFJFTLI]
0L 89 - 007 0% Vi (1av)o000°ze 9/61 Surastxg-poivsfoag Z

0L 99 002 % vz (HAA(86S°T 9L6T JueTamy 2

 nquEm>oumEH.ozv

oL L. sy o% - % (1av) 000°‘Z¢€ 0002 psjosloig T

0L 89 Sy1 - oY 7 (IaQV)%ST 6E  000T ‘pe3oafog TS
(auswenoxdul ON) =

0L 1L S oY Vi (1av) 000 ‘ Z€ 0861 pejoafog 1 \

0L 99 o3 Y Vi (1av) 026 ST 0861 pa3oafoig T

. | SUOTITPUO) OTFIVAL
0L 1L Syl oY Y (1av)000°‘ze 9/6T Surasixy-peioaloig T
0L 59 ol GY 1T (HdA)8B8E‘1 9.6T ‘ JuSTqWY T
spaepueag  (vap) OLT (13dd) ommmm_ SAONYL TROT0A AVAA INTNTI0SVAN ddAL - NOLLVOGT
19497 Toa9T - NQ OIJAVYI  INEDY¥Id 0IAAVIL
9STON udTsag 9STION 4

9/9 ‘d4'S Pu® 1% 'S'N NOILDHASYIINI ONILSIXH

0007 0861 9.61 STIATT ESION QIIDEL0¥d ANV LINIAIEWV T qIIVL




B

(auswsaoxdwu]l ON)

0L TL 0%l 0% Y (1av)000°z¢E 0007 paioafoag Y
0L 29 %1 oY Y (Lav)%9L ‘9t 0007 . paaoafoag Y
. (ausweaoadul ON)
0L L o%1 0% Vi (1av)000°z¢ 0861 poaoafoad Y
0L 6§ 0%l ZY Vi (1av)00%7 LT 0861 pa3oafoag Y
SUOTITPUOD OTJIBAL
0L 1L %1 oY Y (1av)000°z¢ 9,61 Surasixg-paioafoig Vi
0L 9L 0%l GE Tz  (HAA)EO¥'T 9L61 JulTquy 5
4 _ A (3uswoacaduyl ON)
0L w9 012 0% W (1av)000°ce 0002 pe3oaloxd £
0L 19 01¢ 0% Vi (1av) %9, 97 0007 pa3vafoagd . c o
: 2 MY
: _ (3uomoasoxdul ON) =
0L %9 01¢ 0% Vi (1av)000°‘z¢E 0861 paioafoag €
0L 65 01¢ A Y (Lav) 00% “ LT 0861 paaoafoag €
SUOT3TPUOD OTIIBAL
0L %9 01¢ 0% Y (1av)000°ze 9,61 Sur3isixg-paaoefoag €
0L L9 01¢ oY 1z (HAA)9LG'T 9L61 JusTquy ¢
spaepue3s (vgp) UlT  (I13dd) quaas SAOMIL STWNTOA AVEA INTRTINSVIN #dAL NOILVOOT
To4a97] 12897 NG 0IJAVYL  INEDYHEd DI14AVYL
9sTION u3d1se(q 9STON :

9/9°4'S pug 1% 'S°'0 NOILOASYILNI ONILSIXH

oou.omma.mmmﬁ STAAAT ASION QELlOdL0¥d GNV INHIGWY T ETdVd

e

Sy

NSRS |




(Fuswsaoxdul ON)

oL . LL G6 0% % (1av)000°c€ 0002 pe3oafoid 9
0L i G6 oy i (1av)%9L°9¢ 0007 paaoealoag 9
- 4 . . (3uewoaoxdul oN)
0L LL c6 oy Vi (1av)000°¢C¢ 0861 pesaoafoag 9
oL 69 66 A Y (1av)00% ‘LI 0861 paaoafoag 9
. : | SUOTITPUOD OTIFEAL
0L 9L G6 oY Vi (1av) ¥gz '0¢ 9/6T SurasTtxg-poioeloag 9
oL 6o s6  ov €1 (Raneye't  seT  AweTaw 9
_ , - : (auswenoxdul ON)
0L TL GST 0% v (1av)000°zE 0007 . poaoefoad S
0L 49 GST oy v (Iav)%9L°9T  000% CEEEINCEE; S
| | AucmawboumEH ON)
0L 1L GGT oY Y (1av)000°ze 0861 peaoeload g
0L 19 GGl TY Vi (1av) 00% L1 0861 peaoefoag g
SUOTITPUO) OTJIVALL
0L 0L GG1 oY Vi (1av) %2z 0€ 9/67 Sur3istxg-poiveloid S
A 69 GST GE 61  (HdA)6EE’‘T 9L61 JusTquy g
spaepueas (vap) OLT (1) qdads SMOMML AWATOA AVIA INANZANSYAR HdAL NOILVOC
. 188971 12897 NQ OIJAVML . INIO¥Id 014AVIL
asTON u31s9Q-- 9STON ~ e _

9/9 ‘4'S Pue 1% 'S'N NOILOISYAINI ONILSIXH

0002 0861 9261 STdATI ASION CQILOALO¥d ANV INAIEWY T 419VL



(FuewsAcIcw] ON)

0L LL 0S 0% V. (1av) %2 0¢ 0007 pogzoaforg g
0L 8L . 0§ 0% p  (1QV)TES'EE 0007 paoafoag g
w , (3usweaoxdul ON)
0L LL 0§ 0% Vi (1av)vzz o¢ 0861 peoadeloig 8
0L 6L 0§ A2 Vi (1av) 008 ‘17 086T peaoafoad g
. SUOTITPUO) DIFIBIL
0L LL 0§ 0% i (rav)vzz ot 9/61 Burastxg-peioofoid 8
oL €8 06 GY 6T (HAATT®'I 961 , JuaTquy 3
. : _ : : ; AuumﬁmbonmEH,ozv
0L 94 19 oy % (1av) %7¢‘0¢ 0002 pesoaloag. L
0L e 19 o y  (Iav)ZESEE 0007 , ﬁmpo@mopm N
0L 9L 19 o% Vi (1av) %tz ' 0¢ 0861
0L | 4L 19 A v (1av)008‘1z 0861 pozvaloig L
SUOTIITPUO) OTII®IL
0L 9L 19 0% Y (1av) %2z 0¢ 9761 Surastxg-pe3vafoig !
0L €8 19 Gy 6T  (HAA)TIS'T 9161 JusTquy L
spaepueys (vep) UlT (I3Hd) qEgds  SMIMIL SO Uvik  INGWASASVAW @4AL ROLLVLUT
1949 ToneT NG NI4IVEL  INIO¥3d 014dViL
9STON ud1sa(g 35TION

9/9 'd4°S pue % 'S'N NOILOISYHAINI ONILISIXY

0002 0861 9461 STIATT HESION (ELOEr0dEd gNV LNAIGWY T Z19VL




(3usweaoxdul ON

0L vaA 9¢ oY 7 (1av) 80¢ ‘71 0002 peaseloag 01

0L 6L o€ 1% v (LAY)YOT'ST  000% ~ peavafoag 01
. .. (auawsaoxdul ON)

0L Y7L 9¢ oY Vi (Iav)go¢‘z 086T peavefoag 01

0L LL o€ A % (1av)028°6 0861 poaosfloag 01
SUOTITPUC) OTIILIL

0L 7L 96 0% K (1av)80€‘zT  9L6T SupasTxg-pe3osfoig 01

0L €8 .96 0% 9T (HdA)9LS 9261 o

: AucmambomeH ON)

0L 6L 9¢ oY % (1av)000°‘¢¢ 0002 - pezoefoag 6

0L 08 9¢ oY 4 (1av) 7es ‘€€ 000Z paaoaloig 6
(3uswsaoczdul ON)

0L 6.1 9¢ oY V (zav)000°‘zeg 08671 paaoafoag 5

0L LL 9¢ A Y (1av)008°1¢ 08671 peaodaloag 6
SUCTITPUO) OTIIBIAL

0L 6L 9¢ oY % (rav)vzz‘og 9/61 Surasixg-poioaforg 6

oL 8 9¢ Y 9T  (HdA)6%Z°T 9261 JUSTqUY 6

spaepueds (vgp) Yi1 = (13H) qQdads SAONYL TRATOA MYIX INARTUNSVIA ddAL NOILVOUT
T9A9] ~ 18897 T Na DTIIVEI  INHD¥Ed DIJAVIL
9sToN udrsag 9STON

{38}

/9 '¥'S pue % SN NOIIDUSYHINI ONILSIXH

000¢C 0861 9/6T STIAET ASION CQILOELO¥d ANV INITHAWV

L

.
-

1 418VL




(auewansoxdwy ON)

0L 0L S6 0% Vi (1av)g8oe ‘1 0002 paajoofoad Al
0L €L 0L % v (1av)%0T1‘ST 0007 pe3oefoag 71
(auswasoadul ON)
0L 0L G6 0% Vi (1av)80¢€ ‘eI 0861 peaoafoag 21
0L 1L 0L Y Vi (1av)0z8°‘6 0861 pezoaloag Al
SUOTATPUOD OTIITIL
0L 0L G6 0% Y (1av)80€ ‘¢l 9,67 Sur3asixg-pa3oefoid Z1
0L LL G6 0% 6 (HdA) 9LS 96T JusTquy A
- (3usweaoxdu] ON)
0L €L <9 oY v (I1av)80e’cl 0002 peoaooloxg 11T
0L 9L 0¢ 187 Vi (Lav) #01°ST 0002 pe3osloag T o
. . : - . g}
_ (3uswanoxdul ON) =
oL €L $9 0% p  (1QV)80§‘TT 0861 pojosfona — 1T
0L €L 0§ A s (1av)0z8 ‘6 0861 peaoafoad 1T
SUOTITPUO) 2TFIBIL
0L €L 69 0% Vi (1av)80€‘zI 9/6T Surasixg-peicaload 1T
0L 08 <9 oY %7 (HdA) 699 9L61 JURTqUY 11
Spaepueas  (vap) U1 (1) aaads SMONNL TWNTOA UVIA INANTGNSVIR AdAL NOILVOOT :
JELEN! TonoT Na OIAAVEL  INFDYEd 0IJAVIL
9sTON U3Ts3a(Q 9STON
9/9 "4'S pue 1% 'S'[l NOIIDESYILINI ONILSIXY

00070861 9461 STIATT ASION QHIOIL0¥d ANV INAIEWV

T 3TdVL




Air Pollution

In determining the effect of the proposed projects
on air quality, the Departhent of‘Transportation used
the CALAIR Line Source Model, which is based upon the
California Line Source Modél. The Florida Department
of Transportation's version, the CALAIR Line Source
Model, uses emissions factors specified to Florida,
which are provided by the Environmental Protection.
Agency. The CALAIR model was uéed to predict the
current (1974) and future (1980; 2000) highway carbpn
monoxide (CO) concentrations.. Dué to the configuratioﬁ
of the proposed projects thirteen receptor locations
were used, as described and depicted on the following.

pages.
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Ambient and Future

Receptor Location for Air

Location 1: Near the vicinity of the intersection

of 36th Avenue South and US 41 at distances of appfoxi-

~mately 100 and 200 feet from the ceﬁter of the near

lane of US 41.

Location 2: Approximately 400 feet south of the

S.C.L.R.R. crossing on US.41 at distances of 100 and

200 feet from the center of the near lane of US 41.

Location 3: Approximately 100 feet north of the

' S.C.L.R.R. crossing on US 41 at distances of 100 and

200 feet from the center of the near lane of US 41.

Location 4: 'Near the intersection of 31st Avenue

South and US 41 at distances of approximately 100 and

200 feet from the center of the near lane of US 41.

Location 5: 1In the southeast quadrant of the

intersection of State Road 676 and US 41 at distances
of 100 and 200 feet from the denter of the near lane
of US 41.

Location 6: In the southwest quadrant of the

intersection of State Road 676 and US 41 at distances
of 100 and 200 feet from the center of the near lane
of State Road 676,

Locatiod 7: In the northwest quadrant of the

intersectiongof State_Road‘676 and US 41 at distances
of 100 and 2@0 feet from the center of the near lane
of US 41. E
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Location 8: 1In the northeast quadrant of the
intersection of State Road 676 and US 41 at distances
of 100 and 200 feet from the center of the near lane

of State Road 678.

Location 9: Near the intersection of 23rd Avenue

South and US 41 at distances of 100 and 200 feet from

the center of the near lane of US 41.

Location 10: Approximately 400 feet west of the
intersection of Stat¢ R§ad 676 and Sagasta Stree£ at
distances of 100 and 150 feet from the center of the
near lane of State Road 676. |

Location 11: Near the intersection of State Road

676 and 47th Street Squth at distances of approximately
100 and 150 feet from the center of the near lane of

State Road 676.

Location 12: Across from the intersection of

State Road 676 and 45th Street South at distances of
approximately 100 and 150 feet from the center of the

‘near lane of State Road 676.

Location 13: Approximately 1400 feet west of
the intersection of State.Road 676 and 45th Street
South, near the Fleet trucking terminal, at distances
of 100 and 150 feet from the center of the near lane

of State Road 676.
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The levels were projected in microgfams per cubic meter
(ug;m3) at receptor distance increments of 25 feet from ‘the
prgposed improvement at a height of five (5) feet.

Those meteorological aﬁd fraffic paramefers most coﬁ@ucive
to maximum air pollution during daylight hours were used to
make these projections. The prbjected concentrations were
found to be well within the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards as established by the Environmental Protection Agency

and it is expected that this project should be in accordance with

the State Air Implementation Plan. This Department has requested

and received from the Florida Department of Environmental
Regulation, a. letter verifying that these projects are consistent
with the State Air Implementation Plan. This letter of consistency

dated February 18, 1976, is,attaghéd. (Appendix A-25). A

formal Complex Source Air Permit will be applied for by the
Florida Department of Transportation prior to the commencement
of construction. Data for the'present and projected CO levels
are.contained Tables 3 and 4.

fSlight increases in the particulate and gaseous pollutaht
levels may occur during the construction‘phase of this project.

These increases will be minimized by adhering to the Florida

Department of Transportation Standard Specifications for Road

and Bridge Construction, Section 102, concerning dust control

measures and strict accordance with Chapter 17-5

of the Florida Administrative Code's Policy on open burninge.

(
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8) Water Pollution

- Several waterways are located within the general
area of the proposed projéct which could conceivably
be adversely #ffected by the proposed highway improve-
ments. McKay Bay is located to the weét of the study
area. Hillsborough Bay is. located southwest of the
project area. Delaney Creek is crossed by US 41
at a point approximately .5 miles south of the inter-
section of SR 45 (US 41) and SR 676. In addition to
these naturally occurring watérways, several drainage
ditches of substantial size are located within the
area. McKay Bay is currently classified as Class IV
waters - agricultural and industrial water supply.
Hillsborough Bay is classified as Class III waters -
recreation - propagation and'management of fish and
wildlife. Such classifications have been established
by the "Rules of the Florida Department of Pollution
Control, Chapter 17-3, Pollution of Waters" and
assigned to these respective areas in the "Florida
Coastal Zone Management Atlas" as prepared by the
Coastal Coordinating Council. ’Contrary'to these

classifications, parts of Hiilsborough Bay classified
}as Class III contain fewer.species of organisms and
more pollutants than Mckay Bay (Class 1IV). Mangrovgg

and tidal marsh vegetatibn is abundant along the eastern

shore of both bays as well as the lower reaches of

Delaney Creek. This creek drains generally to the west,

r52)
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towards Hillsborough Bay,-for a distance of
approximately 1.5 miles from the point where it
is ‘' crossed by State Road 45 (US 41).

No construction operations, which might
adversely effect the water bodies, will be necessary
to complete the proposed projects.

The soils of this flood prone area are for the
most part poorly drained, necessitating artificiél
means of drainage to avoid updue social and economic
disruption. Surface waters will be collected in the
concrete gutters Which will line the outer edge of
the proposed highway. These gutters will convey the
surface water to inlets Whiéhlwill be located at .
low points along the highway. These inlets are, in
turn, to be connected to the storm sewer system which
will transfer the waters to the various outfalls
discharging into McKay and Hillsborough Bays.

Due to the presence of commercial and industrial
activities which, by their nature, discharge corrosive
substances into the adjacent drainage ditches
(battery plants, auto salvage plants), some damage
to the biotic life associated with these ditches is
likely to have occurred in the past. A recent visual
inspection of tihese ditches showed evidence of limited
vegetative and animal life. However, Delaney Creek,
into which several of these ditches drain, showed

signs of substantial biotic life. Such a recovery

~
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would seem to indicate a relatively rapid assimilative
capability of this aquatic environment. This may,

in part, be a result of the tidal influence of the
adjacent bays and the filtering action of natural
vegetation.

It is anticipated that there should be no signifi-
cantly adverse, long-term effects on the water quality
of the surrounding aquatic environment. However: to
avoid any possible future water pollution problems
such as turbidity and sedimentation during and/or
subsequent to road construction, Section 104,
"Pfevention, Control and Abafement of Erosion and

Water Pollution', of the Florida Department of

Transportation Standard Specifications for Road and

Bridge Construction, Edition 1973, will be strictly

adhered to.

Although artesian and Water table springs are
located within the area, it is anticipated that no
detrimental effects will come about to these or the

entire groundwater system in general.

9) Aesthetic and Other Values

The adjacent areas to the proposed improvements
have been developed extensively with only small areas
remaining in the natural state. The proposed improve-
ment will eliminate the open roadside ditches which
now exist along State Réad 676. These existing
ditches are over grown with weeds and trash is scgttered

along the bettoms.




The»proposed facility will be suitably dressed resulting

in an aesthetically pleasing, well designed, modern highway.

Multiple use of space was considered, but determined to be

posed improvements.

not feasible due to the design of the pro

L3




V.

“

Comments and Coordination’

' The State Planning.and‘Development Clearinghouse
letter, contained within, consfitutes a part of the
Bureau ofvplanning, Départment of Administration's
certification that the prdposed project is in accordance
with State plans, projects, programs and objectives.

ﬁThe Department of Transpoftatidn was notified of 'the
approval of this projedt'by the State Planning and
Development Clearinghousé-in'correspondence.dated
April 17, 1974. Those governmental agencies which
resbonded to the Department of Adm;nistration's
nbtification of the proposed project are as folldys:
Florida Department of Stafe —~ Division of
Archives, History, and Records Management
Tampa Bay Regional Plénning Council
Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission
Florida Department of Environméntal Regulation

Department of Community Affairs

The proposed improvements are expected to have no
major adverse effects upon -the human or natural environ-
ment of the area. H@reih follow tbe comments frqﬁ the
various responding agencies and the responses to these
conments from this erartment, as;well as the comments

received during the public involvément meeting of .~

April 25, 1974.

|
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1. The Florida bepértmént of State - Division of
Archives, Historf and Records Managemeﬁt have reviewed and
surveyed‘the project sites, and "have no adverse comments”
concerning the proposed improvements and that no archaeological,
historical or National Register prbpertieé would be impacted
upon (See Letter Appendix A-18).

2. The Tampa Bay Regionai Pléﬁning Council has indicated
that the proposed improvements “"for the upgrading of U.S. 41 -
is in keeping with the'locélnand regibnal goals and objectives
for transportation developmcnt"; and is in compliance with
meﬁropolitan clearinghouse review Tequirements.

3. The Florida Game and Ffash Water Commission stated
that they have ''no objections. to the proposed alignment of
the project”. Their comment did point out, however, that all
wetlands should be avoided whenever possible; turbidity levels
should be held to the lowest possible.1evels;_selectiveiclearing
and grubbing be utilized; roadway runoff not discharged
directly into water courses and that grassed swalelike
ditches be used.

In regard to the preceeding.comments, there are no plans
associated with this proposed improvement t; cross any wet-
lands area. Strict Concurrancé with Section 104, "Prevention
Control and Abatement of Erosion and Water Pollution", of the

Florida Department of Transportation Standard Specifications for

Road and Bridge Construqtion, Edition of 1973, will insure that

o
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méasures will be taken to control ény possible
envirénmentally detrimentaleccuf}ences such as erosion
and the subsequent degradation 6f water quality.
With the surrounding iands being mainly industrial or
commercial, very little removal of vegetation Wili be
required. However, where 2ppli¢ab1e, selective
cléaring and grubbing will be utilized.

Due to the constraints of the location of the

proposed improvement, a filtration system such as

swale-like ditches, would be impractical.

A1l standards set by the Departmént of Environmental Regu-

1ation concerning storm waterlrunoffs will be adhered
to, and where these standards are exceeded, filtpation
systems will be considered. = The system that will best
meet the situation will be determined during the design
phase. As a result of the area being mainly developed
and‘with the existing storm water s&stem, much of the

ruhoff from the general area of concern would ultimately

~enter the Hillsborough Bay_regardless of the proposed

roadway improvements.

4. The Florida}Depantment of Environmental Regulation

reviewed the proposed improvement and referenced

!

"no objections to thé project, provided adequate

{
|

measures are taken during construction to control

storm water runoff". (The adequate measures to be taken

by the Departiment are ‘hown under the Water Pollution

section of this report.\

ez




5. The Department of Community Affairs stated
: € that the project looks "ok" to them. They stated
) that they may want to reserve comment until further
information is available.
"
Sl
5
i
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Community Involvement

At the outset, it was reallzed that the proposed
project would require 2 significant amount of right- of—way
acquisition and could cause alteration to the human environ-

ment. Therefore, in accordance with procedures established

in Florida's Action Plan the impact level category was
identified as significant. |

It was decided by the District One Pianning staff,'that
a public 1nformat10na1 meetlng should be held in order to
inform the public that improvements to 22nd Street Causeway

were being contemplated, and to present alternative concepts.

Additionally, it was felt that it was essential that public

views and comments be received early in the project's

development. On April 25, 1974, a public informational

meeting was held at 7:30 p.m., in the Holiday Inn East on —
North 50th Street (US 41) in Tampa. This was the only
suitable meeting site near the locaticn of the project.
’ The Department's presentation at the meeting included
an explanation of the intent of the meeting, followed by a
detailed presentation of all alternates developed. Graphics
were utilized to the fullest practical extent. Individual
maps were displayed depicting the design features of each
alternate developed by the Department. hotographic slidee
were also used during the presentation.

Letters of notification of the meeting were sent to all

persons owning property adjacent to the project. Additionally,

notification was made to wll elected and many appointed publiie

(00) |



officials of Hillsborough County including the City of Tampa.
Approximately seventy-five (75) people attended the meeting;

Comments received at the meeting were not too diverse.
Thé concensus seemed to be that the need for the improvement
was evident, and as one man said, "why don't yoﬁ go ahead and
build it?". Most comments centered on the problem of trains
blocking the railroad crossing and other railroad associated
problems. There was no oppositién to the project expressed
at the meeting. There seemed to be a feeling that the
improvement is and has been needed for quite some time, and that
there was confidence in thé Department's ability to select the
best alternate. |

An abbreviated verSion of the public meeting presentation
'was made to the Technical Coordinating Committee of the Tampa

Urban Area Transportation Study.
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VI. Basis for a Negative Declaration

L

The regional and community'growth is anticipated to continue
regardless of the proposed highway improvement.

The general ecology of the area’has been altered by previous
acitivity. We do not anticipate that conservation efforts
will!be adversely affected by this improvement.

No 4(f) lands will be affected by this improvement. No
archaeological, historical or National Register prdperties are
recorded near the proposed improvements. )

Public utility companies will be given the opportunity to
rélocate, renovate and/or increase their capabilities during
constructlon of this project.

The proposed 1mprovement w111 not dlsruptthe established

community or distupt orderly planned development with it being’
located along an established alignment. ' ' gy
Based on information received, the probability of all

displacees, both owners and tenants, obtaining decent, safe,

and sanitary replacement housing appeared to be satisfactory.

The projected noise levels for 1974 were found £o exceed _ﬂj
the Federal Highway Administration's standards. But this is
not considered a "significant detrimental" noise impact when
compared to the no road élterhate.

The projected carbon monoxide concentrations were found

to be well within the National Ambient Air Quality Standards as
established by the Environmental Protection Agency.
It is anticipated that there should be no significantly

adverse, long-term effects on the water quality.

(6 2 ) o
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The comments received from‘other responsible agencies
do not indicate any adverse imp#cts on the environment.

There was no opposition.to the proposed improvement
expreséed by the general public at the informational meeting.

The above information is fhe:basis.on which this

negative declaration was prepared.

|
|
!
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Summary and Disposition of the Public Hearing Comments

At the publicvhearing held December 18, 1975, in the
Hilléborough County Courthouse,bfive tS) opinions,
comments and statements weré entered into the public
’rgcord, None of these comments were opposed to the

recommended alternates.

A resolution was received from the Tampa Urban Area
Transportation Study of the Citizen's Advisory Committee,
recommending that the project be constructed as soon as

pbssible.

Except for one inquiry'on,zoning, which required further
action, all other questions and comments were adequately

answered during the public hearing.

The one question concerning zoning was resolved by letter,
dated January 6,‘1976. In this letter, Mr. John Burdin,
District Planning Engineer, informed Mrs. Dorothy E. Meyer
(the lady who asked the question) that Mrs. Hagin, Zoning
Coordinator for Hillsborougﬁ County, would be happy to

assist in any way possible.
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Recommendation

X

In analysizing the various alternates considered by this

envirqnmental document, the Department set-major goals on
which each alternate was evaluated. The major goals were
as follows: | |

1) To provide a transp&rtatidn facility which will safely

and adequately serve the projected traffic needs. .

STATE ROAD 676 Alternates
A1l four alternates presented for State Road 676 met this goal.

STATE ROAD 45 Alternates

Of:the three alternates prgsentéd for State Road 45, the
Tight-Diémond Interchange, éxisting Alignment Alternate came
the closest to:meeting this goal.'

2) To provide for adequate and safe accéss to adjacent private
properties, such access to be provided with minimum iﬁflﬁence

on through traffic.

STATE ROAD 676 Alternates

The four alternates considered for State Road 676 would all
provide this access, but the Center Altérnate Urban Construction,
by utilizing a urban type typical would remove the hazard of
roadside ditches providedéwith {he other three alternates.

STATE ROAD 45 Alternates

The Regular-Diamond Intercbange would disTupt access to the

adjacent properties. The &thervtwo alternates considered for
State Road 45 will provide|safe access with minimum influence
on through traffic. The Tight-Diamond Interchange Alternate -
prbvidos optimum frontage road arrangecient for maximum access

and circulation.

-




3) To keep additional right-of-way requirements to an
absolute minimum

STATE ROAD. 676 Alternates

The Center Alternate Urban Construction can be constructed
virtuail} within the existing right-of-way. This represents
a savings of from $310,000 to $4§3,400 in right-of;way cost
when compared to the remaining three alternates for State
Road 676. o
STATE ROAD 45 Alternates

In comparlng the three dlternates for State Road 45, the
"Tight- Dlamond Interchange Qff-set 132 feet" proved to be .
the 1east expensive} $44,625 less than the "Tight-Diamond
Interchance The "Regular Diamond Iﬁterchange" was $817,125
more than the Tight-Diamond Interchance Off-set 132°'. |

4) To minimize effects of. proposed improvements on the human
and natural environment.

STATE ROAD 676 Alternates

The alternate for State Road 676 that best met this goal is the

Center Alternate Urban Construction, by being constructed
within the existing right-of-way, no displacees are incurred.

STATE ROAD 45 Alternates

In comparing the displacees for the three alternates for State
Road 45, the Tight-Diamond Interchange, Existing Alignment
displaced the ieést, with the Tight-Diamond Interchange Off-
set 132 feet second. The Regular Diamond:Interchange by.
virture of its construction displaced almost twice as many as

the other two alternatces.
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o Further evaluation on State Road 45 was done on the possibility

of ﬁuture’development 6F a grade separation over the SCLRR

track to the east of the proposed-interchange by State Road

676. The only alternate that would allow for this future

development and grade separation without undue alteration

to the interchange was the Tight-Diemond Interchange,

Existing Alignment.

In summarizing, the Florida Department of Transportatlon

‘recommends that the alternates described in this report as

the ‘"Center Altcrnate Urban Construction" for State Road 676
and the "Tight- Diamond Interchange Existing Allgnment" for

U.S. 41 (State Road 45) be constructed in compliance with

8 . the concepts and guidelines presented by this document. Further,

jt is requested that the Federal -Highway Adm1nlserat10n adopt .

|
i
‘.9

this negative declaration, and grant location and design

approval in order that the State may begin pleparatloﬂ of

detailed construction plans.

§ | )
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v X ] ’g'-u? 4, 4 ‘{‘ oy "'gt 3 -,i-u-? '?'f'c.bi—q's’-; &
93T v I 141 eyt T ity ;
St SRR S AP A e pentl
y . ;
b - . - » .
| Division of Stare Planmng
- o Reubin O'D. Askew
560 Apalechice Patkway - IBM Building COVERNOA

. TALLATIASSEE
32304
(504) 488-2371

April 17, 1974

L. K. Ireland, Jr.
SECRETARY OF AJAINISTRATION

Mr. ¥. H. Lofroos, Chief

Division of Planning ana
Programiing

Department of Transporiation

Burns Buiiding

Taliahassee, Florida 32304

Re: Department of Transportation - Division of Road Operations: Contruction
on SR 45 (US 41), Hillsborough County. State Job No. 10060-1530 and
10250-1510. SAI: 74-0735 a and b.

Dear Mr. Lofroos: | ' -

Functioning as the state planning and development clearinghouse as
contempiated 10 U. >. Uftice ot Management ang wsuaget Circular A-95 ana
Florida Statutes, we have reviewed your notification of intent to apply
for federal assistance in the amount of $3,261,500 to the above project.

~ The project is in accord with state plans, projects, prograus, and
objectives. - The Secretary of Administration approves your submission of
the completed formal application to the appropriate federal agency, With
the comment that attention be given to the commepts in the enclosed
letters. ,

Please append a copy of this Jetter to your application. This will
reflect our ‘compliance with Florida law requiring approval of applications
for federal assistance; assure the federal agency of our compliance with
the guidelines of U. S. Office of lanagement and Budget Circular A-95; and
enable the federal agency, in preparing the Notification of Grant-In-Aid
Action in accordance with U. S. Treasury Circular 1032, to show the above
SAl Project number as the State Application Identifier in Item 1 of the
SF 240. ’ )

Sincerely, 7 -

i E. E. Maroney//
) Chief .
Burcau of lIntergovernmenial Relations
Enclosures. E ) :
EEN/T/KE” : A
ce—Hr. C. ¥. tonts de Oca ; A-16
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| STATE OF FiCRIDA

s . ’ b ,
P i . . . gt 1ie 9 T "3 i ..
I Ligpartinent of 2tate
: =l . Tl AT h
TAMAALSEE 32304 -
RICHASD (DJCKLSTOcNC ) : - ‘ ROBERT WILLIAMS, DIRCCTOR
SECRETARY OF TAT . ) DIVISION OF ARCHIVES, HISTORY, AND

RECORDS MANAGCEMENT

(904} 488-1480

April 5, 1974

Mr. E. E. Maroney, Chief

Bureau of Intergovernmental Relations

Division of Statc Planning - )
660 Apalachee Parkway i

Tallahassce, Florida 32304

Re: SAI £74-0735, DOT Projecct Nos.
U-011-2(57) & M-6135(1)
Job.Nos. 10060-1530 § 10250-1510,
Hillsborough County : y

Dear Mr. Maroney:

We have reviewed the above project for possible impact
upon cultural resources and have no adverse comments. No
archaeological, historical or National Register properties
are recorded, however, since the project area has never been
subjected to an intensive field survey, sjites.may exist of
which we have no knowledge. 1f such evidence is uncoverecd
during land clearing Or construction operations, Wwe request
that this office be notified immediately.

-

The opportunity to comment is appreciated.

Sincerciy,

Q%::i) Y/
' L

T . Hfcss Mofggll
: State ArcHaeologist and
) . _Chief, Bureau of Historic
‘ Sites and Properties

LRM:MIT




STATE OF FLCORIDA

Bepartwent of Htate

THE CAPITOL
TALLAHASSEE 32304

DIVISION OF ARCHIVES. HISTORY, AND

SECAETARY OF STATE
H . RECORDS MANAGEMENT

January 12, 1976 ROBERT-WILLIAMS, DIRECTOR

{904) 488-1480

IN REPLY REFER TO:.

W. N. Lofroos, P. E., Chief

Bureau of Planning

Florida Department of Transportation
Burns Building

605 Suwannce Street

Tallahassec, Florida 32304

Re: B, I. # 113276 and 113218, S..R; 676 from south approach of
22nd St. Causeway Bridge to S. R. 45, grade separation at
SCLRR, Hillsborough County. SAI 74-0735. -

Dear Mr. Lofroos:

We have reviewed and surveyed the above referenced project
for possible impact on archacological, architectural, historical,
National Register or National Register eligible sites. No
sites of national, State, or local importance were encountered
during ficld survey. Therefore this project will have mno
impact on National Register or National Register eligible sites.

The opportunity to comment is appreciated. .
. ~
Sincerely ; ~
e - ’ ’ , 7
— /, o /- \ /_:7/ S / ///,
Ry G ity .
A ¥ gl e Y

ey (L' : "";:'; .
“Robert Yialilams
State Historic Preservation Officer

RW/Wdb

A-18
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February 26, 1974

Mr. W. N. Lofroos, P.E.

Chief, Bureau of Planning ~
Florida pepartment of Transportation
€05 Suwvannee street

Tallahaseee, Florida 32304

gubjectt TBRPC Clearinghouse Review NoO. 16474 - State Project No.
10060~1530; 10259—1510,"Hillsboxough County

Dear Mr. Lofroost

pursuant to the provisions of the Office of Management and Budget
Ccircular A-95 (revised) . the staff of the Tampa Bay Regional Plan-
ning Council has roviewed the above mentioned‘project. The review
indicates the proposal for the upgrading of U.S. 41 is in keeping
with the local and xegional goals azd objectives for trangportation
devel.opnent.

A copy of this letter ghould be appended to the application to in-
dicate compliance with metropolitan clearinghouse review requirements.

SincerelY.

geott D. Wilson
roting Director

spu/imE

co: State planning and pevelopnent Clmaringﬁouse
Mr. Co We Konts De OC&. P.Ee. ;

PLATHING

PR IR & - g
FED 281074

A-1y
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FLORIDA GAME AND FrREsH WATER Fisn Connig

OR. Q. E. FRYE, JR.,, Director *
H, E. WAL LACE, Assistant Duector

FARRIS BRYANT BUILDING
€20 South Meridian Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32304

-

April 8, 1974

Yr. L. E. Yarcney, Chief : .
Tureau of Intergovernmental Relations ' '
Penartnent of Administration

66N Apalachee Parhway

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

. - Re: SAL 74-C735, Hillsborough County

A

Dear Mr. liaroney: , -

Our Environmental Protection Section has reviewed the referenced "Advance
Rotification" submitred by the Denartment of Transportation. Bascd:on the
Advance Notification, this agency has uno objections to the proposed alignrment
of the nroject. Llovever, we suppest that the feolloving guidelines be imple-
mented during the planning, designing, and ceonstructicn of the proposed ivadway.

1. All vetlands areas should be aveided whenever possible. If the crossing
of or the infringement uron definable watercourses (permanent streams, rivers,
lakes, ponds, etc.) is unavoidable, the maxinum feasible extent of their fleood-
plains should be bridred in order to minimize the amount of biologically pro-
ductive floodnlain that would otherwise be irretrievably lost if the same areas
were filled. Ve believe that, as a winimum, bridging should include the extent
of the floodplain inundated by the average anrual flood.

2. Strict turbidity control procedures and devices, includiny the use of a
turbidity diaper where applicable, should bte used vhenever the crossing of
definable watercourses is unavoidable. The turbidity level should ke held to
tot only below the 50 Jackson Units standard set by the Devartment of Pollution
Contxol but to the lowvest pessible level in order to ninimize the short temm -
adverse effects on the associated aquatic ecosysten.

3. Vherever possible, selectjve clearing and grubbing should be utilized

-during the clearing of the project's right-of-way.

4. 1f the roadvay runoff from this project is anticirated to be discharped

aew

3%t

SSi0N
e = e e - _ e
0CH, 3., Chsipman . JAMES B, WINDHAM. CWILLTAM M, BLAKE - 0. L. PLACOCY, 4R, MO R Ol
izt 7 Jacksanvitle Tampa . Fl. Plerce Eis0iat0 s

into the nearby watercourses. the runoff should not be allowed to discharpge dircetly

into the watercourses since biologically undesiratle and potentially toxic ele-

wents are frecuent components of such stormwater drainaze.—These vITRCHCS  can

alter the ecological processes neceded to sustain a dedridbl¥ Giversity of 3
4 L - N _
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str, E. E. llaroney
Pape 2 ' .

aguatic life and frenuently'accelernfc the qutronhir,tion processes in the
receiving waters. The final desizn of this nroject shouid incorporate scric
tvpe of “runoff filrration sysicen (o.o. olioving shect flow, constructing de-
tention ponds OT sedirent LYANS, etc.)'in order to insure that the roadway
runof £ will rot he discharped directlv into the neardy watercourses.

5. In lieu of concrote~lined or steen sloped roalside drainane ditches,
relatively troad grassad cwale-like ditches should be usnd unless the physical
constraints of the project’ﬂ locale nrohibits thejr rracticality. Ia addition
to tire runoff filgration system recermended above, swale-like drainage ditches
w111 also aid in filtering biolopically Jdcletericus clerments from the roadway

runcff-.

. Thank you for the oprertunity afforded the Flerica Gane and Fresh Vater

. Tish Commission to comment on this vrojeci during its earlv stage of develcn—

ment. 1f we can be of any further assistance, please do not hesitate to '
contact USe.

) . ' ‘ -+ gincerely,
A 7
‘ﬁiéffjc/Q{ZC

1. B, Yallace
Assistant Director

HEU/Cil/xs

eA-21




S STATE OF FLORIDA
ST L TMENT OF POLLUTION CONTROL
2562 EXECUTIVE CENTER CIRCLE, EAST

PETER P. BALJET March 19' 1974 . DAVX:?,.:;::EWN

CUTIVE DIRCCTOR

- . -

Re: SAI: 74-0735 |
Advance Notificatiecn
‘DOT Road Projects
Hillsborough County

A}

Mr. E. E. Maroney

Bureau of Intergovernmental Relations

Division of State Planning : ‘
Department of Admiristration ’
£ 660 Apalachee Parkway :

Tallanassee, Florida 32304

a

Dear Mr. Maroney:

The Department of Pollution Control has reviewed the above
referenced "Edvance Notification®", Five Year WoxX Progran,
relating to SR 45 (US4l) in Hillsborough County and has no
obhiections to the project provided adequate measures are

taken during construction to control storm water runoff.

Sincerely,

S 8. b o

- v . Tim S. Stuart A
Chief ’ ‘ :
Bureau of Environmental Programs
T8S:s511
. [omision or =TT
o T TN,
BL‘.’:___ P
Intergovernaye
b3
Af
) MAR 20 1974
1SN of 5}
J SAI ND), :
- — * e,
- N e e
- | .
|
- CA-22 :
Q JOHN R. MIDDLEMAS GEORGE RUPPEL ALICE C. WAINWRIGHT W, D FREDLRICK, JR.
- § HOARD MEMBER BOARD MEMBER BOARD MEMBER BOAKD MENMBLR
Tris Is 1007 RerovcLio Pavea,
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e, fo0 wat?

S ")} | DEPARTMENT OF COMMURITY AFFAIRS

- ’ . N e P i 'an.m RBPs r Fs

wh

| STATE OF FLORIDA

o e o

o st

2N 0D ASKE‘H.GO‘;'EHNOR EDWARD J. TROMBETTA, SEORLTARY
Wﬁi*ﬂ TECHNICAL LSSISTANCE TAAINING A::E)-FFROFECSlONI«L CEVELOMMENT ’
RIGRANT LASOR CoONOMIC OFPOF\TUN!TY WETERANS AFFALRS
PRIQR NO’;"IFICATIOET AE:TD REVIEY S‘[S_,E.', o ’
MEMNMOR A K DUM |
TO: L. K. Ireland, JTes gsecretary of AGministration
’ - ATTN: Eg paroney, Chief. Bureau of Intergovernmental nelations
FROM: Edwaré J. Trombetta, gecretary of Cornunity affairs
. BY: R. Charles Shepherdlfs-' ’ )
SUBJECT: Notification of fntent to Rpply for Federal runds -
DATE : ___March 14, 1974 . '
RE:  REF. NO. (DCA) __ spDC (SAI),_74~0735

- e e e O"

Title: DOT = Hillsborough County

. o
r——

Applicant: Florida pepartment of Transportation

PUROV  ad

-o-m-.--—-—--.ﬁ.-—.-—-.-c-ﬂ-—'——-—.-.-—--.—.-.-—--.—-—

- The project jdentified above has been-reviewed in accordance
with 0.M.B. Circular 5-65. Action recomaended:

(i phe project 1is congigtent with the goals and objectives of the

Department of Community affairs.. ravorable action reconmended.

[gl substantive comments have been received and are summarized in

the a

rtacned.

|

[:] . confexence with applicant jgs reguestpd.

{:j The proiect is not consistent with the geals and objectives
of the prvartment of Community Affaire. Approval is not

reedin

pendged Lo TR Fa T 5 gescy ibed 3n the attached.

<+ enmznt(S) o
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State cf Florida

Department of Community Affalrs

DIVISION OF TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE -

Reubin Q'D. Askew, Governor Edward J. Trombetta, Secretary R. Chiaries Shenherd, Diis

PRIOR _NOTIFICATION ARD REVIEY SVSTEM

March 14, 1974

Uarry Schmertmann :
Chief, Bureau of _Logcal Assistance

R. Charles Shepherd | : .

Review of Application for Fedexal Funds

REF. NO: {(DCAh) . spbe (SAIY __74-0735

. Title: Hillsbourough County

L]

_ I)pplicant: Florida_Department of Transnortatiovn

“‘Reviewer's Name & Title_Jim Saves., CDS 11

EReviewer's Comments (Attach additional sheets if necessary) :

-
-

i This project looks OK to me. ‘There is no indication of whether
_ ,there will be any displacees or not. We may want to reserve comment
T antil further information is available. -

i . R B . Ax24

e

Respondiag to Florida's Housing and Conununity Developnent Needs

Lo JE SEEE Sauit

e bloe Proetar Piecle Fact TPl Fiorida 32307

IO i e SR AR L Tl Bt

P RY 27 SR LT

T

PRI S

4 reen

o gypor

o st Aiyar - AN ot
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= STATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION

SOUTHWEST DISTRICT
9721 EXECUTIVE CENTER DRIVE., NORTH, SUITE 200
RXXBEXELII0
ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 3gea2 33702

REUBIN O'D. ASKEW

GOVERNCR ’ Febru ary 1 8, 1976 : SECRETARY
' Hillsborough County AP

JOSEPH W. LANDERS, JR.

John W. Burdin, P.E.
District Planning Engineer
Post Office Box 1249
Bartow, Florida 33830

Attention: Larry Barfield

Re: Application for Letter of Consistency
State Job Nos. 10250-1510 and 10060-1530 ~ : i
Budget Item Nos. 113276 and 113218 *%

Dear Mr. Barfield:

The information submitted concerning the construction and/or ~h
modification of preposed four and six-lane highways on State ‘

Road 676 and State Road 45 in Tampa, Hillsborough County, in- : .
dicates these projects will not cause the viclation of ambient —
air quality standards and will be consistent with the Air Im-
plementation Plan.

A complex source construction approval will be required before
construction begins.

Sincerely,

William H. Brown, Engineer
Southwest District )
WHB/ smw

cc: Diana Sawaya, Hillsborough
County Environmental
Protection Commission

A-25 @E
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STATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTHMERT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION

2562 EXECUTIVE CENTER CIRCLE, EAST
MONTGOMERY BUILDING
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32301 .

| FUBIN O'D. ASKEW ' JOSEPH W. LANDERS, JR.-
GOVERNOR . SECRETARY

May 28, 1976

Mr. John W. Burdin, P.E. _

District Planning Engineer ' ' i
Florida Department of Transportation

P. O. Box 1249

Bartow, Florida 33830

ATTENTION: - Mr. Kenneth B. Allen

pDear Mr. Burdin:

; State Job Nos. 10250-1510 and 10060-1530;
S.R. 676, Hillsborough County; Chapter
74-371, Laws of Florida, Noise Abatement

The Noise Control Section has reviewed the Environmental Noise
o Assessment Report, along with additional information on the
) subject project, and offers the following for your consideration.

] Although ambient and predicted noise levels along the project are

- high, there does not appear to be any feasible method for utilization
of vegetative or wall type noise abatement methods. This is due
mainly to the need for access along. the roadway.

The Florida Department of Transportation should consult with local

1and use and zoning officials to advise them of the projected noise
levels and associated impacts in order that redeveloped areas along
\

the project could incorporate proper land use and setbacks. i

If I can be of anv further assistance, please do not hesitate to
contact me or my staff. .

\ —-Sincerely, ’ y

4
et
#
¥

' g YA
OB

/, esse 0. Borthwick
Adwinistrator
Noise Control Section

- . JoB/4irk
co: wobin Fletcher
A-26
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. 1 )| PRESENTATIOR BY:
2
JOHH W. BURPIN
3 Planning Eunginser
, . e Department of Transportation
’ . 4 ?. 0. Box 1245
. . s Bartow, Florida . 33830
i
DEPARTMERT OF TRANSPORTATIOH . ¢
Public Hearing T V ? o ’ . ,
-8
December 18, 1975 LRDEZ
]
7:00 p.m. . SPEAKER PACE
- 10 || John Burdin 3-9
SUBJECT: State Project Noo 10250-1510 1 || Fraok Black 9-22
snd . 12 || Andy Pandolfo 22-29
- s State Project Ro. 10060-1530 1 -
T- u
5 .
% R .
Hillsborough County Courthouse "
Thizd Floor v
Tampa, Florida .
L]
. °
19
- —
o
n
n
. origival B
Pages l-44
i . M
. N
. »
INDEPENDENT REPORTING ERERVICE - -
CERTULID MR THAND ALFURTERS -
. SUETY ML W@ MUPGAN FTREET
TAMYA, FLORIDA res .
o Nl : ‘ . " . 3
. ‘
g 1 them, we think, sre necessary for your information.
1 The following ptpceedin;l of the public hearing of o
R 2 Aad in order to, maybe just keep you alert end
2 liche State of Florida Department of Transportation, were : -
? 3 help you snderstand some of the things we &re
3 lheld on Decembex 18, 1375, beginning at 7:00 pom., &t s .
: é saying, we have prepared & slide presentation. Ve
4 llche Hillsborough County Courthouse, Third Fleor, Tanps, I3 »
H s hope that this helps you along 20d ve will do our
s{irlorida, before Kem Xirklspd, C.5.R., Notary Public, i ) ‘
¢ locace of Florids at Large E s best to try to have something oo that screen which
7 e ¢ 7 will relate to what ve are saying.
PINGES % ) 8 This hearing is being held {a &ccordance with
8 PROCEEDRLZES S : ’
- - T g 9 the Federal Aid Highway fAct, 23 USC 101 et 8€B.,
2 uR. BURDIN: Ladies and geptlemen, i think everyone b
ol is just sboui signed in. Good evening. My name 18 f 10 fncluding the 1368 Federal Bighwey Act, snd
* Cods, @
u lt Jono Burdin. I1'm the Planuing Engiveer with the First i 1 . Chapter 334,211, Floride Highway Code, and concernsy ’
|
- District of the Department of Transportation of the ; © che following Federsl Ald Frojects in Hilleborough :
state of Florida. ) - T B County. Federal Ald Project Ho. M-6135(1). #nd
B L |
gy duty this eveaing 1 golog to be reul Einple. , o thie is Scate Projest No. 10250-1510. This &s
u : d -
1'm respousible for conducting these proceedings % . state Kozd 676 (2218 Street Causevay) from che
13 the Deprriment of Trapsporiatlion todsy 3 .
Also represeating the DeP i % gouth spproach of the McKay pay Bridge east
¥ e Mr. Frank Biack, Bighway Engineer, apnd ¥r. Andy
& § w epproximately 1.1 miles to State Rusd 45 (US &1)3
74 pandolfo, District Administration o1 Relpsation Assistance, 'y
d Fed 1 .44 Ho. U-011-2 (57). This
w il acd they »i11 be participating ju these proceedinis. i 18 lt\. eders 3$d Preject Ho {57)
W I'm sorry that we don't have soweone from the Federsl ’ 9 is State Project Koo 10060-1530. tud this ir
Eighway Administration with us put they're pretty bosy i 2 State Koad 45 (US A1) from the 36cth Avenue South
n ‘e !
people and they weren't able to get bere this evenlzg. i 2 interscction norch approxima:ely 0.9 miles to
N R X :
1nis bearing is being beld in the Auditoriud, H - che 2318 Avenue South interssctico.
n < ; . in Tampa, Florida, ¥
R11lshorough Count¥ Courtbouse, 1B P 4 " As each of you pacsed the regictration desk,
2y 709 pome, becEcter veon, 1975, ¥e arc going to s
‘§ ! o ) L ep Wiy of ’. 94 you were offered three pamphlets produced by
[
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The two larger brochures titled "Your
Relocation™, and "Coming Your Way," will be discuss
later. The small pamphlet® contain & map showing
the location of the proposed projects and &n
article discussing the improvement aud the alternat
considered. The pamphlet also contains aun
article gitled. "The Federal-State Partnership in
Highvay;." We tecommend that you read this
ar:icle,;to it describes the coopefa:tnn between
the Florida Department of Trausportation and
the Federal Highway Administration.

The Florida Department of Transportation must
comply with the requirements of Section 102 (2) ()
of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1359,
This Federal legislation establishes & broad
pational policy to promote efforte to improve the
relationship between Han and his envirooment and
.provides that, to the fullest extent possible,

the policies, regulations, and public laws of the
United States shsll be interpreted and administered

in accordance with these policles end gosls.

Section 102 {2) (¢) of the Naticnal Environment

Policy Act 1is designed to insure that environnental
considerations are given careful attention and

appropriate weight in the decisions of the Federal

social, economic, and enviroomental effects of
the alternates consldered,

These projects are based upon the Tampz
Urban Area Transportation Study Plan,

The Tampa Urban Area Transportation Study
Trxa has been in progress for & number of years.
This study process is the result of the 1962 Feders
Highway Act aund s participated in by all levels
of Government, Federsl, State, end local, acd i
often referred to &8 the 3 "C" Planninvg Process,
that is to say comprehemsive, cooperative, and
continui&g. This weans the plan is not cast in
concrete, it is a cooperative effort between &1l
levels of government, and is & ceatinuing
proce5§ that keeps in step with changing times and
attitudes.,

The projected trafflc for 22nd Street
Causeway sud US 41, present & challenge for owmrx
highway engineers and point out &n obvinus
jnterface between two transportation modes, The
high v;lume movemeut of goods on the railroad
across US 41 just south.of the 22nd Street
Causeway intersection, poses & considerable
deterrent to the movement of people, goode, and

services on the highway.

poy

The projected high voluwd
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Government. In accordance vith the regulatioos £ox
complying with this law, we have, in cooperatiom
with the Federal Highway Administration, prepared
ga Environmental Statement in the 'form of a drafe
Negative Declaration of environmeatal impact.
The Federal Highway Administration Division
Administrator has approved this document for
public availabilicy.

Thus, the purpose of this hearing is twecfold,
first is the availability of the environmental
gtatement to the public as announced in our
notices for this hearing. The second purpose of
the hearing is to provide a procedure: aesigned
to give sll interested persons an cypcftunity to
become fully acquainted with highway proposals of
concern to them and to express their views at
those stages of a propos;l's development when the
flexibility to respond to these views still exfsts.

. This bearing is being held to insure that

an opportunity is afforded for effective participaty
by interested persons in the process of deternining
the need for and the location of a federal-aid
highway and provi&e: a public forum for these !
interested persons to express their vievs on the

pajor highway design features, dncluding the

ilon

' 8
of tuzngw:g‘éxé fotersecticn fromffbuth :ofzest
nndtTeturnvlndicoce fGe need for a grade ceparated
Movemeat $tom tag Wesi pox v rhe Seeth
design,

The Department of Transportation hae b;eu
concerned with this situaticn for & number of year
and actually started formal studies during October
"1973, and our preliminary finding toward a solutio
for this highway transportation problem were
presented et 2 bublic weeting held April the 24th,
1974, et the Holiday Ina cn US 41, just nporth of
Interstate 4. )

The purpose of this meetinpg wes to exchange
information ~- to inform the public of ;ur
preliminary findings &nd to secure thelr cosments
in order that our recommendatious would taka‘
into account the attitudes mand opinfons of the
local citizens. The principle input frem the
putlic consisted of one question; why have you
v;ited 5o long to get started? The answer, of
course, lies in the Departwent of Trenspurtation's
lack of ability to fund & particular project. Due
to the large mumber of transportation needs
compared to the limited availability of funds, we

ere making every effort to qualify these projects

for federzl fundings essistance.

One of the R
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requirements for federal sssistance 1s the public ! will recall, the department’s presentation at that
hearicg we are presently involved in, During our [ 2 time consisted of elght design alternates, five
April 25th public meeting, ve announced our . 3 for 22nd Street and three for US 41, At this
intention to prepare the draft aegative declaratiod 4 early meeting one of the design alternates for 22u9
of environmental impact and proceed to the formal s Street, which proposed .overpassing US 41 with 22nd
public hearing as soon as practical, Since that ¢ Street, was discussed by the department as
time, there have been a number of changes aad & - B 7 being unfeasible and vould not fuonction with the
p’irnufet’lcion of federal replebers and requirements . ] nfoum: of traffic projected on US 41. The
apd due to these changes and additions of ' slternate of overpassing US 41 with 22nd Street
requirements, ve have experienced & considerable 1 was drcpped from further considexation.
delay. However, as we have previously apnounced, ui From the information received, your main
the Federal Highway Administracion Divisico X . 2 concerns were: (1) ingress and egress from the
Administrator, has approvad the environmental C B shutting properties; (2) why the propesed
statement for public availability and we are - u improvement was not already comstructed; and
now ready to present our findings for this study. ’ L] general comments. The depsrtment has re-svaluated

The material we have on display aud the 3 . L the remaining seven design alternates and the
. w presentation tonight will cover these design
presentation you are seeing, has been prepared by
the Department of Transportation District Planning] B &lternates.
S.nif, and the englioeer in charge is Mr. Frank " *  The first set of slides will cover the
Black. Mr. Black will wow continue our 2 four design alternates for 22nd Street Causeway
presencacion with his parration of the project n Boulevard, The beginning of any alternate for
n 220d Street will be just east of the Seabreeze
study. Mr. Black, ‘
MR. BLACK: Thank you Mr. Burdin, ladies ‘B Restaurant, and the alternate will traverse
- 24 easterly to the intersection of US 41, and 22und
and gentlemen, as those of you who atteunded the C ,
fnformational meeting held om April 25th, 1974, - » Street Causeway Boulevard. .
N -
T i e e T T T T T T T T e s T oy

1 - ’ 12

The estimated traffic for 22nd Street N doing thatl
Causewvay Boulevard is based on hfistoricsl co 2 MR, BURDIN: E.xcuse we just & moment, Supposg
exaffic data. The 1973 Average Dally Iratfic . L ) 3 we finish our presentatiou and thenm we'll teke
was projected at 12,160 vehicles per dny. The . - 4 a x'zcels and ve'll be glad to explein it in &¢
1980 ADT was projected to be 19,400, And this s much detail ss possible,
is based on the present Etreet system. The 1980 & VOICE: Fine.
ADT, based on futvre street system, is 9,820 L 7 MR, BURDIN: These are the identical things
vehicles. Now when we say future street system, s chat we have in the hall.
these are representing the Palm River Expressway . M VOICE: TFine, okay.
to the morth and Iaterstate 175 to the east. ' ® MR, BLACK: The additional right-of-vay
The dfzsign speed for 22ud Street Causevay Boulevar " required for this alterpate is 60 feet and will be
vill be less than 50 miles per hour. . L3 to the north of the existing roadvay.

The first alternate to be presented is the - Ihe right-of-way cost for the altersate -
Northeru Alternare Rural Construction. The C .. ” is $315,750. The estimated cost for construction
existing roadvay would be overbuilc and re~surfece 15 and eagineering is $309,950. The coral estimated
for eastbound treffic. A new 24 foot roadway woul ' ) ) 1% cost will be §626,950. This particular clteruate
be coustructed 22 fest to the morth of the ¢ v will displace six individuals, three femilies, and
existing roadway end would carry westbound trsffic 15 nine n;xuinesses,

The Typical Sectionm for this alternnte 1s y . The mext alternste to bs preseated fs the
four lanes divided with & 22 foot raised median . ’ » Souchern Altermate Rural Constructioa. This
with open ditches as the drainege system. - cltecnate proposes overbullding and re-surfscing

VOICE: Excuse me, 6ir. Would you back those ) ' » the existing rondvay for westbound treffic. &
pictures up £o we csn understand them? You 2re .} » mew 24 foot roadway would then be comstructed
going too fast. Those pletures don't mean ; - \Vu 22 feet south of the existiug roedwny in ordex
Syt ‘toe a3 e a1 0 e s Tl oyt wind ' (: - A . I R TN
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for this alternate is basically the game as
described for the Northern Al:etnite with the
exception that the mew 24 foot roadway which 1s
located 22 feet to the south of the existing
roadway. The additiomal right-of-way required for
this alterpate is 60 feet and is located to the
south of the existing roadway. The righte-of-way
cost for this altermate 1is $310,900, The cost for
engineering and construction costs is $392,700.
The total estimated cost 1s $702,700, This
alternate will displace 19 individusls, 6 families
and 7 businesszes.

The third alternate to be presented i3 the

f

Center Alterunate Ruzal Construction, This

slternate is centered along, the existing line

4 e gt
¥

with new roadways in both directions, thereby caus og

a significant increase in construction cost,
The previous two alternates ware b;-:d ov the
consideration that one of the existing rosdvay
ditches could be dressed and utilized in the
proposed facility, bowever, undex this concept
{nvolving 2ll nev construction, an additiopal
22 feet of right—of;vay would be required for
the additional ditches.

The effects of & central 2lignument o0

»w b

L

"

"9

n

2

24

acquisition of sdditional right-of-way are

that ap additional 41 feet would be acquired from
each side, which would greltlj increase property
dauag;. court costs, right~of-way costs,.ind
relocation of people and businesses. The xight~
of-way cost for this alternate is $483,400, The
estimated construction and engineering cost is
$601,700, The displacees %5 this alternate are

25 individuals, 9 families aud 14 businesses.

For this alterunate the total cost would be

$1,085,100.,

The fourth slternate to be presented tonight
for 22nd Street is the Centex Alternate Urban

Construction. At this time, this is the pepartment’s

preferred alternste and Trepresents 2 najor
divergence from the three rural alterpates

previously described gince it advocates &

facility which can be vlttually,coastrucced within

the existing right~of-vay. This alternate

centered in the existing right-of-way and features

a«n enclosed drainage system. This drainage

systen i{pcludes gutters at the edge of the

travel way which collects and conveys surface

water to inlets, then to the underground storm

sewer system.

-,
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The physical dimensions acxoss the traveled usys

are identical to the rural alternates, but it is the
removel of the roadway ditches which allow this
alter;ate to fit within the existing 100 feet of
right-of-way width., Urban type of construction is
more expensive than rural type construction and

eny sltervate which incurred significant right-of~
way cost, right-of-way damages, ©OT displacements,
would prove economically imprudent. Therefore, -
we have considered the center &lternate to be the
only viable urban alternate.

The only right-of-way cost for this sltermate
4s the triangles required in the inters;ctian
returns; estimated &t $350. The conscruciion
and eunpineering cost is estipated et $709,500.

The total cost of thie alteruste is $709,850, Thid
slternate will have mo di;plncees.

The next set of glides will cover the three
design alternates for S &41. The begloning of
the alternate clong TS 41 will be mesr Delaney
Creek, and extend northerly through the intersec~
tiou of US &1 and 22ad Street Causewly Boulevard,
and end mear 23rd Avenue South.

The estimated twafliic for US &1 is tased

on historicsel traffic data. The 1973 Average

L

)
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paily Trafflc wvas projected to be 26,560 vehicles
per day. The 1980 Average Daily Traffic is 42,360,

low again, this 1s pased on the preseant street

system., The 1980 ADT on the future street

28
would be 25,320, with the year 2000 ADT ipcreasing
to 67,600, As 1 did on 22nd Street, the future

gtyeet systems are the Palm River Expressvway to

the morth and Intexstate 75 to the esct.

The desigu speed for Us 41 will be motre then

50 miles per hour.

All alternates for US 41 will provide

overpass &t the Seaboard Coastline rnilgotd
track crossing, loceted south of the intersectlon,

and six traffic lanes wvhich axe waxranted by

the design traffic volumes.

The £irst slternate to be presented is the
Regular pismond Intexchange. This altermate
includes the construction of a grede aepaxnt;g
overpass at the Sesboard Cosstline Railroad
crossiug énuskl. south of the intersection of
vs 41 and 22nd Street Causeway poulevard, snd

the construction of a regular di{amond interchange &t

the intersection. The eligament of this &
15 coincident with the existiog slignmeat

US 41, The discond interchange will requl

16

system

an

lteroate
[33

re the
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" Thle disruption will be brought about by traffie
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construction of two signalized intersections on
22ud Street ot the ramp terminals in order to
handle the tvruing movements of the intersectiom.
Operstionally, this concept should be considered
as oarginally adequate and a-definite need for
additlonal capacity 1s indlcated.

If this Diamond Interchange is consrructed an
the estimated traffic occurs as forecasted for 22m
Srreet Causeway Boulevard, we can expect disrupted

operation of the interchange by the year 1985,

back-up, stopping for train traffic at the track

crossing on State Road 676, east of the interchangé.

A grade separation will be required for this

track crossing at such time and ramp revisions

would become necessary in order to provide mecessayy

distance for proper vertical alignment,
The additions]l right-of-way required for
this alternate is 24 acres, The cost of this

additiopal right-of~way is $2,167,125, The

construction and engineorinmg cost for this alterncte

1s $4,620,000, The total estimated cost is
$6,787,125. The nusber of displacees for this
alternaze ere 78 individuals, 30 families, avnd

42 businesses.

to th;:T§97,if the reconstruction of 22nd Street

e

Varaniom it
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The next alternate is & Tight~Diamond
In:etch;nge on the Existing Alignment, This desig
offers significaunt imptcvemenix in capacity as wel
as right-of-way savings when compared with the
previously mentioned alternate. " In this design,
two dual left-turn movements can be provided with
a substantislly greater turning radius than can
normally be provided at an at~grade intersection
or with & regular diamoand configuration. Anotht;
very desireable featureof this alterpate is the
ability to allow U-turn traffic from the ramp
frontage roads, The ability to provide for U-turn
movement which allowus mccorigés teo rev;tsc their
direction of travel, is very important in congestes
urban areas with commercial development adjacent
to the ramp~froutage xonﬁs.

The Tight-Dlamond Iaterchange on the Existing
Aligoment is the only alternate which will allow
future construction of & grade separation over
the Seaboard Coastline Railroad crossing cast of
the interchange, without modificacion of the
eastern rawmps during the railroad overpass
constwuction, .

Use of this alternate would delay disruption

of the interchange by ég;‘nc-gtade railroad cressir

n

19

Causeway Boulevard has not been completed by that
tine, .

The additional right-of-way for this slternaty
1s 15 mcres. The cost is cstimated at $1,394,625

for this required right-of-way. The construction

and engineering cost fnr.thésnlternata is $6,050,000.-

The total estimated cost for this alternzte is
$7 ,444 ,625, Thie particular &ltexnate will
displace 32 individuals, 12 families and 14
bésinessel.

The third alternate to be presented for US
41 {8 the Tight-Diamond Interchange ufécat 132
feet to the east of the existing slignuent. The
features utilized in this slternate &xe similyr
to thosé utilized ip the preceeding altersate aud
jpelude the railroad grade separation and a tight-
41 .moud intercbapge at the 22nd Streec Cauvsewdy
Boulevard intersection. This alternate differs
from the preceeding alternate io that it ultilizes

an sligoment which is offszt to the east of the

existing alignment in order to evaluate the effectf

of eccquiring a1l of the right-of-way from the leasf.

develaped side.

pEfert L bipaeaenp de thot thas g et o viablde

The Department's evaluation of thi

n
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alternate for the following reasons.

The convecting points with the existing zligno-
ment were made at ground level for consideration
ofvsaiety. This had the effect of lemgthening the
construction limits by approximately one half
mile,. thus increasing the construction cost &nd
amount of right~of-vay required,

The alternate would rot allow é:é;i:;:;t
distance to overpass the Seaboard Coastline tracks
on 22uvd Street CAusew;y Boulevard, Significant
distance for an overpass could have been provided
by offsetting the aligumeut to the west rethax
than to the east, but since this would imcresee
the right-of-way costs and cince &n eventuel grade
separation at the railroad would still be required
vhen the four laui;g of 22ad Street Causewey
Boulevard becewes justified by the traffic demonds
it wvas not felt that guch an alternate would be
warranted,

The offset alijznment with it curved
connections results i{n &n indirect and less safe
alignment which is econonically unjustified aud
which will have operatiopal characteristics
vearly ldemtical with the aore prefereble centerx

- 3
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’ -1 Right=of-way acquisition should take place during )
alternate is 28 acres with the cost of xight-of-way
' . 2. the year prior to that.
being $1,350,000. The construction and engineering :
3 With improvements such &5 these, disruptiom T
3 cost of this alternate is $6,816,370, The total ] .t -
. - 4 and inconvenience are always a major concerm, o
estimated cost for this alternate is $8,166,370. o
s especially to those vho live slong the existing -
The number of displacees for this slternate is 45 o N
é facility. For those who are displaced, they fall ’,
13 individuals, 17 families and 20 busincsses. ) . i
7 im0 & category of either individuals, families, o
At this time, of the three design alternates e
- 3 businesses, farms or pom-profit organizaticns. ':
presented for US 41, the Tight-Diamond Interchange , 3
- Mr. A. R, Pandolfo is the District Administrador.
on the Existipg Alignment is the Department's -
10 of the Department’'s Belocation Assistant Program afd -
referred alternate. This next s:ries of slides :
P n will now continue the presentation on the bensfits i
will show a comparison of the existing facilicy 1 =
12 available through this program. Hr. Pandolfo, Y
12 as seen from the air, to the Department's . Lee 5 WA PAKDULE A doif S
. . DOLFO: My mame is A, R. Pandolfo, “
preferred alternate along the existing aligument. C X i - i
: - u - 1 am & member of the Right-of-Way Staff of the vy
As you can see, the preferred sitermatc is conpact 3.
R - 15 Florida Department of Transportatiom, My purposs .
in design, but yetr it will still baundle the : 2
: R L here 16 to provide information on the Department's :
anticipated increase in traffic capacitye. B S
? s ” Relocation Assistance Program, To facilitate 3
The next slide is an artist xremderivg of the . e
. L] everyone's understanding of the benefits avallable ‘
Department's preferred tirernace ueiliziop £he ' 13 we have prepared slide and a recorded narrative "
:ig.hc-diamond interchange geometric and &s you &ee, 2 - 2
w1, : 2 to be preseated at this time. A
the rendering also shows the railroad grade ] =t
8 - ,;1 b i (Slides were shown along with the following marrative)
eparation just south of the interchange on US -
o fee 3 . 2 The State of Florida Departmeunt of Transportatlion
41. This overall view shows how these two proposed , » Lo 1o full . ith the Fed L Uniform i
il - s ip full compliance W e Federal Un 3
n improvements relate to each other. The proposed . u ce1 . st ance  Real ? o A u““_ion‘ ‘;
- elocation Sy=tsm an ea roperty Acq .
improvements are presently scheduled for : c H
- 2% Policles Act of 1970. The services aand paynents :
construction to begin during the fiscal year 1978/794. : -
st ~ - -:..
. :
v 3 B
__‘ ] 3 b . e e e e e :
on
3 are provided dpedtine Stt:chlwmcel l’tojecc‘ 23 well . 24
1
a8 Federal Ald Projects. This progran minimizes and vill be explained {n decail to the persons to
2
n bardships te the persoas involved, and avolds . it » be relocated early enough to provide for ordexly
. 2l
4 utnecesstry delays to the higwey program by . and tidy moves. . '
coordinating these services with the people's 4 ' It s the policy of the State of Florida
' t of
_ needs and right-of-way clearsuce. 5 pepartment of Transportation that no person shall
. d i 1 he b ireg
7 Studies are made on each proposed highway é be displace fto?: his dwelling until he has acquire
T © - ' or has b offered edequat lacement housinp,
: project to assure that thére will be available 7 * i “’j:j hos ji:wmle"?“::aiﬁp cement o &
? that 1 zilable to bi ithout ard to race
-l housing meeting decent, safe, and sanitsry standardp. s = spavailable to bim withou regar o xace,
[4 lox, religi tional origin. Other
1 Such available housing must &lso be within the coler, e glom, sex, or natio Bin
11 d detail taini
financizl means of the persons being displaced, o statements of pollcy and moxre de s pertaining
‘ R ts and other benefits are contained in :
" Primarily, this program is desigmed to help the n o payments and other benelits &re com N -
the broch e ¢ Relocation,” which is available
3 relocatee thrasa, find new places to live,.s pew - 12 e brochure, TYour Reloc L . .
: Tt b teda ~
ferm, or & new business location, and to defray . C » ere tecays
: - S . The Right-of-Way Staff is prepared
- to the greatest extent possible, without regard . U ervices he § 4 prep )
' to a t 1 e in f£indi sdequate replacemeht
® to race, color, religion, sex, or vationgl origin, : . % o aseist & relocacee In ing 1 P ]
‘ T ; tacting lendi encies, srd approvad
the reasonable and necessary costs incurred by R t » bousing, in contacting lending &g ’ (24 R
’ i £i d i ocessing claims for payment,
- those required to move by highway counstruction, - ¥ noving T3, an r“ proce ng € Bs. paymen :
. .
B 1 tee in ay within the .
. Individuals, families, businesses, farm LA 1 . 2 will assist thealoca € any way 3
B . 9 law and his capabilities, to relocate into b
operations, ‘or non-profit organizatioans that are i
: - 2 eadoquate replacement housing with the sininum of :
- to be displaced because of the aequisition of ¢
21 distuption to family or business routine. :
right-of~way on this project are entitled to cextain .
. 2 Advisory services Bre available to all persons
i reloctition services zud payments, Thess services <
1 4 diminsteced affscted by highway construction, regerdless of 5
- 28 payments are A by the right-of-way 5 § highway » TEE
- 2 | whether they &re displaced, Faymeuts foxr moving
staff of the Florida Department of Transpertation, X
. . 28 expenses, An individual, family, business, fare
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$eox this project, & representative of the

%
operation, or unon-profit organization i{s enticled
to paywment for actual, reasonsble, moving expenses
for & distance of not more than 50 miles in most
cases.' provided that he occupied his property at
the time negotiations commenced for this property
and the property is subsequently acquired by the
Departmentk,

The occupant of a re-nidep:a, including mobile
homes, may move &and be reimbiursed for actual
expenses, or he may move kccording to a woving

expense scheduls. Payments for business moves =~

u:?ég;er of a business, or farm cperation 1
entitled to payment for sctual, rezsonable moving
expenses., Under certzin circumstances, he nay
elect to recelive & payment of not less than -
$2,500, nor more than $10,000, instead of woving
expenses,

Payments for pon-profit organizetioss, A
n&n-profit organization is entitled to receive
payment for actual «5¥ reasonable moving expenses.
Uader certain eircumstances, & non-profit organirza
tion may be eligible to receive a $2,500 payment
1nst:ud of moving expenses, Under certaia

conditions, the owner/occupant of the dwelling

for n;ore than 1B0 days, may be entitled %o &

e - o R
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procedure; are fully explained in the brochure,
"Your Relocation.” After it has been determined
which properties will be veeded for the righr-of~wal
of .

Florida Department of Transportation will furnish
each owner and tepant at the start of negzotiations
for individual parcels, with a copy of ﬂ'gbxochuxe.

"Your Relocation,” and further details concerning

Each individusl]
his bousiog

the relocation asslstance program.
to be displaced will be contazcted andA

. “ord recocded
oequirements de.tznztncd,ifor use in assistipg bin

to relocate.

A listing of ¢be aveilable Act of Housing
in the project area will be maintained in &
designated office. All velocatees will be given
a2 written guarantee that they will not be required
to vacate their dwelling or business for a period
not less than 30 days from the date of the letter
fu which the guarantee is given, or untii zdequate
replacement property is available for immediante
ocCUPAUCY . .

_A thirty-day vacetion notice is also given
to 211 relocatees at such time as the Department

ac
heas countrol of the property zwquired, Contzol of

the ¢ <pevty mesne the day after the date of closir

>

replizement Lousing payweni 2od other payments, the

UL 1 total of which mey be up to but not excesding
) 3 $15,000. A displaced teugntfoccupant or owner/oceu
. ) 4 of less than 180 days bur morxe than 90 days, under
s certain conditions may be entitled to & replacement
of an Gmount
[ housing paymeat, nct to exceed $4,000 to either rent
g' ? or purchase adequate repllc';ment housing,.
3 There are many sets of circumstances under
9 which the relocatee could be entitled to 2 replacew
%0 housing payrent. Each titua'tion will be evaluated
n and &g options will be explained to them personall
12 ' by the Right~of~Way ageat.
a B Increased interest peymentsv. An m_merl
C =" occupant of more than 180 days may be compensated
15 for the edditional expense encountered by paying
. ® higher interest rates for & new mortgage on the
174 replacenent property. .
An arisible
E B Incidental expenses. & relocatse whe
. 19 purchases & replacement dwelling, may be eutitled
20 to reimbursement of expenses incideotzl to the
2 purchase. In other words, closing costs,
n Appeal Procedures, In case the relocatee 48
2 dissatisfied with the ruling on his eligibility
- 2 for relocation payments, or be approved for none
(‘ - 25 payment, he has the right of appeal. The sppesl
]
: ] or in litigated cases, the date the movles were
( . 2 available to the principles of the parcel in the
: 3 zeglscz:y of the court, In any event, the 30-day
L ’ 4 vacarion notice cannot expire prior to the expirati
$ of the 90-day guaréntee giver in the letter
& discussed with the preceeding slide,
7 You axe cautioned nmot to jeopardize your
s eligibility £0r benefits by moving before the
‘ 9 initiation of negotlatfons for your property.
10 An additional informational brochure
n euntitled, "We May Be Coming Your Way," is availszble
12 here. This booklet is designed to help you better
R -0 understand our Right-of-Way aequisitionﬂpxoceduret.
(" . (This. concludes slide presentation),
. s ME. PANDOLFO: On tbm project 10250-1510,
. % the alternate on Ceuseway Boulevard from US 41
” to thc south approach to the 22nd Street Causcuay
18 Bridge was selectels There will be no displecement
19 o£. gay kind,
. 2 For project 10060-1530, the Tight-Dismcad
21 Interchange, the Existing Alignment vas selected,
2 Approximately 32 individuals, 12 fawilies, &nd
E 23 14 bx;sinesses, including 3 ousdoor advertising sign
. 24 wiil be displececd, There will be no displacenent
(- 25 of favne o noun-probir erperiraticnn,

v
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The present real estate market reveals that th
are enple comparable resources to scconplish
the disp&lccment caugsed by this project,

To accomplish the necessary relocation in an
o;derly 2nd humane manner will require approximatel
pine months. It is estimated that during these
months, the real estate market will not have changd
atgnifiﬁan:ly insofar as the preseat availability
is concerned, , - -

The relocation assistance program is
gdministered from our office at 453 Fifth
Avenue, South, in St. Petersburg, Our_tzlephonen
number is 893-2591, B

I shall be pleased to discuss specific
qges:ions concerning individual relocation problem
d;ang the recess or after the close of chis
hearing. Anyone who did not obtzln & capy of
the informational bxochure entitled, "Your
Relocation," may receive & copy at the registratio]
desk at the close of the meeting. An agent
from the Department will contact each relocates
to provide relocation assistence at the time an
offer is made for the property.

Copies of state and Federel Assistence

regulations are avallable for public imspection

31
spsistance program,

The preliminary plans for the project have
‘been on d;spluy here 4in the Courthouse aicce
December 8, end representatives from the
Department of Transportation have been here for
£ hour to 2oswer questions and try to cxyl&in

the alternates. We eincerely hope that iny
questions you might have hed havﬁ been auswered
during our presentation. We elso realize that
you may wish to take another look et the plans
as & result of our presentation, and we are
golng to take & brief recess for that purpose.
During the recess, we wast to make Rure your -
questions are answered, and we hzve severzl peéople
from our District Planning Stafi here to help
you, Questions about the location and desiga
alternates should be directed to Mr, Black. To
assist with questioans about location end deslgn,
we have Mr. Mslcolm ¥hitman, our Route Studig§
Eugineer, HMr, Lewis Dykes is also & Route Studies
Engineer, and Mr. Dan Post iz an Engineerimg
Techrician, For those ol you vho have gquastions
sbout Relopation Assistance or Right~of~¥ay
hcquirition, Mr. Fandolfo will be gvailable te

telp you.

13

ere

Lo

-

and copying at the Departient of Transportation

« . 2 Office in Bartow, ,Flotidn.
- ) 3 Thank you for your attention, eud I turc the
‘ 4 meeting back tokhr.'Burdin. ‘
; ] va;a: Sir, could I &sk one question of 1
i é youl
é' 7 MR, BURDIN: T would prefer that you let
E- L us wind this up. We've 3&: sbout five minutes
L4 and then we are going to take & races..‘ Mr.
10 Pandolfo will be available to &nswer questioms,
n or any other number of pesople here will be
12 available,
(; . VOICE: Well, this £s a question céncernlng
-t u everybody in here really. -
. 15 MR, BURDIN: Well then why doa't we wait
. B until we fiolsh with what we have to say. Ve
7 might sccidentally answer it for you.
R 1 VOICE: Fine,
] MR, BURDIN: Thank you, Ladies &nd
% gentlemen, this completes our presentation. We
2 have described our procedure for complyimg with
! 2 the Rational Enviroomentsl Policy Act. The
n locatior”of the project and the major desiga
4 b} details have been discussed by Mr. Black., HMr,
(: " s Pandolfo has discussed the Department's. relocation
32
1] Hr, Alan Sbop?yer iz an Enviroamental
o 2 Specialist, aund will bevcvatlabla to Answer
": 3 questions and diascuss the draft enviroomental
LT I statement. Mr., Bryan Williems is our public
5 jnformation cocrdinator and we request that anyone
& who wishes to make & presentation or otherwise be
M 7 heaxrd, plezse see Mr. Williams and obtain an
& information card so we can recognlze yo; following
] the recess,
10 1 wﬁn: you to know that we are not trying to
" assemble 2 “CIA" type ELI; on gnyope, but sometizmes
12 it is necessary for us to correspond with individaa
=t 3 who appear &t our heariugs and these cerds eze
) (; . u very useful for that purpose.
é . 1s bs stated in our'legal edvertiscment, this
% 16 hearing fctually continues for tem days. This
| 7 time is provided im order for you to supply us wicl
18 your comments or fureish us additional Suformatiom
) W in writing. W¥e also realize that there are &
2 lerge number of people who do not wish o speek nt
2n public gatherings, 'but would respond by matl &£
- the opportunity vere provided.
! P At this time I think we will recess uotil
X . 2% eight o'clock,
~(34 . 2 (Recess vas held)
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MB, BURDIN: Ladies ln§ gencleﬁen, this
hesring 1s iu session. IXn preparation For this
hearing e#ud in compliance with the Florida
Statutes, we mailed out &pproximately 130 opotices
to propertyﬁ;uners who we thought would be affected

by this project oxr by the w:

that was
considered, In addition to that, we sent notices
of this hearing to all the elected officials oed 4l
et fso the appointieses, in Rillsborough
County. - According to our reglstration desk, we
have some 51 people signed in., I don't know whethd
there 1s lnyoﬁ? that didn't sign in or mot. 1
think this shows that there is a good interest .-
in this project and I certainly appreciate 8ll of °
you takidg the time out frow the things that yos
do to come here and meet with us to help us with
this project.

At this time we have received some cards
from people who wish to be heard znd be on the
part of the officiel record of this hearing. I
am going to call their pames and when they come
up to the microphone, I would appreciate it £
you would repeat your name &nd Lf you represent
anyone other thaa yourself, would you please tall

furdbar
us that, toc, If there iz aay service ve can be

10

n
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Committee reviewed the proposed improvement apnd
recoumended that the DOT go shead and complete
thif improveoent. It's & very valuable improvenent
to the area to move traffic in the City of Tampe
gouth and east, In 2dditiocn, we do fcel thar after
this is completed, some studies should be given
to the possibility of §§§;§°:§5Lng the traffic
from the bridge north to Adamo Drive.

MR. BURDIN: Thank you very much, Mr. Courser
¥r, Arthur Jaeb.

MR, JAES: My name is Arthur Jaeb., I would
1ike to know which alternate on this -- on U5 &) -
vhich alteznate was it the one thet the Deparument
of Transporctation was intercsted ial

HR. §f£5£: Right now we faver the center
2lternate, The one that goes right down the middlsg

MR. JAEB: Right down the middle with
wita 116 people on each side?

MR, BLACK: That's the winimum, thet's the
winimur right-of-way.

MR, JAEB: Thet's the minimum right-of-way?

MR, BLACK: Yes, si.r..

MR, JAEB: Also X would like to know what

method the Departmen:t of Transpovtation used in

Qrtvimitdg the tost of 1ighi-vi=veay &5 £00 @&

2 o8 8 8(
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32
to you, maybe get you some more derailed informatic
we will certainly try.

At this time, the first card I have is Howvard
Smith.

KR, SMITH: My name is Howard Smith, My
question bas been answered, but I think it concerni
some other people, so I will go ahead and say
what it was, I have a place on Causeway Boulavard |
and I was concerned -- they are mot taking amy
property, but they are building sidevalks &ud
things xight up teo my property line, taking my
diteh away, This is all of our drainage. So
I was concerned on this, but some man outside
told me that any ditch coming to it, they would
be forced to have 2 drginas; outlet to it, So,
this is a real concern to.me, because this is our
only drainage out there.

MR, BURDIN: That's xight, Mr. Smith. The
alternate that we are recopmending will have.nn
enclosed drzinage system, It -will be undefgrgﬂzz;
Mr., William Courser.

MR. COUKSER: My name is Willism Courser, 1
\ am the Chairman of the Taopa Urban Area Transpor-
tation Study of the Citizen's Advisory Commlittea.

At our recent meeting, the Citizen's Advisoxy

3%
acquisition of land and business displacement?

MR. BURDIN: Mr, Jaeb, we use metbhods thet
are developed by the appraisal profession. We go
throogh the same process, We do mot feel that ;c’
this stage of the game it would be werrented to bavd
an official appraisel made since the tight-of-way
acquisition is still two years or more away, Thesy
appraisals would mot be valid, But we do have
people who are trained ino the business of makivg Jand
Apéraisnls and we use the procedures that they do,

MR. JAEB: 1 see. In other words, nothing

£3xedl

MR. BURDIN: Absclutely., Mr., Mextimes.

MR. MARTINEZ: MHicheel Fartinez. My quastion
is you people are proposing the center alteraate
to the 22nd Street, the cost was sbout $702,000,
Ltooking &t the chsrts cut there, the nortbern
glterpate is somewhat cheaper, about $76,000
cheaper. 1In the: interest of everybody concerwved,
and myself &s a taxpayer, it looks 1ike this is @
chesper route. WVhy are you people going the other
way. .

MR. BURDIK: 1In this particuvler ingcance,
one of the overriding fectors is the chlerupticg

of preperty tn scquirve that additioonl rirkt-ofeway
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when the facility can be built substantially less.

Yy

Fe

.“? 2 1f we go into acquiring that additional right-of~wa
: 3 ve ::Jégi—m buif’: 2 p% that would be
] 4 moderately and in the overall scope of what ws

et 5 are trying to gt accomplished, I don't belleve

T3 that the disruption of this property out there woul
7 be warranted. In other words, vhat we're saying
- L is that we have enough right-of-way out there to
9 build the project that will do the job, and eay
) 0 time chaé we can accomplish this, we do try.
- n MR. MARTINEZ: But wouldn't this give you
17} the right~of-way to expand:;he flow of ;raffig
i} gifntrnnt such expeasion?
= ??' u HR. BURDIN: 1 think the traffic projection
1 that we have for this particular project 1s based |
#i¢ Tampe Uthen Afen Transporiedion :Tﬂ
% on & very detafled stud&. The indications zre
.- v that the traffic we have can well be accowodated
18 on a four-lane %@.
9 BR, MARTINEZ: ‘You &re talking about the
- 2 traffic at preseant? ’ '
21 MR, BURDIN: -Bo, the traffic is projected
n n for the year 2000, I believe it’'s in the
7 peighborhood of 26000,
b MR, MARTINEZ: Thank you.
- ] MR, BURDIK: Thank you very much, We zpprecia
pa— S
o 39
1 later?

_ 2 MR, BURDIN: If that turns out to be the case,
: ’ 3 those %ould be considerations that would be wmade
' 4 in the appraisal., Our estimstes for this right-of-

- (3 vay ecquisition are based upon procedures developed

6 by the appralsal profession, Oune of the overriding
3 features or factors in making such an appraissl is
+het, dur e
st 8 the lepal use of cxistqp? lend, That remaining
9 property is going to have some value, but if it
10 no lenger has a value for its present zone
m " classificetion, then that s=ule becomesa factor
12 in estimating the 2mount of damages that would
13 be due to you, If you are not able to get &n
u ;nswer from your local zoning baard, we would
3 ba happy to go see them 4ud try to get an answer

i 16 for you if you want us tol

Lﬂ v MRS, MEYER: They can tell you leter om what
® you can use it for?
19 MR, RUEDIN: I think they cen tell you what

_— 20 would happen with that partiecular parxcel afrer’

2 we had taken so ;u:h of it to build the highway
22 improvement, They would tell you whelber ~- what
- 25 you could do with it. Right now, that's &c fax
) . 2% eg 1 éan go with ie,
- 25 MR5. MEYER: But it definitely wouldn'tx bhave

10

un

2

B3

15

16

8

19

i)

21

3

b4

youxr comments., I think they are well taken.
Ladies and gentlemen, this completes the cards
that we have filled out, Is there anyone else
that would like to come up and make a statement?
We would be happy to kave you do 80, and immediat
Mr, Williams will look you up and have you £il1
out a card eftervards,

MRS. MEYER: My name 1s Dorothy Meyer,

H-e-y-e~r, 1 own some property right off of &1
on the west side. What I want to know == my
propexcy 1is C;Z property and when this comes
vith the bank in back of my house, this damega
to my property, what chance does it hlv; of
being C-2 property?

¥R. BURDIN: That's & question that we would
have to refer to your locfl zoning board, and
4f you would get with Mr, Williams and f111l that
card out, we'll certainly contact them. They
wén't write you, but we'll write you eand tell
you what they told us,

MRS, MEYER: I mean they cam call it C-2, bu
as far as valu;, {5 what 1 mean, And then these
wmobile homes, when they are moved, they can't
put auy more there, so you have to be so far from

the road aod so forth, can you even use the prope

40

a value of C-21

¥R, BURDIN: 1t definitely would have a

tremendously reduced value. I'm confident of that,

MRS, MEYER: I meszn, X hate to be a fuss

budget, but I mean, it's my property, &ad 1 know

it wouldn't have the same value,.

MR. BURDIN: If I was 4n your shoes, I'd

probably be 2 fuss budget, too, I thionk your
qués:ion is well taken and we will do our bect
to £ind out just what the situation lc.

MR&. MEYER: Thank you very much,

Is there &nyoue

MR, BURDIN: Thank you.

else.

VOICE: Do you have 2 timetable ==
MR. BURDIN: The question from the floor ==
I was going to go over this agair, but this s a
good opportunity to do it, Right nov we project
that monies will te qvailable, and this is based
upon state funds and federal funds, and of course,
the

federal fuunds sre based ob Cougress., Aud

present enticipation of federal fuads is that
their money and the statesmoney pul together

will be enough to bulld this project during

the fiscal year 19785-1373. ng, the ri%bt-of-way

would have to be cleared before thst could. &tart,
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' So ve would say that a pine-month process for ! of Transportaciou District Office in Bartow,
2
2 relocation assistance, for example, then the . Florida.
-7 3
3 right-of-way phese will begin in the previous ) -, If anyone wishes to submit written statements
1 ’ .
4 fiscal year, and of course, that would bs July . 4 or other exhibits in place of, or in sddition to
\ s
5 the let, 1977. That would be the earliest date : oral statemonts, thoy may do so, Written
6 that we would start anything based upon our ¢ statements and exhibits will be accepted and
7 current schedule, Pledse bear im mind that a 7 recorded as part of this bearing if malled before
e [} ;
s our schedules bave to be qualified because this December 29, 13975 to Mr. C. W. Monts De Oca,
9 # not money in the bank, this is momey we think ' 1 ’ District Engineer, Departwent of Tranmsportation,
4 1 .
10 .
1] we are golng to have in that parcicular fiscal ) ¥ost Office Box 1249, Bartow, Florida. .The
- " yair ° , n © z1p code is 33830,
* o1 R -
4
1+ Is there anyone else who would 1like to ba . u This is the same address that's i“.tl“
- <] U ; 0
13 a part of this or have their presentation as part C - licele pamphlet that you've been 3“:“; and it's
i - Abeu
L 2 u 4
u of this record? If aot, ladies snd gentlemen, if shows ac the b°tt°: of :.he l?::?icle =5t the
. orinerthep 177
15 you would bear with me, 1 would like to resd just : 15 Federal, State, é.’.-*_:::znt and Highwaz Those
: LU of you who may wish to inquire about relocation
13 & brief glosingﬁ statement, .
7 The transcript of the '!"’“ proceedings of . 14 assistance, their address that Mr. Pandolfo gave
. 1
» this hearing and coplex, or reference to vritten R . you and their telephone number is stawped on
* " " ”n "
w statements or exhibits, together with coples or » both, “Your Relocation,” and "Coming Your Way,
0
20 teference to materials made available before the brochure.
2 hearing will be available for public inspection 2 There being no ope else present wishiog to
bl and copying not later than the date the transcript n ask & question or make & statement, I hereby
2}
2 4 is forwarded to our Federal Aid Department for _ close this hearing.
1]
u further action. The above-mentioned material will { ’ u Ladies end 3“‘1‘"“"“' 1'4 like to repeat vhac
28 be on display at the State of Florida Depattwent . 3 I said when we ended the recess, Ve do appreclate
* :
o e - - ot z oITo T s mi mmreme e e TTTYHL
43
1 your coming here and listening and watchipg what : . 44
2 we have come up with, to spend your highway tex B . 1 CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER
, .
doll W ' T - 2 .
3 ollars, e think it's a valid and vital IR STATE OF FLORIDA y i
: T 3 . 13
4 improvement, and we look forward to the day when . . COUSTY OF EILLSBOROUGH) . J
s we cap 211 go from US 41 to the new 22nd Street ; ; ° 4
Brid 1. traf 1. H ' s 1, Kem Kirkland, Certified Shorthand ;
¢ Causevay Bridge vithout having & r:_fic signa ) . Reporter and Notary i;ublic, State of Florida . z
y Good Day. o . é at Lacge, . ;
. . : V. 7 DO HEREBY CERTIFY that I was present
L} . at the foregoing hegring at the time and
’ o 8 place set forth in the caption thereof;
9 - that 1 was emploved to and did stenogzaphicelly
9 report the proceediogs; and that the foregoing
0 pages, nuzbered 1 through 44, inclusive,
: 4 - 10 constitute a true and correct traanscript
L] . . . . - . of s8id proceedings.
i n
¥ i IN WITHESS WHEREOF I have hereuute
- w o 12 2ffixed vy official signature znd seal of
i . office this _Zx:f.  .day of December, 1875,
k4 C - 13 at Tampa, Hillsborough County, Florida,
.: S 74
3
e 15
1 . : fk % .
1 - /]
v ’ ~4///.,,/;. YA g K
. 7 { Kem Kirkland, C.S.R.,
1e .. : Yotary Public,
. - 1B - State of Florida at large
19 .
! 19 My commission expires 1/16/78
2
- 20 ¥otureaed by Naucy L, Campbell
7 2.
) ) 2
2 :
o n
n M T
e , . b &)
7 .
; < %€
3 - ’ -
t1 o B
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s A Resolution by the Tampa Urban Area Traasportation Study Citizen Advisory
‘ Commitiee to the Florida Department of Transportation Concerning Extension
of the Four-ianing of the 22nd Street Causeway

WHEREAS. The traffic flow on 22ad Street from the southern end
of the bridge project to US 41 is hampered by a bottleneck situation in this
srea, and ’

WHEREAS, Many traffic accidents have occurred at the at-grade
intersection of 22 Street and US 41, a5 well as the intersection of 2.2nd Street
" and the rai.road tx.-ncks to the east of that point, perhaps- resulting in loss
of lfe, z0d . ) -

THEREFORE, LET IT BE RESOLVED, That the Tampa Urban
Area Transportation Study Citizen Advisory Committee recommends that the

Florida Department of Transportation extead the four-laning of the 22nd Street

Causeway from the end of the curreat bridge project to US 41 and beycnd, to

include 2 grade separation at US 41 and the railroad tracks, .

AND, LET IT BE FURTHER RESOL.VED, That the Tempa Urbac

Area Transportation Study Citizen Advisory Commmatiee recommends that the
project be constricted as soon as possible, and also, & nl;dy should be per~

formed to determine methods to facilitate the movement of traffic from the

north end of the 22nd Street Causcway to Adamo Drive.

DECEIVED) -

DEC 181315

12-18-75
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THE TAMPA TRIBUNE

: Pahliohed Daily
Tompa, Hitlshatough Cownty, Florids -

- "

d

¢ of Florida
sty of Hihlorouzh

The Tampe Tribune, @ duily sewspaper publiched a1 Tampa in Hills
sugh County, Flovida: that the attachel copy of advectisement being «
Legal. botice.

M
in the metter of.

b publivhed in said rewspaper in the isues of. -
Ul msrmmresbecenber 515.6,7,6,9,10,10,12,15,18,15,16,17 18,1973
Alfinct further soxs ihat the waid Whe Tampa Tribune is ¢ nevspaprr
preblished o1 Tampa, sn snud Hitiboroogh County, Flarids, snd that the siid
pupire has hororofoce beon coatinumasly pabiished o stid Hitsbaranph
anty, Flonida, cach doy and hos been erieted a3 srcond élwst muil matier a7
post office in Tampa, in snid Hillsboenugh County, Fluula, for < period
one vear arat preevding the first pblication of tie atiached topy of ad-
Mstitement: and affinnt furthre sirs that he has nesther pad noc prome.d
any qarsan, psm, or sorparanan any dizeauat, tebate, commisunn or refund
Jor the purpose af secuting this advertiscment jor pibluation in the sad

Brwspaper, - A

wa 1o end subsceibed befors me, this”
Decenber. _4p.1

Semap i1t gt o
3 45 e
o

€W MOmIy Ce LIa
[

B.1. No. 113276

State Job No. 10250-1510

F.A.P, No, ¥-6135(1)

SR 676 (22nd Street Causeway) from the south
approach of the McKay Bay bridge east approximately
1.1 miles to SR 45 (US 41)

AND

B.1. ‘No. 113218

State Job No. 10060-1530

F.A.P. No. U-011-2(57)

SR 45 (US 41) from the 365tk Avenue South intersection
oorth approximately 0.9 miles to the 23rd Avenue South
iatersection

"I certify that at the time and place webtioued berein, I
presided over a public hearing for the above mentiosned projects
which was conducted relative to the location and design, its
irpact on the enviromnment, snd its consistency with the goals snd
ohbjectives of such local plauning as has been protiulgated by the
communities and that a transcript was made and the same has been
transcribed. Certain exhibits and sritten statements were pre-
sented duriang the bearing ovr subsequest to the hearing as provided
for, and these exhibits or written statements bave been copled. 1
further certify that the attached is a full, true, and complete
transcript of what was said at said bearing."

(Lr It/ Lopntlen
/{Signzture)

Jobn W. Burdin, P.E.

District Placoing Engineer

"1 certify that 1 am District Engiseer of the First District
of the Department of Trassportation of the State of Florida and
that the trasscript of the public hearing for the asbhove meptioned
projects heretofore conducted yegarding the economic and soclial
effects of such a Jloucation and desipga and its lmpact on the
eavironmeat has been read and reviewed by me this _ & +h day of
Januvary, 1976.7

C. ¥. Monts De Oca, P.E.
District Eogineer

: PRELLHONSE ~ T
HIGHYIAY IDCATCN AND
CTLSIGM PUALIC HIARING

- @~y

THE TAMPA TRIBUNE

— B-Jore the wndecsigned wuthority g ly apy !  mepmudai. . County of Hilldborouzh
K. F. Putman, whe rn oath sys thot he s Cenernl Monager of P Vww ¢ Fonen Seve e b

e frgnne:
Fiar o Desorteeent

. ’ C Publi-het Daily
i . Tamps. Hilbshorauzh Couaty, Florida
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. X . . ! . SR 676 (22nd Street Causevay) from the south
besd A Resolution by the Tampa Urban Area Transportation Study Citizen Advisory v
: Committee to the Florida Department of Transportation Concerning Extension o ;?ir::;::so:’o:g;‘ &;K?zsazi )Bridge cast approximately
of the Four-lzning of the 22nd Street Causeway
o + " AND
] . A
1 WHEREAS, The traffic fiow on 220d Strect from the southern end : B.1. Yo, 113218
- . ' gtate Job Ko, 10060-1530
il . . AP, . U-011-
of the bridge project o US 41 {s hampered by a bottlencck gituation in this ! SR 45 (33 4?)0;10"2,(?:3 36th Avenue South intersection
L. < 2 i J
. . ' oorth approximutely 0.9 miles to the 23rd Avenue South
area, and : . 1 intersection
WHEREAS, Many Lraffic accidents have occurred at the at-grade
Rt .
intersection of 22nd Strect and US 41, as well as the intersection of 22ad Street “
. I ecertify that at the time and place mentlooed herein, 1
. " s . . presided over a public hearing for the above mentioned projects
and the rai.road tracks to the east of that point, perbaps resulting fnloss - . which was conducted relative to tbe location and design, its
. . impzct on the environment, and its consistency with the gEoals ond
'“ of life, 2nd ) - - ohjectives of such local planning #s bas been promulgated by the
- g communities and that a trasscript was made and the same has been
THEREFORE, LET IT BE RESOLVED, That the Tampa Urban transcriber_j. Certaip exhibits and wrizten 'statements were pre-
. ;ented during the bearing or Subsequeat 1o the bearing as provided
. . + . or, and these exbibits or sritten statements bave been copied. 1
Area Transportation Study Citizen Advisory Committee recommends that the ) further certify that tbe attached is a full, true, and complete
. A transcript of what was said at said hearing.”
ks Florida Depattment of Transportation extend the four-laning of the 220d Street
Causeway from the end of the current bridze project 10 US 41 and beyond, to .
: ' %yt
include 3 grade separation at US 41 and the rallroad tracks, . dé{aégﬁ z%7
. Jobn ¥, Burdin, P.E.
- AND, LET IT BE FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Tampz Urban District Placuing Engineer
Area Transportation Study Citizen Advisory Commutiee recommends that the .
project be constricted as soon as possible, and also, a su;dy should be per~ °
. : + "1 certify th ist 4
formed 1o determine methods to facilitate the movement of traffic from the of the Dz;:,mzm ;: ;'r::s?n::::?anggigﬁzrszit:hgrréig:ig:s::ént
that the transcript of the public bearing for tbe above mentioned
. north end of the 22nd Street Causeway to Adamo Drive, projects heretofore conducted veparding the economic and social
effects of such a location and design and its impact on the
4 ) environment has been read aod reviewed by me this b +h day of
t h January, 1976."
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