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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
N ) FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

P. O. Box 1079
Tallahassee, Floxida 32302

September 20, 1976

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

Attention: Mr. A. B. Burke
Dear Sir:

Subject: Florida - Federal-Aid Projects M-1879 (1),
old M-6135(1); and FG-301-4(3),
01d U~011-2(57); State Job Nos. ,
10250-1510 & 10060~1530; Hillsborough
- County; Location and Pesign Approval
Reference is made to your September 15, 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
Division Administratox

JESSE A STURY:

Jesse A. Story : '
District Engineex

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council

Ld//////// . For the Division Administrator
¢. Mr. C. W. Monts De Oca, FDOT B
D
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Department of Traansportation

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. 10250-1510, 10060-1530
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. o

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. o

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
Page Two
August 25, 1976

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

Sincerely yours,

s W e

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

JWB:jcs
;l Attachment

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

‘State Road 45 (US 41) are vital arterial highways which

serve the City of Tampa located ianillsborough County.

,‘Thls negative declaratlon analyzes varlous engineerlng and

env1ronmental factors cons1dered in def1n1ng the spec1f1c

locat1on ‘and des1gn alternates. The improvement llmlts for

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

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

the 36th Avenue South 1ntersect10n north approx1mate1y 9

- miles to the 23rd Avenue South 1ntersect10n, State Road 676 -

is on the State of Florlda Prlmary and the Federal Secoudary

Highway Systems.f State Road 45 (US 41) is on the State and g
'71Federal Prlmary nghway Systems The 1975 Federal nghway

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

July 1 1976 and these de81gnatlons could change.
The' proposed 1mprovements W111 1nc1ude the four laning

of the existing two laned segment.of State Road 676, the

construction of an 1nterchange at the intersectlon of State

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

at the Seaboard Coastllne Rallroad cr0351ng(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 place the project in the category

of a spot improvement and no significant benefits could be

(1)




: ;three de510n alternates were con51dered for State Road 45

attributed to diverging from the directness of the existing

facilities. For these reasons, the Department concluded

'1that the proposed improvements could adequately be studied
d.and analyzed by one corrldorp Within this corridor, foUr

d851gn alternates were con51dered for State Road 676 and

S

'f(U S’ 41) One. add1t10na1 alternate con51dered for each

hlghway fac111ty was the "do nothlng alternate"

e

_ Thenflorida Department Qf_Traneporfationvin conSultation,
;'wifhvthe Federal Highway Admdnietration,has determihed.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
declaration'to record the determination in accordance with

the provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act.

A public informational meeting was held on Aprilf25, 1974 .»
After the presentation of.thevvarioos alternates by the
Department, the audience expressed their concern that
something must be done, and asked’why something hadn?t been
done :before now. From the information,received 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 received from the Florida Department of Environmental

Regulations on February 18, 1976.

{2)
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Lg A public hearing was held December 18, 1975. During
& 'y .

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 stud1ed 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 Interchange Concept

located on the Existing Allgnment for State Road 45. The
[ S Department recommends these two alternates for the proposed

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




ITI. Location and Descriptiou of Proposed Action

The'purpose of this negative declaration is to document
and analyze various engiueering and environmental factors
considered in defining the speoific location and design
aligonment for improvements to State Road 676 (22nd Street

_ Causeway Boulevard) and State Road 45 (US 41), located. in

Hlllsborough County.

The 1mprovement limits for State Road 676 begin near

the south approach of the McKay Bay Bridge, and traverse

'eastwardly approximately 1.1 miles through the State Road 45
(US 41) intersection ahd endvhear_the'Seaboard Coastline

-Railroad tracks.

The improvement limits for State Road 45 (US 41) begin

ﬂ“heur the 36th Avenue South intersectiou and traverse northwardly

;approximately'}érmiles through theSState Road 676 (22nd Street

Causeway Bouleva d) 1ntersectlon and end near the 23th Avenue
South intersection.

' The "1970 Land Use and Highway Functional Classification - i

System" study depicts theiportion of State Road 676, under
fsthdy, to be atminor arterial highWay,»with the stud¥ section
.tor State Road 45, being a principal arterial highwa&. Pro-
jections from the "1990 Land Use and Highway Functional
Classification Systems" study‘indicate that both faoilities
will become, "other urban principal arterial highways"

The "first annual update‘of Florida‘s Principal Highway and
Street Systems, 1970-18850" study indicates that State Road 675

within the study area should be improved to four lanes during




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

The "Principa1'Street'and Highway Plan - 1985',

‘summary report, prepared by the Tampa Urban Area

Transportation Study deﬁicts the study seetion of State
Road 676 as being pfiority 1; and should be improved
to four lanes 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 Section of State Road 576 (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 fight;of—way acquisition in
the 77/78 and 78/79 fiscal,years. The scheduled
construetion phase willibegin~iq Fiscal Year 79/80.
The study’section ef.theeSCL RR cressing (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 beﬁ;fits

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 loss of 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 considerati§ns, the Department of ljf
ATrénsportation has concluded that with the exception of a
corridor which includes the.existiﬁg right—of—wéy 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 industrie% 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 the study, collection and
distribution of the,traffic_is'accomplished througﬁ
intersections with two State roads and nﬁmerous side
streets, :

Due to the adjacent land'dgvelopment, both present
and planned, (see land use map'in.Appepdix A-1, A-2)

an effort has been made to recommend a proposal that

would occupy 2 minimum right-of-way width, while still

" providing reasonably safe and adequate travel ways. In

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 conmection to the existiﬁg terrainh

Ingress and egress to Sfate'Road 45 (US. 41) will be
partially controlled. With!this control thé proposed
improvement will properly fulfill its requirement for
safely darrying through tfaffié. -Access to presently
developed lands will be provided b& way of parallel and
connecting service roads. |

The typical’sections 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.ROad 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 Appe%dix A-11 and A-14).

3
i

()



Traffic information based onvﬁistorical traffic ddta
Jfrom area 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 intersection of State
Road 676 and State Road 45 (U.S. 41), (based on a‘tight
diamond interchange for the design year 2000 traffici was
prepared. The capacity analysis indicates the proposed
tigpt diamond interchange will more than adequately
handle the traffic projected for’design vear 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
(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 l1ittle, 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 Varioms 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,traffic‘needs
on both routes.

2) To provide for adequate ahd 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 of.proposed improvements on the
human and natural environment.

In the presentation of altermnate 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 conceptis 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
the 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
existing facilities‘are closely controlled by the capacity
of the intersection of US 4i'with State Road 676 by fime
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,
the‘possible capacity of the interéection requires 74 percent
of the available green signal time.

"The Department believes that major revisions to the
intersection are necessa;y 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 shouid,expérience capacity duriag

the peak hour in the vear 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 possibleﬁcapacity of the intersection
fis much less than the possible capecity‘of the facilities

at some distance from the intersection, it would seem that

some measure would be necessary to improve the intersection

capa01ty and make it more compatlble with the overall

. facilities.
| The segments of highwéy which are under consideration
for improvement have also exhibited a rather high incidence §
of accidents which furthet point to a need for major improve- |
megts in the area. _ : ’ -
| Along State Road 676, and Within the study area, 197 Q5E

collisions were recorded in the six year period between

1968 and 1973. The consequences of these accidents were
six fatalities and economic 1osses amounting to $653,200
borne by the public. About 35 percent of the accidents were

rear end collisions indicative of severe congestion at the

US 41 intersection. The accident record also indicates an
increase from 28 accidents 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) |



severity due to the lower speede 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 on thls segment also amounted to

35 percent of the total acc1dents and, in addltlon, there
were 13 collisions with trains at the Seaboard Coastline

tracks, which are located south of‘the intersection Qith

State Road 676. |

A letter dated January 29, 1973, from the District
Safety Engineer stated that the SCL RR (Phosphate Terminal)
main line crossing on State Road 45, | |
was selected as a prime 1océtion 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
people to incautious judgement fesultingAin accidents with
trains.

Between 25 and 40 crossings of U.S5. 41 by trains occur
each day, and the Department eetimates 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 design life of a highway),jthe
time delay would amount to en increase in the highway user

cost of approximately $4,483,200.

(13) ~
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The Department, therefore, believes the "No Road
Alternate".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 fwwﬁ
existing roadway as the eastbound lanes of the proposed four -
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 feur 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 . 6
Families Displaced . . . s . 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
constructinn cost. TFor 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 Ccst . . R _.35,700
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 signific;ntly
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 acquisitiqh 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 . . . . ;514 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 reccom-

mendate alternate and represents a major divergence from
the thfee rural‘a}ternates-previously described since it
advocates a facility which can be virtually constructed
within the existing righit-of-way. The'alternate is ceptered
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 {or this alternate:

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

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

Engineering Cost . . . . ; . 64,500

Totai Cost . $709,850
Individuals Displaced e e e e e 0
Families Displaced . . . . . . . 0
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 the‘
high volumes of traffic at US Qlland‘State Road 676, and to E
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

to0 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

. ) . . / S
instead of an intersection at grade. : —

(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 through movement along this
road. | |

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

The presence of the Seaboard Coastline Railroad érossing,
whicﬁ 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
Sf 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 unigue to a particular
alternate.

Regular Diamond Interchange -~ This alternate includes

the construction of a ér“de sepavated 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 interchange at the intersection. The

alignment of this a]terﬂat@ is coincedent wilh the existing

|

a\\( 1 9')‘

alignment of TS 41.



The diamond intercﬁange 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 intersectiona. | 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
resd}t of actqal volumes being greater than estimated
voiumes by the failure to construct other projects éroposed
by the urban area transportation étudy. The distance between
‘raﬁps 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 crqssings 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 thé crossing
at a rate of 1175 passenger equivaleﬁt vehicles an hour,
it is anticipated that a queue‘of apéroximately 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:

. eastern most ramp traffic signal anﬁ the rail crossing east
. . ‘ : i*

(20) /
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of the intersection, it is anticipated that an additional
gradé separation for this railroadvcrossing should be
cdnséructed by the year 1985 if the diamond interchange

is constrﬁcted. At thié time, ramp revisions would become
necessary in order to provide necessary distance forgproper
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 itemi;ed below:

Construction Cost . . . . . . '$4,200,000

Right-of-Way Cost . . . . . . 2,167,125

Engineering Cost . . . . . . 420,000

Total Cost .+« .. . $6,787,125
Individuals Displaced . . . . . . 78
Families Displaced . . ... . . . 30

Businesses Displaced . . . . 43

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

Tight-Diamond Interchange, Existing Alignment -

T A DY A e A T R O R W T AR TV SRS K RS R LN R MR T EO] FrE T

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

(21)



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 léft 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 bccupying the inside
left-turn lane of the dual left-turn movement can prdceed

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

simultaneous and intermingled &ith 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.



Construction Cost . . . . . . . $5,500,000
" Right-of-Way Cost. . . . . . . 1,394,625
Engineering Cost . .. 550,000

Total Cost - $7,444,625

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

Businesses Displaced . . . . 14
(includes 3 advertlslng 51gns)

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 tight diamond intefchange at the State

Road 676 intersection. The alternate differs from tbé
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 least'valuable 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 not allow sufficient distance to
overpass the Seaboard Coastline lracks on Stale Road 67C.
Sufficient distaunce for an overpass could have been provided

b) of1k0t11ug the alignment to the west rather than to the

e
\ A

{ N\
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east, but since this would increase the right-of-way-costs
and since an eventual gradeuseparation at the railroad would
still be required when the four laning of State Road 676
becomes justified 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 . . . . . . $6,196,.700
Right-of-Way Cbst e e e e 1,350,000
Engineering Cost . . . . . . 619,670
Total Cost R $8,166, 370
Individuals Displaced . . . . . . 45
Familizs Displaced ‘. v e e A e 17
Businesses Dlsplaced . ; 20

(includes 4 advertising 51gns)

(24)
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IV.

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 Devélopment” points out that the Témpa‘Bay
Region, as well as the rést of Florida, has experienced
a phenomenal rate of growth bver the last decade. This
growth should continue at'g 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 forecast 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
improvement, a 400 acre tract is being devéloped as a
commercipl and industri%l park on State Road 60. Other
developm%nt in the samegarea includes distrﬂbution
centers énd light manuf;@turing complexes which are

L |
under construction. } ' I

! N
{ i }
| . , . A
Another area of new%~concentrated industrial
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 ,Mf
commercial uses such as junk yards, warehouses and .‘#@
commercial maintenance businesses predominate. A few : E
moderate age retail businesses are also present. Of
the industrial, the Seaboard Coastline Railroad

Phosphate Terminal dominates the entire area. The o

proximity‘of the seaport and rail service fabiljties _fl
I 5 i
is. condu41ve to the establlsFment of nearly any industry,

and for this reason there: arb several otherk11ght and
moderately heavy industriesgin the area. Mgst new
construction in the last fi;e years has be%n to thé
heavy cammercial and industrial areas. Ix)general; the
commercial and industrial uses of the land prevails as

the dominating land use in jfthe general V7L1D1tv of the

project. J f




if% oL 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'lﬁnd 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 and 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.

L? The land to the east ofjthe project is suitable

'ﬁ to residential development. The increase scarcity of
- residential sites within the City of Tampa and presence
g} of available jobs within.the study area will probably
ri ~lead to the establishment of residential areas to the
L_ "east of the job sites.

- 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 activily. The general arca is developed,
N ~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 affected

”

by this improvement.

Tﬁere:are no parks or retreation 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-
fation, not.only in the design of the storm drainage
system and roadway slopes, but in.thé speéific instruptioné
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—l7’A-18).

3) Public Faé}]ities 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 facility and eliminating an at-grade

railroad crossihg on State Road 45, will result in
increased safety for -emergency cquipment, school busses

and general tr

£

{fic, which traverse 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 improvements, by being 1located in an

area which is rapidly becoming fully developed commercially

L3

and industrially, will not disrupt an establlsheq.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 improvemenf; will cause
an initial adverse effect on fhe 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 prinCiples. Information concerning
the amount of displacements on each of the alternates was
obtained by a field survey by representatives of the First
District Relocation Office. There were no situations‘eh—
countered which would pose'any spetial problems in their
relocation. Judging from the information received, the
probability of all displacees, both owners and tenants,
obtaining decent, safe, and éanitary replacement hous&ng
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 Radio Model 1565-B,'SOUHd—1eve1 meter was used to
monitor the current Ly, 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 L, traffic noise level was computef
projected for the years 1986 and 2000. All applicable praffic

~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 Service "D" was 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 14.c. of Federal-Aid

Highway Program Manual (FHPM) 7-7-3. The noise 1eyéls 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 sensitife sites listed in Table 1,
atre isolated areas located within a,Commeréial, Industrial,
and Heavy Indus£r1a1 zoned area of Hillsborough County. Although
the standards for the sensitive sites are 70 dBA due to
presént land use,. the areas.adjaceht to the project are
presently zoned Commercial, Industrial or Heavy Industrial.
Consultation with the Hillsborough Cqunty Planning and Zoning
Department confirmed this future. trend. The FHWA design noise

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




. Several means were investigated to reduce thé highway
'iﬁ noisetlevels along the propbsed prbject. These included:
(a) Traffic management measures |
(b) Alterations of hofizontal,andﬁQertical 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.

[SSCHN

" (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. - '

[—

Upon thorough investigation, it was determined that the

i
[RO——

- proposed grade separations along the route of U.S. 41, would
A " help to decrease the noise leveis_in almost every case, and Ve
2 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

Location

Location

Location

Location

Location

Location

Location

Tocation

TLocation

Location

Location

=4
el
“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 Coastiine 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 3lst
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
65 feet north of S.R. 676 (50 feet-future).

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

~~
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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 used to predict the
current (1974) and future (1980; 2000) highway carbpn
monoxide (CO) concentrations.. Dué to the configuratioh
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 center 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 31lst 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 gquadrant 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: 1In 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,

Locatioq 7:  In the horthwest guadrant of the

|

intersectiongof State,Road{G?G and US 41 at distances

of 100 and 2d0 feet from the center of the near lane

of US 41. |
(41)



Location 8: 1In the northeast quadrant of ppe
intersection of State Road 676 and US 41 at distances
of-100 and ZOO'feet’frdm the center of the near lane

of State Road 676.

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 State Road 676 and Sagasta Street 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 South at distances of approximately } JW
100 and 150 feet from the center of the near lane of
State Road 676. . E

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 coﬁducive
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 fhe'present and projected CO levels
are.contained Tables 3 and 4.

fSlight increases in the particulate and gaseous pollutaﬁt
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 burning.

(
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8) Water Pollution

- Several waterways are located within the general
area of the proposed projéct which could conceivably
be adversely éffected 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 tﬁe iﬁter~
section of SR 45 (US 41) and SR 676. In addition to
these naturally occurring watérways, several drainage
ditqhes 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 111 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). Mangrove’

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 undue 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 whiéh‘will 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 ihese 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



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 #ater 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 thé 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 sc@ttered

along the beitows.




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 pTo

L




Comments and Coordination

The State Planning.and‘Development Clearinghouse
letter, contained within, consfitutes a part of the
Bureau of‘Planning, 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 Administration's
nbtification of the proposed project are as folldys:
Florida Department of Stafe - Division of
Archives, History, and Records Management
Tampa Bay Regional Planning 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 upcn -the human or natural environ-
ment of the area. Hereih follow the comments frqﬁ the

various responding agencies and the responses to these

comments from this erartment, as well as the comments
received during the |public involvement meeting of -

April 25, 1974. \

|
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i; The Florida Department of State - Division of
Archives, History and Records Management have reviewed and
surveyed the project sites, and "have no adverse comments"
concerning the proposed improvements and that no archaeological,
historical or National Register prepertieé would be impacted
upon (See Letter Appendix A~18?-

2. The Tampa Bay Regionai Plenning Council has indicated
that the proposed 1mprovenents "for the upgrading of U S. 41 -
is in keeping with the lecal and recional goals and ObJeCthES
for transportation development"; and is in compliance with
metropolitan clearinghouse review requirements.

3. The Florida Game and Fiesh 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 te cross any wet-
lands axrea. Strict eoncurrance with Section 104, "Prevention
Control and Abatement of Erosion and Water Pollution", of the

Florida Department of Transportation Standard Specifications for

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

(57)




méasures will be taken to control ény possible
envirbnmentally detrimentaleccur}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, ﬁhere appliCable, selective
clearing 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-

lation 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

runoff from the general area of concern would ultimately

~enter the Hillsborough Bay_regardless of the proposed

roadway improvements.

4. The Florida}Dep&ptment 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'. IThe adequate measures to be taken

by the Depariment are ‘hown under the Water Pollution

section of this report.|

e




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 awvailable.
™
.
5
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Community Involvement

At the outset, it was reallzed that the proposed
project would require a 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'é
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
Qetailed présentation 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 slideé
were also used during the presenfation.

Letters of notification of the meeting were sent to all
persons owning property adjacent to the projecé. Additionally,

notification was made to wll clected and many appointed publiic

(60)
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officials of Hillsborough County including the City of Tampa.
Approximately seventy-five (75) people attended the meeting;

Comments received at the meeting were mot 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 tﬁe 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 Eo 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.
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b

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.



Summary and Disposition of the Public Hearing Comments

At the publicvhearing held December 18, 1975, in the
Hillsborough County Courthouse,>five (s) opinions,
comments and statements were entered into the public

record. 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

possible. ' ' , E} ?i
Except for one inquiry‘on‘zoning, which required further *}ém
action, all other questions and comments were adequately ~
answered during the public hearing. ' : ‘-]‘Q
- - il

The one question concerning zoning was resolved by letter, ;}zq
dated January 6, 1976. In this letter, Mr. John Burdin, -
R

District Planning Engineer, informed Mrs. Dorothy E. Meyer ;Jfﬁ
(the lady who asked the question) that Mrs. Hagin, Zoning ., _
Coordinator for Hillsborough County, would be happy to Fj;J

assist in any way possible.




““““““

Recommendation

v

In analysizing the various alternateé considered by this

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

1) To provide a transpértatidn 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 fhe other three alternates.

STATE ROAD 45 Alternates

The Regular-Diamond Intercbange would disTupt access to the

adjacent properties. The Lthervtwo alternates considered for
State Road 45 will provide|safe access with minimum influence
on through traffic. The Tight-Diamond Interchange Alternate -
prbvidos optimum {rontage rioad arrangecilent for maxinmum 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
virtuailf within the existing right-of-way. This represents
a savings of from $310,000't0 $4é$,400 in right-of;way cost
when compared to the remaining three alternates for State
Road 676. o
STATE ROAD 45 Alternates

In comparing the three alternates for State Road 45, the
"Tight- Dlamond Interchange Off-set 132 feet" proved to be .
the least expen51ve3 $44,625 less than the "Tight- -Diamond
Interchanoe The "Regular Diamond Interchange" was $817,125
more than the Tight-Diamond Interchancc Off-set 132°'. |

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

§TATE 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 displaceces 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 ioest, 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 tweo alternatces.
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o Further evaluation on State Road 45 was done on the possibility

of ﬁuture’development ofF a grade separation over the SCLRR

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

676. The only alternate that would éliow for this future

development and grade separation without undue alteration

to the interchange was the Tight—Diamond Interchange,

Existing Alignment.

In summarizing, the Florida Department of Transportation

‘recommends that the alternates described in this report as

the.”Center'Alfernate Urban Construction" for State Road 676
and the "Tight—Diamond Interchange Existing Alignment" for

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

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

it is requested that the Federal-Highway Administration adopt .

|
i
‘.9

this negative declaration, and grant location and design

approval in order that the State may begin preparation of

detailed construction plans.

§ | 7Y






APPENDIX

Existing Land Use. . . . - e e e e
Fhfure Land USE . . « o o e e eoeo=o
Tréffic R
Northern Alternate Rural Construction

Typical Section . . . . .- .

Alternate Design. . . . - R

‘Southern Alternate Rural Construction

Typical Section . . . . . . .’ ..
Alternate Design. . « « =+ + =+ ¢
Center.Alternate Rural Construction
Typical‘Section T
Alternate Design, . . .+ « - b_ .
Center Alternate Urban Construction
Typical Sectiomn , . . . . - -
Alternate Design .
Regular—Diamond Interchange Alternate
"Alternate Design . . .
Tight-Diamond Interchange, Existing Alignment
Typical Section
Alternate Design
Tight-Diamond Inferchange, 132' Offset Alternate

Alternate Design . L e e e e s
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Comments Received
1. Department of Administration . . . . . . . . Al6

2. Florida Department of State - Division of ,
Archives, History, and Records Management. . . . . A17-A18

.3. Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council . . . . . . Al9
4. TFlorida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission. . . . A20-A21
5. Florida Department of Pollution Control A22
6. Department of Community Affairs . . - « « o« < e e A23-A24

7. Department of Environmental Regulation . . . . . A25-A26

Public Hearing Transcript . . .« =« =+ =« « o = o = A27-A38
Resolution by Tampa Urban Area Transportation Study. . . A38
Citizen Advisory Committee . . . "« =« « o o o = A38

Notice of Public Hearing . =« =+ =+ =« =« = « =« =« . AS38
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\ ~ Division of Stazte Planning
- . Reubin O'D. Askew
560 Apalechice Parkway - IBM Building CovERNGA
: TALLAJIASSEE
C 1
32308 .. K. Ireland. Jr.

SECALTARY OF ADMINI STRATION

(904) 488-2371
Aoril 17, 1974

Mr. W. H. Lofroos, Chief

Division of Planning and
Progranciing

Department of Transportation

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 1 U. >, Uitice ot Management and buaget 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, programs, and
objectives. - The Secretary of Administration approves your subinission of
the conpleted 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 letter 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 Buaget 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, -

. ol /N
. '// R e 24
- ' E. E. Maroney// (;7”1

Chief |
Burcau of lIntergovernmenial Relations

Enclosures. B ,

EEN/T/KF .

£ ce—Hr. C. ¥, tonts de Oca | 16
: Mr. SCO. t1 Hilson E&RMNG AP RS ‘\9‘{’!}
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| STATE OF FiCRIDA

TV g0 ey o g R
Ligpartinent of State s
Tt CASDL .
TA(A-ASSEE 32304 -

RICHA:.:) (DYiCl:} STO:IE . ’ - ‘ ROBERT WILLIAMS, DIRLCTOR
SECRETARY OF STAT : ) DIVISION OF ARCHIVES, HISTORY, ARD
RECORDS MANAGUMENT

(904} 4688-1480

April 5, 1974

Mr. E. E. Maroney, Chief

Bureau of Intergovernmental Relations

Division of Statc Planning o .
660 Apalachee Parkway i

Tallahassce, Florida 32304

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

Dear Mr. Maroney:

We have reviewed the above project for possible impact
upon cultural Tresources 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, sites.may exist of
which we have no knowledge. 1f such evidence 1is uncovercd
during land clearing OT construction operations, We request

that this office be notified immediately.

The opportunity to comment 1s appreciated.

' - : - ' ,Sinhezcifs L, )
. T A ' L. ﬁzss MoxTell

: State ArcHaeologist and
i _Chief, Bureau of Historic
‘ Sites and Properties

LRM:MIT




STATE OF FLORIDA

Bepartwent of Htate

THE CAPITOL
TALLAHASSEE 32304

DIVISION OF ARCHIVES. HISTORY, AtD

SECRETARY UF 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, oI local importance were encountecred
during field survey. Therefore this project will have mo
impact on National Register or National Register eligible sites.

The opportunity to comment is appreciated. N
~
7 //4/
e g E T
W B Eal / % '/" Z’: .,-""l—/:‘ (Il ;L' PRt Ay M o

T [ T "/,:. '.
“Robert YAt il

State Historic Preservation Officer

RW/Wdb
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Februaxry 26. 1974

Mr. WH. N. Lofroos, P.E.

Chief, Bureau of Planning :
Florida pDepartment cf Transportation
€05 Suwvannee street

Tallahaseee, Florida 32304

subjectt TBRPC Clearinghouse Review No. 16474 ~ State Project No.
10060~1530; 10250—1510,'Hillsborough County

Dear Mr. Lofroost

pursuant to the provisions of the Office of Management 2nd Budget
Ccircular A-95 (revised), the staff of the Tampa Bay Regional Plan-
ning Council has reviewed the above mentioned‘project. The review
indicates the propousal for the upgrading of U.S. 41 is in keeping
with the local and xregional goals apd objectives for transportation
developument.

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

SincerelY.

Seott D. Wilson
reting Director

spy/imE

cc: State planning and pevelopnent Clearingﬁouse
MY . Ce We Honts De Oca., P.Ee.

PLAHHING

PR 9 TR - g
FES 2 81074
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Mismt 7 Jacksanville Tampa

FL. Plesce Kiseiat-oa

FARRIS BRYANT BUILDING
620 South Merndian Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32304

DOR. Q. E.FRYE, JR,, Direcctor *
H, E. WALULACE, Assistant Duector

April 8, 1974

Yr. T. E. Marcney, Chief : .
Tureau of Intergovernmental Relations ' '
Denartnent of Adninistration

660 Apalachee Parhkway

Tallahassce, Florida 32301

. B Re: SAL 74-C735, Hillsborough County

A

Dear Mr, llaroney: , -

Our Environmental Protection Section has reviewed the referenced "Advance
Kotification" submitted by the Denartiment of Transportation. Bascd-on the
Advance Notification, this apency has vo objections to the proposed aligrnent
of the nroject. LlLovever, we suppest that the folloving guidelines be imple-
mented during the planning, designing, and censtructicn of the proposed tuvadway.

1. All vetlands areas should be avoided whenever possible. If the crossing
of or the infringement uron definable watercourses (permanent streoms, rivers,
lakes, ponds, etc.) is unavoidable, the maxinum feasible cextent 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
wvere filled. Ve telieve that, as a winimum, bridging should include the extent
of the floodplain inundated bty the average anrual flood.

2. Strict turbidity control procedures and devices, including the use of a
turbidity diaper where aprlicable, should be used wvhenever the crossing of
definable wvatercourses is unavoidable. The turbidity level should te held to
uot only below the 50 Jackson Units standard set by the Denartment of Pollution
Control bhut to the lewast pessible level in order to ninimize the short term -
adverse effects on the associated aquatic ecosysten.

3. lherever possible, selective cleariung and grubbing sheuld be utilized

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

4. 1If the roadwvayv runoff from this project is anticirated to be discharped

aew

FLAORIDA GAME AND FrREsH WATER Fist Conmutizsion
. Al
cOoCK, JA., Cnigman . IAMES B, WINDHAM. CWILLIAM M. BLAKE © 0. L. PLACOCK, 4R, hf,“.;.;;,:; i

3%t

into the nearby watercourses. the runoff should not be allowed to discharge direcctly

into the watercourses since biologically undesirabtle and potentiallv toxic ele-

rents are freauent components of such stormwater draingaze.—These vITRCNCS  can

alter the ecolcgicnl processes needed to sustain a dedirahil¥ Giversity of ]
4 . ' _
.
' tntergs> = 7 S TN
. , . -
- | : f\PR O 1:3“\
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sy, E. E. llaroney
Pape 2 .

-

aquatic life

receiving waters.
- ol .

tvpe of runoff filtration

5, In lieu of concrocc~1iﬂed
relatively

constraints of the

111 also aid in filtering
runcif-

. Thank yvou for the oprertunity
. Fish Commission to comment on this

ment. 1f we can be of

contactl us.

HEU/Cil /s

and frenuently'nccelcrnﬁc
The final desinm of
sysien (oo,
tentfon pond& OT scdiment LYADNS, etc.) in crder to insure
runof £ will rot he discharped directlv into the nearby

troad grassead cwale-like ditches should be usnd unless
project's
to tire Tunoff filgration systim recermended above,

the eutrerhication nroct
this nroject shouid
a1louing sheet £lowr,

cesses in the
ingocparate serc
coratructinn de-
that the roadway
watercourses.

drainane ditches,

the physical
locale nrobibits their eracticnlity. I addition
swale-like drainage ditches

or steen sloped roalside

biolorically Jcletericus clements frem the roadway

afforded the Florica Ganme and Fresh later
orojeci during jts earlv stape of develen—

aony further assistance, please do not hesitate to

Sincerely,

-
?

FEaLE

£, Lallace
Assistant Director

.

A-21




T

STATE OF FLORIDA
ENT OF POLLUTION CONTROL

[l |
r

Y
NI
2562 EXILCUTIVE CENTER CIRCLE, EAST

MONTGOMERY CUILDING, TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32301

2=
o

PETER P. BALJET March 19’ 1974 . DAVXE‘.:;:_:‘EVIN

CUTIVE DIRCCTOR

Re: SAI: 74-0735 |
advance Notification

‘DOT Road Projects
Hillsborouch County

Y

Mr. E. E. Maroney

Bureau of Intergovernmental Relations

Division of State Planning - ‘
Department of Administration )
& 660 Apalachee Parkway :

Tallanassee, Florida 32304

Dear Mr. HMaroney:

The Department of Pollution Control has reviewed the above
referenced "rRdvance Notification", Five Year Worx Program,
relating to SR 45 (US4l) in Hillsborough County and has no
ohiactions to the nroject provided adequate measnures are

taken during construction to control storm water runoff.

Sincerely,

S S, ST o

Tim S. Stuart X
Chief ' ‘ ;
Bureau of Environmental Programs

¢

[
-
.

TSS:811

: _ ' GEE;;:;;T*?ffTW.
g,

EL‘.’:___ P
Intergovernae

MAR 20 1974

———rie

R p

J SAI ND, |
R Y - e ey
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{ JOHN R. MIDOLEMAS GEORGE RUPPEL ALICE C. WAIRWRIGHT W. D. FREDLRICK, JR.
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TINEY y ’ - |
ISR STATE OF FLORIDA | |
; - .~._'-J 2 . \ i
: ESD L I \ - \ :
' e ire | S , ey -
> AT Aot I r e ; 1 AV AL
N R DEPARTMENT Lt COMMUENITY AFFAIRS
Wil AA =
e, %2 e .
-
214 00 ASKE‘H,GOVERNOR EDWARD J. TROMEETTA, SEORITARY
SR —
RGENRCY GOVZRH!-&T.HT TECHIUCAL LSSISTANCE TRAVRING AND FACGF CoSIONAL C'.'.VELO?N'ENT
KIGRANT LABOR cocOoNOMIC OFPOP\TUNHY YETLAAND AFFALRT
PRIOR MOTIFICLTION AND REVIEN SYSTEM ' )
ME}-}ORP,NDU_M
TO: L. K. Ireland, Jx.. secretary of AGministration

LY
- ATTN: Ed Maroney. Chief, Bureau Of Intergovernmental nelations

FROHN: Edwaré J. Trombetta. gecretary of Community Affairs
. OBY: R. Charles Shepherd oo ' _ _
SUBJECT 2 Notification of fntent to Apply for Federal Funds -
DATE: ___March 14, 1974 ) '
RE:  REF. NO. (DCA) __ _SpPDC (SAI)__74"0735

Title: DOT - Hillsborough County

. o
r——

Applicant: Florida Department of Transportation

PUROV  ad

..-......._...,._..._,_..........._......__.,'..-'—..-..._..__...........

- The project identified above has been-reviewed in accordance

with O.M.B. Circular 7-65. Action recomamended:

) [:} phe project js consistent with the goals and objectives of the
Department of Community affaixrs.. Favoxable action reconmended.

[gl substantive comments have been received and are summarized in
the attacned. 5

‘:] . conference with applicant is xequest>d.
[:j The proiect is not conaistent with the geals and objectives
of the preartment of community hffairs. hpproval is not

xcc&mmended oy o eesong descy ibed in the attachad.

-+ ehment (5) .




. MEMORANDUYM

State cf Florlda
Department of Community Ajfalrs
DIVISION OF TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE -

PRIOR NOTIFICATION ALD REVIEY SYSTEHM

-

-

March 14, 1974

Uarry Schmertmann :
Chief, Bureau of _Local Assistance

R. Charles Shepherd

Review of Application for Federal Funds

Reubin Q'D. Askev, Governor Edward J. Trombetta, Secretery R. Charies Shenherd, Dt

REF. NO: {DCA) . sppC (SATY _74-0735

. Title: Hillsbourough County

L]

Bpplicant: Florida Department of Transnortatiovn

“Reviewer's Name & Title_Jim Sayes. CDS 11

}Reviewer's Comments (Attach additional sheets if necessary) :

4 This project looks OK to me. ‘There is no indication of whether
. there will be any displacees Or not. We may want to recserve comment
- until further information is available. . -

A*24
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Respondiag 1o Florida'’s Housing and Comnuunity Development Needs

La Yl 25 TS SN

e tloe Peetar Piecle Fact TPl Fiorida 323507

B b » Vit el s et A PR R B

PRV LT

T

O R

PRI S

8 reen

Cand

o o A ey

. st Aiyar - AN ot



&

o371

N

REUBIN O'D. ASKEW

G

*&?‘% pLANNGiG FEB 20 1976

2
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= STATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION

SOUTHWEST DISTRICT
9721 EXECUTIVE CENTER DRIVE. NGRTH, SUITE 200
RXXBOXXLIH
ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 26¥32 33702

JOSEPH W. LANDERS, JR.
February 18, 1976 SECRETARY
Hillsborough County AP :

QVERNOR

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 violation of ambient ik
air quality standards and will be consistent with the Air Im-
plementation Plan.

A complex source construction approval will be required before :
construction begins. 7 . o

Sincerely,

a . ' ’. )
William H. Brown, Engineer
Southwest District ’

WHB/ smw

cc: Diana Sawaya, Hillsborough
County Environmental
Protection Commission
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STATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTHMERT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION

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

£y

JOSEPH W. LANDERS, JA. -
SECRETARY

May 28, 1976

Mr. John W. Burdin, P.E.

District Planning Engineer

Florida Department of Transportation
P. O. Box 1249

Bartow, Florida 33830

ATTENTION: - Mr. Kenneth B. Allen

Dear 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
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 noilse
levels and associated impacts in order that redeveloped areas along
the project could incorporate proper land use and setbacks. }

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

—Sincerely,
2

| N~ L S
AL CQ /C‘;) LA E,Z«r’- i/‘éﬁ__

/, esse 0. Borthwick
Adwministrator
Noise Control Section

~ JOB/4irk
cc: obin Fletcher
A-26
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. 1 || PRESENTATIOR BI:
2
JOHR W, BURPLN
3 Planning Enginser
, . e Department of Transportation
’ . ¢ P. 0. Box 1245
. . s partow, Florida . 33830
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION . ¢
Public Hearing T o ? o ) N
'
December 18, 1975 8 LREREEZX
I
7:00 p.m. . SPEAKER PACE
. 10 || John Burdin 3-9
SUBJECT: Stete Project No. 10250-1510 1l Frank Black 9-22
" a
d ) . 12 || Andy Pandolfo 22-29
_ Stete Project Ho. 10060-1530 ’ v -
T- u
B .
% .
gillsborough County Courthouse *
Third Floor o
Tempa, Florida .
]
. .
19
) »
n
n
. Jrigival ‘7
Pages l-44
i . u
. N
i . ]
INDEPENDENT REPORTING FRRVICHE : -
CCRTULID MR THAND ALFIRTIRS -
. BUITL ML v MUPGAN FTRECT
TaMYa FLORIDA ta ] .
uy il : [ " . A
4
_—
. them, we think, are necessar foxr your iunf t -
1 The following pzpczediu;- of the public hearing of o ' ' ' © ¥ fox you aformerion
R And in order to, mayb t k 1
2 liche State of Florida Department of ".'rnnuportution, were g .- 2 ' ybe Jus eep you alert and
1} 3 help you snderstand some of the things we are
3 llhe1d on December 18, 1975, beginning &t 7:00 p.m., &t . .
i -
i sayin we have prepared & s11de presentation. 1
4 jiche Hillsborough County Courthouse, Third Floor, Tamps, '. . 4 yiogs prep ’ i ° °
H s hope that this helps you along end we will do our
s{iFlorids, before Kez Kirkland, C.5.R., Hotsry Public, T . )
. 'y best to try to have souething on that screen which
¢ lstate of Florida at Large.
, f 7 w11l relate to what ve sare saying.
i ) 8 This henrﬁ\g 1s being held in sccordence with
8 PROCEERLIEE s [ - »
- - -1} s the Federal Ald Bighway Act, 23 USC 101 et 8cBes
? uR. BURDIN: Ladies and geotlemen, i think everyone '
: i focluding t 68 Fed igh A d
ol 3s just sboui signed in. Good eyening. My pame 18 ¥ 10 ocluding the 19 ederal Highwey Act, &n
1 fi Jobo purdin. 1°m the Planuning Engloeer with tbe First E 1 . Chapter 334,211, Floride Highway Cede, and concernsg ’
i
1 pistrict of the Department of Trapsportation of the ; the following Federel Aid Frojects ipn Hillebornugh :
State of Florida. ) - T B County. Federal Aid Project Ro. M-6135(1). 4nd
B L
4y duty this evening is going €° be reul elsple- - “ chis s Scate Projest No. 10250-1510. This s
u
1I'm respousible ‘for conducting these proceed1ngs. . Stere Rozd 676 (220d Street Causevay) from che
3 A1s0 represeating the Dcpnrment of Transportation todey .

% Bigh Eagl apd ¥r. Andy gouth spproach cf the McKay Bay bridge cast
are Mr. Frask Biack, Bighw2y ko€ neer, -

v pandolfo, District Adninistration of Relpsation Assistaoceé, ‘PP"°‘1““-==1) 1.1 miles teo State Rusd 45 (US &1)¢

u and they will be participating iu these proceedingis. 1 and Federel ..1d Preject Ho. U-011-2 (57). This

{s Stete Project Ko. 10060-1530. Aud thie if

s s T N TET YR
"

FITEED TS S L speertariat,

v I'm sorry that we don't have s0UETBE from the Federel v
Eighway Aémipistration with us but they're pretty busy ' 2 state koad 45 (US 41) from the 36th Avenuve South
n : !
people a0d they weren't able to get bere this evening. A n {ntersection porth npproxima:ely 0.9 oiles to
N s . < un
1bis hearing i being beld 1o the Ruditorium. H n the 23rd Avenue south funterssctico.
n , Florida ¥
sh h County Courtbouse, in Trmpa, A
fillshorouk ¥ [ n Az each of you paesed the regictration dexk,
73 ‘i T.0% p.Te, g by the TR 1775. ¥e erc fgoing to s >
4] , . R ¥ 2 you were offered three pamphlets produced by
M B ¢ 7 b2 ¥y O . . T
[




e

3

u
‘;%

s

o

CHEEER

The two larger brochures titled "Your
Relocation", and "Coming Your Way," will be discusspd ‘ (: .-
jater. The smell pamphlets contzin a mep showing ’
the location of the proposed projects and an
article discussing the improvement and the alternazes
considered. The pamphlet also contains an
article gitlad. "The Federal-S5tate Partuership in
Highvay;." We recommend that you read this -
lrticle,:ln it describes the coopefltinn betwean
the Fiorida Department of Trausportation and
the Federal Highway Administrationm.

The Florida Department of T!lnlpot?ltion must
comply with the requirements of Sectiom 102 (2) (e) : (:
of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1369. - "
This Federal legislation establishes a broad - E B
national policy to promote efforte to improve the j .
relationship between Han and his envirooment and
.provides that, to the fullest extent possible,
the policies, regulations, and public laws of the
Uunited States shall ba interpreted and administered
in accordance with these policlies and goals.

Section 102 {2) (c) of the Rational Environmental
Policy Act 1is designed to insure that eavironmentall
considerations are given careful attention and

appropriate weight in the decisions of the Federal -

social, economic, and enviroumental effects of N
the alternates considered.
Theso projects #re based upon tha Tampa
Urban Ares Traneportation Study Plan. P
The Tampas Urban Area Transportation Study

Trxa has been in progress for a number of years.

-

This study process is the result of the 1962 Feders
Highway Act and is participated inm by 21l levels
of Government, Federal, State, and local, acd 1if

often referred to as the 3 "C" Planning Process,

chat is to say compreheunsive, cooperative, and

continui&g. This wezns the plan is mot cast im
councrete, it is & cooperative effort between all . .
levels of government, and 1s a contiouing N ..

process that keeps 1o step with changing times and - ..

AF .

attitudes,

o

The projected traffic for 22nd Street
Causeway nad US 41, gresent & challemge for rur :
highway engineers and point out &n obvious .
interface between two transportation modee, The
high v;lume movemeut of gnods on the railroad
across US 41 just south.of the 22nd Street
Causeway intersectionm, poses & considerable
deterrent to the movement of people, goods, snd ’ | :

services on the highway. The projected high volumf  ~ E;

A-28
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GCovernment. In accordance with the regulations £ox
complying with this law, we bave, in cooperation
with the Federal Highway Administratiou, prepared
g0 Environmental Statement in the "form of a drafe
Negative Declaration of eunvironmental impact.
The Federal Highway Administration Divisioe
Admiunistrator has spproved this document for
public availability.

Thus, the purpose of this hearing is twefold,
first is the availability of the environmental
statement to the public as anoouncad in our
poticas for this bearing. The second purpose of
the bearing is to provide a procedure: éallgned
to give all interested parsouns asn oppo?tunity 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 exists.

. This hearing is being held to insure that

an opportunity is afforded for effective participat
by interested persons in the process of deternining
the need for and the location of & federal-aid
highway and proviael a pubhlic forum for these ‘
interested persons tO express their views on the

najor highway design features, including the

ilon

' 8
of Cu:ng’:g‘éﬁi iatersecticn fromffouth to?iest
nndtTeturn,inchnte % need for a grade geparated
Movmmaat S0On rie Wesi pon v the Seeth
design,

The Decpartment of Treunsportation hae b;en
concerned with this situaticn for a number of year
and ectually scarted formal studies during October

"1973, and our preliminary finding toward a solutio
for this highuay transportation problem were
presented at a fublic weeting held April the 24th,
1974, 2f the Holiday Inn ocn US 41, just porth of
Interstate 4. )

The purpose of this meetinpg was to exchange
information -~ to imform the public of ;ur
preliminary findings and to secure thelir cosments
ip order that our recommendations would taku‘
into account the attitudes and opiniens of the
local citizens. The principle input from the
putlic consisted of one question; why have you
waited so long to get started? The answexr, of
course, lies in the Departwent of Treusportation's
lack of ability to fund & particular project. Duva
to the large number of transportation necds
compared to the limited availability of funds, we

ere making every effort to qualify these projects

for federsl fundings essistance. One of the &

L LT T i e 4_.'.:"'7""' TTTTETTTY ¢
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requirements for federal asaistance is the public
hearicg we are presently involved in. Durinmg our
April 25ch public meeting, we announced our
intention to prepare the draft negative declaratios
of environmental impact and proceed to the formal
public bearing as soon aa practical, Sinecs that

time, there have been a number of changes ead &

Fesulebans  and
e

s
proliferation of federsl of requirements

and due to these changes and additions of
requirements, we have ;xperlenced & considezable
delay. However, as we have previously announced,
the Federal Bighway Administratiocn Diviaion
Administrator, has approved the cnviro;mcntll
statement for public availability and we are
now ready to present our findings for this study.
The material we have on display and the
presentation you are seeing, has been prepared by
the Department of Traosportation District Planning
Scaff, aod the engineer in charge is Mr. Prank
Black. Mr. Black will wowv coutinus our
presentacion with his parration of the project

study. Hr. Black.

MK. BLACK: Thank you Mr. Burdin, Ladies
and gentlemen, as those of you who attended the

informational meeting held on April 25th, 1974,

The estimated traffic for 22ud Street
Cauaevay Boulevard {s based on historical
traffic data. The 1973 Average Daily Iraffic
was projected at 12,160 vehicles per drny. The
1980 ADT was projected to be 19,400, Aod this
is based on the present street system. The 1980
ADT, based on future street system, le 9,820
vehlcles. Now vhen we say future street system,
thege are representing the Palm River Expressway
to the porth and Interstate 1-75 to the esst,

The design speed for 22ud Street Cauceway Boulevar
will be less than 50 miles per hour.

The first alternate to be presented is tbe
Northern Alternate Rural Construction. The
existipg readvay would be overbuilt and re~surfece
for eastbound treffic. A new 24 foot roadvay woul
be constructed 22 feet to thbe aorth of the
existing roadway end would carry westbousd trs £fic

The Typical Section for this alternnte is
four lanes divided wirh = 22 foot raised median
wvith open ditches es the drainsge system.

YOICE: Would you back those

Excuse me, 6ir.
pictures up to we can understand them? You are
going too fest. Those pictures don't mean

Savt! ‘e aar ¥y e v 1D e Tl . o wind
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will recall, the departzent's presentation at that
time consisted of eight design alternates, five
for 22nd Street and three for US 41, At this
early meeting one of the design alrernates for 22aq9
Street, which proposed .overpassing US 41 with 22nd
Street, was discussed by the departzent as
being unfeasible and would not function wi:# the
amount of traffic projected on US 41. The
litern:te of overpassing US 41 with 22nd Street
was drcppad from furthar consideratiou.

From the information received, your main
concerns were: (1) ingress and egress from the
lbu:ting properties; (2) why the propecsed
improvement was not &lready counstructed; aad
genaral comments, The depsrtment has re-evaluatad
the Tewaining seven design alternates and the
presentation tonight will cover these design
alternates.

*  The first set of glides will cover the
four design alternates for 22nd Street Causeway
Boulevard, The beginning of any alternate for
22ad Street will be just east of the Seabreeze
Rest#urnn:, aod the alternate will traverse
easterly to the intersection of US 41, and 22nd

Street Causeway Boulevard, .

.l

n

25

doiog thatl

MR, BURDIN: éxcuse me just a moment, Suppos¢
we finish our presentetion and then we'll teke
a fecels and ve'll be glad to explain it ino as
wuch detzil as possible,

VOICE: TFine,
MR, BURDIN: These arc the identicsl things
that ve have in the ball,

VOICE: Fipe, okay.

MR. BLACK: The additiomal right-of-way
required for this alterpate 1s 60 feet and will be
to the morth of the existing roadway.

The right-of-way cost for the alternoate

is $315,750. The estimated cost for comstructiom
and engineering is $309,950, The total estimated
cost will be $624,950. Tkis particular cltermate
will displace six ipdividuals, thrae femiliss, and
nine bﬁ:inesses.

The uext alternszte to be presented 48 the
Southern Alteroate Rurel Construction. This
£ltecpate proposes overbuilding and re-surfaeing
the existing roadway for westbound traffic, A
new 24 foot rosdwzy would theo be couvstructed

22 feet soutb of the existiug roedwny in ordex

S : P AL
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for this alternate is basically the same as
described for the Northern Al:ernite with the
exception that the nmew 24 foot roadway which 1s
located 22 feet to the south of the existing
roadvay. The additional right-of-way required for
this alterpate is 60 feet and is located to the
gouth of the existing roadway. The right-of-way
cost for this alternate 1s $310,000., Tha cost for
engineering and coustruction costs 1s $392,700.
The total estimated cost 1s $702,700, This
alternate will displace 19 jadividuals, 6 families
and 7 businesses.

The third alterpate to be presented is the

f

Center Alteruste Rural Coustruction, This

alternate is centered along, the existing line

4 e gt

with new roadwaya in both directions, thereby caus og

a significant increase in construction cost.
The previous two alternates wvere biled ou the
consideration that onme of the existing roadway
ditches could be dressed aod utilized in the
proposed facility, hovever, under this concept
iovolving all nev constructien, 2o additiopal
22 feet of right—of;uay would be required for
the additional ditches.

The effects of a central alignment oo

n

"

N

2

acquisition of additional right-of-way are

that an additiomal

each side, which wouid greltlj increase property
dumag;, court costs, right-of-vay costs,.ﬁnd
relocation of people and businesses., The right~
of-way cost for this alternate is $483,400. The
estimated construction and engineering cost 1z
$601,700. The displacees fe! this alternate are

25 individuals, 9 families and 14 businesses.

For this alternate

$1,085,100.

The fourth alternate to be presesnted tonight

for 22nd Street is

-,

14

41 feet would be acquired from

the total cost would be

the Center Altermate Urban

Construction. At this time, this 15 the Departmeng’s

preferred alternate and represents & najor
divergence from the three: rural alterpates

previously described since it advocetet [}

facility which can

the existing right-of-way. This alternate 1s
centered in the existing right-of-way and features
an enclosed drainage system. This drainzge

system jncludes gutters At the edge of the

travel way which collecte and conveys surface

water to inlets, them to the underground storm

sever Eystem.

be vittually.constrncted within

15

The physical dimensions across the travelsd we&ys

are identical to the rural alternates, but it ‘1s the
removal of the roadvay ditches which allow this
llter;ate to fit within the exieting 100 feet of
right-of-way width., Urban type of construction 1is
more expensive than rural type coustruction and

eny &ltervate which incurred significant right-of~
way €ost, right-of-way damages, OF displacements,
would prove ecounomically imprudent. Therefore, -
we have considered the center altermate to be the
only viable urban altermate.

The only right-of-way cost for this altermate
is the triangles required in the inters;ction
returns; estimazed &t $350, The constru;tlon
and eugineering cost is estimated et $709,500.

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

The next set of slides will cover the three
design alternates for US &1. The beglmning of
the alternate clomg TS 41 will be mpear Delaney
Creek, and extend portherly through the intersec~
tion of US &1 and 22u0d Street Causewdy Boulevard,
apd end mear 23rd Avenue South.

The estimated treffic for US 41 is based

on historicel crafflc data, The 1973 Average

1

7

1

217}

b

paily Traffic was projected to be 26,560 vehicles
per day. The 1980 Average Daily Traffic 1s 42,360
Now again, this is paged on the precent street
system. The 1980 ADT on the future street syptex
would be 25,550, with the year 2000 ADT increasing
to 67,600, As 1 did on 22nd Street, the future
gtreet systems are the Pal; Eiver Expressway to
the north and lnterstate 75 to the esgct.

The design speed for U5 41 will be more thanm

50 miles per hour.
All alternates
ovexrpass at the Sea

track crossing, loc

and six traeffic lanes vhich are waxranted by

the design traffic

The first alternate to be presented is the
Regular Dismond lnterchenge. This altermate
includes the construction of a grade Bep&zlt;g
overpass et the Seaboard Coestlime Railroad
crossiug on US 41, south of the jotersecticn of
US 41 and 22nd Street Causeyay Boulevard, and

the construction of a regular diamond interchange &€

the iatersection.

is ccincident with

US 41. The dispond imterchange will require the

16

for US 41 will provide an
bosrd Coastlinpe rnll;old

sted south of the intersecrion,

volumes.

The elignment of this altervate

the existlog alignaeat (34

P
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The pext alternate is a Tight~Diamond
Interch;nge on the Existing Alignment, This desig
offers significant imptoveme;tt in capacity as wel
as right-of-way savings when compared with the
previoucly mentioned alternate. " In this design,
two dual left-turn movemente can be provided with
a substantially greater turuning redius than can
normally be provided at an at-grade intersection
or vith a regular diamond configuration. Ano:he;
very desireable featureof this alterpate is the
ahility to allow U-turn traffic from the ramp
frontage roads, The ability to provide for U-turn
movement which allows motori?és to rev;rsc their
direction of travel, is very important in congestes
urban areas vith commercial development adjacent
to the ramp~froutage ronﬁs.

The Tight-Diamond Interchange on the Existing
Aligoment is the only alternate which will allow
f;ture construction of a grade separation over
the Seaborrd Coastline Railroad crossing cast of
the interchange, without modification of the
eastern ramps during the railroad overpass
constwuction, l

Use of this alternste would delay disruption

of the interchange by é;;‘nt-grnde rafilroad crossir

n

) construction of two signalirzed intersections on

2 22nd Street at the ramp terminals io order to

3 handle the turning movements of the intersectiom.
4 Operstionally, this concept should be considered

s as narginally adequate and a-definite need for

I additional capacity is indicated.

7 If this Diamond Interchange is constructed an
] the estimated traffic occurs as forecasted for 22m
9 Street Causeway Boulevard, we can expect disrupted

© operation of the interchange by the year 1985,

n Thie disruption vill be brought about by traffic
17 back-up, stopping for train traffic at Fhe track
[=] crossing on State Road 676, east of the interchang
u A grade separation will be required for this
111 track crossing at such time and Tamp revislions
173 would become necessary in order to provide necessa)
(Y] distance for proper vertical alignment,.

13 The additionsl right-of-vay required for

A9 this alternate is 24 acres, The cost of this
2 additional right-of-way is §$2,167,125. The
27 construction and engineering cost for this alterne
n is $4,620,000, The total estimated cost 1s
Fey $6,787,125. The number of dieplacoes for this
24 alternaze ere 78 individuals, 30 families, and
2% 42 businessee. .

.
19
1 .to :h;rT§97,1£ the reconstruction of 22nd Street
2 Causeway Boulevard has mot been completed by that
3 time, .

Y] The additional right-of-way for this alternatd
(] is 15 acres., The cost is estimated at $1,394,625
é for this required right-of-vay. The counstruction
7 snd engineering cost for.thg alternate ie $6,050,0
3 The total estimatecd cost for this alternste is
] $7,444 ,625, Thie particular alterpate will
» displace 32 individuals, 12 femilics end 14
n bJsinessel.

v The third alternate to be presented for US
41 is the Tight-Diamond Interchange ufécat 132
feet to the east of the existing alignment. The
15 features utilized in this &ltermate &re similyr
1% to thos; utilized ip the preceedinp alterpate and
inelude the railroad grade separation sud a tight-
di .mond interchange at the 22nd Street Causeway
7] Bouievard intersection. This alternzate differs
» from the preceeding slternate in that it ultilizes
N an sligoment which is offszt to the esast of the
n exicting alipmmeot in order to evaluate the effectf
b} of ecquiring all of the right-of-way from the least
o developed side. The Department's evaluarion of tb
25 plfert L dfgpeenr fe ghot thas e mnto© viabde

n

n”
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altervate for the following reasons.

The connecting points with the existing elign-
ment were made at ground level for consideration
oEvsaie:y. This had the effect of lengtherning the
construction limits by approximately one half
wmile,, thus increesing the construction cost znd
emount of right~of-way required.

The alternete would rot allow sﬁé¥;:I:nt
distance to overpass the Seaboard Coastline tracks
on 22nd Street Cuuseu;y Boulevard., Significant
distance for ap overpass could have been provided
by offsetting the aligument to the vest rethar
than to the east, but since this would iveresee
the right~of-way costs and cince an eventuel grade
separation at the railroad would still be required
wvhen the four lani;g of 22ad Styeet Causewry
Boulevard bechmes justified by the traffic demands
it was not felt that euch an alternste would be
warrented,

The offset alijnment with ite curved
connections results in ap indirect and less safe
alignment which 16 econorically unjustified aud
which will have operatiopal characteristics
pearly ldenmtical with the aorc prefereble center

- 3
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i - Right=of-way &cquisition should take place during )
alternate is 28 acres with the cost of right-of-way
" . 2. the year prior to thdt.
being $1,350,000. The construction and engineering N
3 With improvements guch as these, disruptiom -
3 cost of this alternate is $6,816,370, The total ] . .
. - 4 and inconvenience are always & major concerm, »
estimated cost for this alternate is $8,166,370. o
s especially to those who live along the existiag -
The number of displacees for this alternate is 45 - <
$ facility. For those who are displaced, they fall )
[ individuals, 17 families and 20 busincsses. ) f H
7 it o & category of either individvals, families, ~
At this time, of the three design alternates ot
- L businesses, farms or mom-profit organizaticns. 7
presented for US 41, the Tight-Diamond Interchenga . ) '«!
¢fe Existing Alignment is th Department's Mr. A. R. Pandolfo is the District Administragor.
on the e .
. . 1 of the Department's Relocation Assistant Program ard
preferred alternats, This next s2ries of slides :
n will now continue the presentation om the benefits .:
will show a comparison of the existiwg facility " {lable th W eht u PacdolE 1 =
avaflable roug 8 program. r. Pandolfo, W
2 as seen from the air, to the Department's . Ces " . B
. ¥R. PANDOLFO: My name is A, R. Pandolfo. =~
preferred alternate along the existing aligument. C X ) - i
. - M 1 am & member of the Right-of-Way Staff of the vy
As you can see, the preferred alternate is compact 3_
‘ - 15 Florida Departpent of Transportatiom. My purpose .
in design, but yet it will still handle the : A
: . B bere is to provide inforwmation on the Department's o
soticipated increase in traffic capacitye. : 5
s 17 Relocation Assistance Program. To facilitete B
The next slide is an artist remdering of the . e
. 1] everyone's understanding of the benefits available ‘
Department's preferred alternate utilizing the - » ve bave prepared slide and & record 4 oxcrative .'
. e e e e ol .
tight-diamond jnterchange geometxic and &s you Ree, K - 2
ol ) 22 to be preseated at this time. s
the rendering aleo shovws the railroad grade ] o
- ,;I N (51ides were shown alomg with the following marrative)
separation just south of the interchange on US -
- ? 3 . n The State of Florida Department of Traunsportat iom
41, Thic overall view shows how these two proposed , n L 13 Full 11 {th the Fed 1 Uniform i
& B s 1y full compliance with the Federa nifo 3
5 improvements relate to each other. The proposed . u fel . Assisance ‘d eal B ey Aeq huion; ';
= elocation Systsm an ea roperty Acqu .
{fmprovements are presently scheduled for : ( ?
- 28 Policies Act of 1970. The services and payxents :
construction to begin during the fiscal year 1978/79. : )
g - . ‘:~
. :
v 3 i
) 23" . . e e e e 2
on
] are provided rpetine Stlteiflnlncel l’roject‘ aa vell . 24
1
as Federal Ald Projects. This program minimizes and will be explained in detail to the persons to
2
_u hardships to the persoas Lovolved, end avelds R » be relocated early enough to provide for orderly
2l
4 unneceisary delays to the higwey program by . and tidy moves. . .
} coordinating these services with the people't 4 ! It is the policy of the State of Floride
_ ﬂ needs and right-of-wey clearsace. . . 5 Department of Transportationm that no person shall
) b d i h ireg
7 Studies are madc on each proposed highway [ e displace fto?:: his dwelling until he hes acquire
2 e ' b £ .d lacement housi
project to aspure that theére wvill be available 7 or has eft: :”fe:;i“:le"?:::eazp acenent Lousing
. s availabl b hout to ra
PE housing meetiog decent, safe, and sanitsry standardp. s that Lsjavailable to im without regard £o ruce,
11 ti 1 i . Other
10 Such available housing must also be withinm the s coler, religion, sex, or national origin ¢
t £ 1 d d 11 ioi
financial means of the persons being displaced. w statements of policy and more detalls pertaining
‘ v beuef taioed 1 :
- Primarily, this program is desigmed to help the 1] to payments and other bemefits are contalne n A
¢ 12 the brochure, “Your Relocation,” which is available
1+ relocates thaa, find new places to live, .s pbow - - R -
: Tt bere tod E
ferm, or & new business location, and to defray . C B ere tecay.
: .- H . fght-of-Wey Staff is prepared
- to the greatest extent possible, without regard . u ervices The Righ y prep )
' assi 1 t in £icdi adequate replacement
1) to race, celor, religion, sex, or nationsl originm, : . ® to assict & relocatee Im Linding eq 4 ]
‘ e ing, 1 ing lends neles, eod approvad
the reasonable and mecessary costs imcurred by R 1 » bousing, in contacting lemding ege €& 24 R
) g d ing clains for payment.
- those required to move by highway construction. - r woving firms, an :.n processing £1A%AS, paymen :
r. .
B, locat i withio the .
. Individuals, fanmilies, businesses, farm s, 18 . € will assist the,locatee in any way ! z
y . » law and his capabilities, to relocate into b
operations, ‘'or mon-profit organizatfoas that are t
: . adequate replacement housing with the sisizum of :
- to be displaced because of the acquisiticn of o 1 4 2 ¢
21 disruption to family or business routine., .
right-of~way on this project are entitled to certaih .
. 2 Advisory services sre available to all persons
i reloctition services aad payments, Thess pervices -
1 d diminsterad affected bs highway construction, regerdless of 5
- = paymcnts are S by the right-of-way B ed by highway ! &
- I whether they are displaced, Faymetts for moving
staff of the Florida Department of Transportation, X
* ( . 25 expenset, An individual, famify, business, fere
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$ox this project, a representative of the

%
operstion, or non-profit organization is antitled
to payment for actual, reasonable, movinz expenses
for a distsuce of not more than 50 miles in wost
cane:; provided that he occupied his property at
the time negotiations commenced for this property
and the property is subsequently acquired by the
Department,

The oc¢ccupant of a re;idepca, including mobile
homes, may move and be reimbursed for actmal
expenses, or he may move according to a moving

expense scheduls, Payments for business moves =~

u;:%zu/-;er of a buginess, or farm cperztion 1t
entitled to payment for actual, reszsonable moving
expenseas, Under certain circumstances, he nay
elect te receive & payment of not less thaa -
$2,500, nor wora than $10,000, instead of woving
expenses,

Payaments for non-profit organirzatioss, A
non~-profit organization 1s entitled to receive
payment for actual &5 reasopable moviung expenses.
Uader certair clrcumstances, & nou-profit organiraq
tion may be eligible to receive a $2,500 payment
inst:nd of moviog expenses, Under certainm

conditiouns, the owner/occupaut of the dwelling

for n;ora than 180 days, may be entitled %o =

et - e |

27
proc:durci are fully explained in the brochure,
"Your Relocation.” After it has been determined

which properties will be needed for the right-of~va

Florida Department of Tramsportation will furnish
each owner and tenant at the start of negzotiations
for individual parcels, with & copy of +Ik£brochure.
"Your Relocation,” and further details concerning

the relocation assistance program. Each individusl]

his bous
to be displaced will be contacted nndA a 3

. “ord recorded
oequirements de.t:nztm:dﬁfor use in assistipg bin

to relocate.

A listing of ¢ie aveilable Act of Housing
in tl‘me project area will be mainteined in &
designated office., All relocstees will be given
a written guarantee that they wil! not be required
to vacate thelr dwelliny or business for a period
not less than 90 days from the date of the letter
ifu wvhich the guarantee is given, or untli zdequate
replacement property is avallable for immediate
occupaucy. .

_A thirty-day vacetion notice is also glven
to all relocatees at such time as thz Departuent

ac
hes coutrol of the property s#®quired, Control of

the y (pevty wesns the day after the dace of closln

replizeaent Lousing paywens £od other payments, the

v 1 total of which may be up to but not execeeding
) 3 $15,000. A dicplaced tengnt/occupant or owner/oceu
. ) 4 of less than 180 days but more than 90 days, undeT
s certain conditions may be entitled to a replacement
of an Omount
[ housing paymeat, nct to exceed $4,000 to either rent
g' ? or purchase adequate repllc‘;nent housing.
8 There are many zets of circumstances under
9 which the relocatee could be entitled to a replaceun
%0 housing pay-ent. Each licua'tion will be evaluaced
n and tﬁ% options will be expleined to them personall
12 ' by the Right~of-Way ageat.
o *) Increased interest peyments. .An owner/
C =" occupant of more than 180 days may be compensated
for the edditional cxpense encountered by psying
. w higher interest rates for 4 new mortgage om the
7 replacement property. »
An atigble
, 1 Incidental expenses. K relocatae whe
. 19 purchases & replacement dwelling, wmay be eutitled
20 to reimbursement of expenses incidental to the
2 purchase. 1ln other words, closing costs,
n Appeal Procedures, In case the relocatee is
23 dissarisfied with the ruling on his eligibility
- 4 for relocation payments, or be approved for nope
(‘ - 25 payment, he bas the right of appeal. The =zppeal
]
s |} or In litigated cases, the date the monles wvere
( . 2 available to the principles of the parcel in the
: 3 registx_'y of the court, In any eveut, the 30-day |
L ’ 4 vacation notice cannot expire prior to the expirati
5 of the 90-day guarintee given in the letter
3 discussed with the preceeding slide.
7 You are cautioned mot to jeopardize your
s eligibility £or bemefits by moving before the
~9 initiation of negotiatioms for your property.
0 An additional fuformational brochure
n entitled, "We May Be Coming Your Way," is availzble
12 here. This booklet is designed to help you better
R -0 understand our Right-of-Way acquisitionﬂpzoceduret.
(' . {This. concludes slide presentation)
. s MX. PANDOLFO: On ttm project 10250-1510,
. % the alternate on Causesey Boulevard from US 41
)] to the south approach to the 22ad Street Causcuay
18 Bridge was selecteld, There will be no displecement
19 ofl oy kind,
. 2 For project 10060-1530, the Tight-Dizsicnd
21 Interchange, tie Existing Alignment wes eelected,
2 Approximately 32 individuals, 12 fawilies, &nd
E 23 14 bl;sinesses, including 3 ousdoor advertising sign
- 2 wiil be displecéd, There will be no displacement
(- 5 of favne tx nou-probit erperirntican,
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been on d;splny here in the Courthouse siace
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The prescnt real estate market reveals that th
are aople comparable resources to accomplish
the ditpilcement caused by this project.,

To eccomplish the necessary relocation in an
o;derly and humane manner will require approximatel
nine months. It is estimt::d that during those
months, the real estate market will not have changd
|1gni£i£antly jnsofar 83 the preseat availability
is concerned. , . .

The relocation assistance prograc is
gdministered from our office at 453 Fifth
Avenue, South, ir St. Petersburg, Our.telepbanel
number is 893-2591, B

I shall be pleased to discuss specific
qye:tions copcerning individual relocation problem
d;ring the recess or after the close of this
hearing: Anyone who did not obtzin & capy of
the informatiomal brochure entitled, "Your
Relocation," may receive & copy at the registratiol
desk at the close of the meceting. An agent
from the Department will contact each relocates
to provide relocation assistence at the time an
offer i made for the property.

Coples of state and Federal Assistance

regulations are available for public inspection

31
sgsistance program,

The preliminary plans for the project have

December 8, 8nd representatives from tha
Departmert of Transportation bave been here for
£n hour to answer questions 2nd try to cxplﬁin

the alternates. Ve eincerely hope that iny
questions you might have had bave been amswered
during our presentation. We elso realize that
you may wish to take another look &t the plans
as & result of our presentation, and we &re
golng to take & brief recess for that purpose,
During the recess, we wast to nake Fure your -
questions are ancwered, and wve heve sevexel people
from our District Planning Stafi here to help
you., Questions about the location end design
alternates should be directed to Mr. Black. To
eesist wich questions about location and design,
we have Mr. Halcolm Vhitman, our Route Studigg
Eugivneer, Mr, Lewls Dykes is &lso & Route Studies
Engineer, and Mr. Dlan Post 1z en Eogineeriug
Techoician, For those ol you vho have guestiond
sbout Relopation Assistance or Right~of~¥ay
Acquigition, MNr. Fandolfo wlll be available teo

belp you.

13

ere

Lo

-

and copying at the Departient of Transportstion

. 2 Office in Bartow, 'Floridn.
" ) 3 Thank you for your attention, aud I turn the
‘ 4 meeting back tokHr.'Burdin. ‘
; ] vbl;a: Sir, could I ask one question of 1
i ] youl
é' ? MR, BURDIN: T would prefer that you let
L L] us wind this up. We've g;t sbout five minutes
’ and then we zre going to take & :aces..‘ HMr.
e Pandolfo will be available to answer questions,
n or any other number of people here will bs
available,
(; . VOICE: Well, this is a question c;ncerning
. everybody in here really. -
. 15 MR. EURDIN: Well then why doa't we wait
. 1B until we finish with what we have to szy. We
” might accidentally answer it for you.
R 1 VOICE: Fine,
w MR. BURDIN: Timunk you, Ladies and
gentlemen, this completes our presentation, We
2 have described our procedure for complying with
! 2 the National Enviroomental Policy Act. The
n location”of the project and the mejor design
4 F details have been discussed by Mr. Black, HMr,
(: . 235 Pandolfo has discussed the Department’'s. relocation
32
] Mr, Alan Shop?ye: is an Eunvirocmental
¢ 2 Specialist, and will bevnvniltblc to ansver
": 3 questions and discuss the draft environmental
Lt I statement, Mr. Bryap Williams is our public
[ {nfornation cocrdinator and we request that anyone
Iy who wishes to make a preeentation or otherwise be
M 7 heard, plezse ece Mr. Williams and obtain an
& information card so we cau recognize yo; following
9 the recess,
10 I v&nt you to know that we are not trying to
" agsemble & “CIA" type EiI; on gnyose, but sometizes
12 it 1s necessary for us to correspond vicp individua
=t 13 who appear &t our hecariugs and these cerds &re
) (; . 1 very useful for that purpose.
é . 15 As stated in our'‘legal edvertiscment, this
} % hearing sctually continues for tem days. This
| %] time is provided in order for you to supply wvs witl
18 your comments or furrish us zdditionzl informatiem
) ® in writing. ¥e also realize that there are &
2 lerge number of people who 30 not wish to spesl =t
2n public gatherings, but would respond by wail if
7 the opportumity vere provided,
! 2 At this time I thiok we will recess uotil
X . 2 eight o'clock,
( 25 {Recess v&s held}
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MR, BURDIN: Ladies and gentlemes, this
hearing is in session. In preparation for this
hearing #ud ian compliance with the Floride
Statutes, we mailed out approximately 130 ooticea
to propertyﬁ;vnern who we thought would be affected
by this project or by the ;gé:;:;’thlt was
considered, In addition to that, we sent notices
of thia hearing to all the elected officials ged 4
%;‘u the appoin:m:ln Rillsborough
County. - According to our registration desk, we
have some 51 people signed in., I dom't know whethd
there is lnyoﬁé that didn't sign o or mot, I
think this shows that there is & good interest .-
in this project and I certainly appreciate all of °
you takidg the time out frow the things chat yoa
do to come bere 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
an going to call their nawes and vhen they comes
up to the microphone, I would sppreciate it if
you would repeat your mame and if you represent
anyone other than yourself, would you please tsll

Lortbar
us that, too, If there is any service ve can be

> I B(

10

n

14
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Committee reviewed the proposed improvement &nd
recoumended that the DOT go shead and complete
thif improveoent. It's 2 very valuable improvement
to the area to move traffic in the City of Tampe
gouth and east. In zdditiou, ve do fcel that afceq
this is completed, some studies should be given
to the possibility of g%;;g'::ixng the traffic
from the bridge north to Adamo Prive,

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

MR, JAES: "My teme is Arthur Jaeb. I would
1ike to koow which alterpate on this -=- on U3 &1 -
vhich alternate wags it the one that the Department
of Transportation was intercsted in?

HR. %fégéz Right now we faver the center
alternate, The one that goes right down the middlsg

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

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

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

MR, BLACK: Yes, sir;

HR. JAEB: Also I would like to know vhat

method the Departmen: of Transpevration ured in

drtetmitdng, the vost ol zigbli-oa-vey &5 for aw

o

3

LE
to you, maybe get you sofe more dezailed informatic
we will certainly try.

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

MR. SMITH: My name is Howard Smith. My
queccion has been anévered, buc I think it concerny
some other people, so I will ge ahead 8nd say
what it was., 1 have a place on Causeway Boulevard
and I was concerned »=- they are not takiong any
property, but they are building sidewalks aul
things xight up to my property line, taking my
ditch evay, This is 21l of our draimage. So
I was concerned on this, but some man outside
told me that any ditch coming to it, thay would
be forced to have a drginﬂg; outlet to it. So,
this is & real concern to.me, because this is our
only drainage out there.

MR, BURDIN: That's right, Mr. Smitk, The
slternate that ve are recommending will hnve.nn
enclosed drzipage system. It -will be undefgrrﬁ::;
Mr. William Courser.

¥MR. COUKSER: ¥y name is Willlam Courser, 1
\ am the Chairman of the Taopa Urban Area Jranspor-
tation Study of the Citizen's Advisory Committea.

At our recent meeting, the Citizen's Advisory

35
acquisition of land and busivess displacement?

MR. BURDIN: Mr, Jaedb, we use methods thet
are developed by the appraisal profession. ¥e go
throogh the same process. We do uot feel that lt'
this stage of the game it would be werraated to bavs
an officlal appraiscl made since the right-of~vway
acquizition f3 scill two years Or more away, Thes
appraisals would mot be valid, Bot we do have
people who are trained in the business of makirvg Jaa

upﬁrsisals and we use the procedures that they do,

MR. JAEB: I see. In other words, nothiag

£ixedl

MR. BURDIN: Absolutely, Hr, Mertimes.

ME. MARTINEZ: Micheel Fertinez. My quastion
is you people are proposing the center alteraate
to the 22nd Street, the cost vas sbout §702,000,
Looking at the chsrts cut there, the northexn
glternate is somevhat cheaper, about $76,000
cheaper. Ia the: interest of everysody concernmed,
and myself &s a taxpayer, it 1looks like this is e
chesper route. WVay are you poeople going the other
waYye .

MR. EURDIK: 1n this particulsr imstance,
one of the overridicg factors is the cisruptlion

of preperty tn sxcquive that additioon]l rirhn-ofeway
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1 when the facility can be built substuntially. less. ! your comments. I think they ere well taken,
2 1f we go into acquiring that additional right-of~wa 2 Ladies and gentlemen, this completes the cards
) ve Would huif’: a pr-Jo;I that would be 3 that we have filled out, 1Is there anyone else
4 moderately and in the overall scope of whet wa ‘ that would like to come up and meke a statement?
s are trying to gut accomplished, I don't believe s We would be happy to kave you do 80, and immediat
6 that the disruption of this property out there woul ¢ Mr. Williams will look you np and have you £111
7 be warranted. Iu other words, vhat we're saying 7 out & card aftervards,
(] is that we have enough right-of-way out there to s HRS. MEYER: My paoe fs Dorothy Meyer,
] build the project that will do the job, and eny i H-e-y-e-r. 1 own some property right off of 41
) 10 time tha;: we can accouplish this, we do try. 1 on the west side. What 1 want to know <= my
- i MR. MARTINEZ: But wouldn't this give you n propexrcy is c-2 property and vhen this comes
2 the right-of-way to expand:‘:ha flow of ;raffic. » 12 with the bank in back of my house, this damage
_ o Edvnzrnnc puch expension? . C . 13 to my property, what chance does it have of
- HR. BURDIK: 1 think the traffie projection - u being C-2 property?
9 that we have for this particular project is based - ¥ FR. BURDIN: Thet's & question that we would
#3¢ Tampe Uthan Afea Transporiation sty
“ on 2 very detailed study, The indications are T % have to refer to your local rzouning board, and
o v} that the traffic ve have can well be accomodated v if you would get with My, Willisms 2nd £111 that
18 on & four-lane é’;i'g,mw_ E . ) L card out, we'll certainly contact them. They
v MR. MARTINEZ: You are talking about the ¥ won't write you, but we'll write you end tell
- % traffic at presenmt? ’ 0 you what they told us,
2 MR, BURDIN: -Ko, the traffic is projected il MRS, MEYER: I mean they cam call it C-2, bu
L n for the year 2000, I believe it's in the n as far as vnlue‘, is what I mean. And then these
5 peighborhood of 26000, . ) a, ’ mobile homes, whon they are moved, they can't
u MR, MARTINEZ: Thank yomn. ‘ . A put any more there, so you have to be so far from
L 25 MR, BURDIK: Thank you very much. We zppreciate ( . 25 the road and so forth, can you even use the prope:
. ; ‘
=L e ‘ S
' 39 40
! latert | a value of C-21
- 2 MR, BURDIN: 1If that turus out to be the case,| . 2 ’ ) MR. BURDIN: 1t definitely would have a
: ’ 3 those “ould be considerations thet would be made ¢ - 3 tremendously reduced value, I'm confident of that,
‘N 4 in the appraisal. Our estimates for this right~of-~ .- " 4 MRS, MEYER: I meen, I hate to be a fuss
- s wvay scquisition are based upon procedures developed ' 5 ‘budget, but I mean, it's my property, and I know
¥ by the appralsal profession, One of the overriding 6 it wouldn't heve the same value.
.7 fcatures orv £u::':rc in{m:kting such en appralisel is . ' ‘;7 MR. BURDIN: 1f 1 was in your shoes, Itd
, 8 the legal use or éxista;;ﬂ lend, That resainiog . 5 probably be a fuss budget, too. I think your
: 9 property 16 going to have some wvalue, but 1f it 9 que’stlon 1s well mke:\’and ve will do our bect
”} 0 no lenger has & value for its present zone . ' A 1 to find out just vhat the situntion fc.
' n ) clnssif.lcl'tlnn, then that 222 becomes a factor n MR'S. MEYER: Thaok you very much,
12 in estimating the 2mount of damages that would . MR. BURDIN: Thenk you. Is there emyoune
13 ‘ba due to you, 1f you are not able to get sn . .- B elsec.
- 128 sunsver from vour lecal zoning baard, we would ) - ‘., - u VOICE: Do you have & timetable =~
15 ba happy to go see them £ud try to get an &nswer s MR. BURDIN: The gquestion from the floor ==
16 for you 1f you vant us tol 18 1 was going to go over this again, but this iz a
L v HRS. KEYER: Ther can tell you later on vhat . v good opportunity to do it, Right nov we project
1 you cam use it for? E -3 that wonies will be available, and this is based
1 MR, RURDIN: T think they can rell you what T . upon state funds and federal funds, and of cocxee,
-, 20 would hzppen with thet particular parcel afrer ’ 2 federal funds ere based ob Congress., .And the
2 ve had tiken so -E“:h ef it to bulld the bighway 2 present enticipation of federal fuade Ls that
2 improvement, Thaey would tell you whether ~- what 2 ‘f.bcir poney &nd the statesmoney put together
i e Fe 4 you ct?‘uld do with it. Right now, that's &s far ’ 5 will be enough to builé this project during
. 2 e 1 ceo po with ie, ) . 2 the fiscal year 1976-1373. Fov, the rifé!’lt-nf-wﬂ.y
g ' £ MRR. MEYER:  But it‘defirdl.t?ly vosldatt have R N 28 would have to Le cleared before thst co;ld «tATL,
B © A-36
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) So we would say that a nine-month proceos for ! of Transportatiou Dlstrict Office in Bartow,
2
2 relocation assistance, for example, then the L. Florida,
- M - i
3 right-of-way phese will begin in the previous .. 1f anyone wishes to submit written statements
1 . .
4 fiscal year, and of course, that would be July * ‘ or other exhibits in place of, or in addition to
\ s
L] the 1rt, 1977. That would be the earliest date : oral statemonts, thoy may do so., Writtem
A that we would start anything based upon our ' ¢ statements and exhibits will be accepted and
? current schedule, Fledse bear in mind that ~ 7 recorded as part of this bearing 1f mailed before
e [} ;
] our schedules have to be qualified because this December 29, 1975 to Hr. C. W. Monts De Oca,
9 # ot money in the bank, this is money we think 1 ’ District Engineer, Departument of Transportation,
e 1 .
10 .
10 we are going to have in that parcicular fiscal kost Office Box 1249, Bartow, Florida. .The
" " year ° n © zip code 1is 33830,
* - ' - )
L]
Q Is there anyone else who would like to ba . v This is the same address that’s i“.ﬂ“
- - N . e
. 13 a part of this or have their presentation as part C - little pamphlet that you've becn 3’”;“; and it's
: L1 T
- u of this recordl If aot, ladies and gentlemen, if shovs at the b°“°: of :.he article =3t the
) . 5 oclpzrd e 12,
15 you would bear with me, I would 1like to read just ! Federal, State, 28t s Righvers  Those
" a dbrief cluing statement N % of you who may wish to inquire about relocation
w The transcript of the \:lnz:te procecdings of . 7 agsistance, their address that Hr. Pandolfo gave
te you and their telephone number is stamped on
w this hearing end copies, or reference to vritten . !
. * b | 10 " n L]
w statements or exhibits, together with coples or ? both, “Your Relocation,” and "Coming Your Way,
r.i]
2 reference to materials made available before the brochure.
2 hearing will be available for public inspection n There being mo one else present wishiog te
b} and copyirng mot later than the date the transcript z a5k a question or meke & statement, I hereby
)}
-4 1s forwarded to our Federal Aid Department for _ close this hearing.
1]
. u further actico., The above-mentioned material will ( ‘ u Ladies end 3"’:1“""‘“' 1'd like to repeat vhac
: 28 be on display at the State of Florida Department - 3 I sald when we ended the recess, Ve do apprecilate
’
o &3
] your coming here and lListening and watchieg what : e
2 we have come up with, to spend your highway tax ) 1 CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER
. , .
- d . W k ic' : : 2
3 ollars e think it's a valid and vital IR STATE OF FLORIDA )
° 4 improvement, and we look forward to the day when .. ‘ 3 COUSTY OF HILLSBORODGH)
s we c¢ao 2ll go from US 41 to the new 22nd Street ° 4
c. Brid ith havi traffic signal, H s 1, Kem Kirkland, Certified Shorthand
¢ ausewdy Bridge v ont Raving a trafllc sigma . Reporter and Notary i;ubuc, State of Florida
7 Good Day. L é at Larvge, .
B3 7 DO HEREBY CERTIFY that I wis present
[} - at tbe foregoing heéring at the time and
* \ e 8 place set forth in the caption thereof;
9 LA that 1 was employed to and did stenuglaphlcnllv
= 9 report the proceediops; and that the foregoing
L] b pages, nucbered L through 44, inclusive,
A 10 constitute a true 2nd correct transcript
u . - . of sald proceedings.
i n
% TR WITHESS WHEREDF I bave hereusuto
- . w o 12 affixed my official signature &nd seal of
- i . office this _37-14 day of December, 1975,
L 4 C - k] at Tampa, Hillsborough County, Florida,
.: S W
EAT 15
1 . . fk %
15 "
7 * L8 /; § / ﬁ?/(,
o 1} (/ Kex Kirkland, C.S.E.,
18 Zo.. : Kotery P\.bllc,
. - - 1 . State of Florida at lerge
19 e
b 19 My commission expires 1/16/78
- 20 Notarced by Naucy L, Campbell
n 2
. ) 7n
a :
AT n
n N e
. e 3
4 M v
. 2 H R . 20,

N




A Resolution by the Tampa Urban Area Trunsportation Study Citizen Advisory
Commitiee to the Fiorida Department of Transportation Concerning Extension
of the Fousr-lzning of the 22nd Street Causeway

mREAS, The traffic fiow on 22nd Street from the southern end
of the bridge project to US 41 is hampered by a bottleneck &ituation in this
srea, and ’

WHEREAS, Many traffic accidents have occurred at the at-grade

intersectlon of 22nd Street and US 41, as well as the intersectivpn of 22ad Street

" and the rai.roadtracksto the east of that point, perhaps- resulling in loss

of life, znd L - . -
THEREFORE, LET IT BE RESOLVED, That the Tampa Urban
Area Transportation Study Citizen Advisory Committee recommends that the
Florida Depattment of Transporiation extend the four-laning of the 22nd Street
Causeway from the end of the current bridge project to US 41 and beycnd, to
include 2 grade separation at US 41 and the railroad lr;ckn, .
AND, LET IT BE FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Tempaz Urban

Area Trunsporiation Study Citizen Advisory Committee recommends that the

project be constricted as soon as possible, and also, » sl\;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.

nty of Hikloronzk }"‘
Bejore the undecsigned wuthnrity pecsonslly sppuared
K. F. Putman, whe on oath sys thot he is Ceneesl Momagrr of
The Tempa Tribume, e duily mewspaper published at Tempa in Hills
sugh County, Florida; that the stiached copy of advetiisement bring «

—

[SUUTPIRITORUDPOTRYRIRR £ Y B -1 § U1 NSO veeeranaaans

— o P -
DEGBHWEID) R 12-18-75
DEC 181975 ’ ’
/
L B 0.7, PUBLIC HEASIHG i
b THE TAMPA TRIBUNE .
P Pahliohed Daily
Tomipa, Hitldorough County, Florids -
¢ of Florida

in the maiter of

VFCELIC NOTICE .
EIGIWAT LOCATION AND DESIGH PUZLIC EEARIMG.

any

Affiant farther saxs that the anid Yhe Tampa Tribune is ¢ nrvspapre
poublished ot 1ampa, sn soud Hitisborovgh Counts, Flarid
cspurpre has horetofoee b
anty, Florsdo, cach d
post office in Tampa. in wied Hillsbocourh Couney. Ebiwla, far < period
onr rear arat preceding the first publicatson of tre atisched topy of ad-
hmsstisemonts and uffiant furthre says that he has westher poud moc promosd

Jor the purpose 8f secusing this advertisement jor pabluation in the sid
mewspaper.

wn 1o end subsceibed befors me, o

and that the said
enatinuessdy publivhed en szid Hodtsbarouph
nd hns been erteerd o4 srcond élwss muil matiee a7

jreesen, frsm, or corporatian any discauat, rebate, remmisuon or refund

dey
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B.I. No. 113276

State Job No. 10250-1510

F.A.P, No, W-6135(1)

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

AND

B.1. ‘No. 113218

State Job Ko. 10060-1530

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

SR 45 (US 41) from the 36th Avenue South intersection
oorth approximately 6.9 miles to the 23rd Avenue South
iatersection

"I certify that at the time and place webtloned terein, I
presided over & public hearing for the abcve mentioned projects
which was conducted relative to the location and design, its
irpact on the environment, and its consistency with the goals cnd
objectives of such local plawning &S has been prorulgated by the
communities and that a transcript was made and the same has been
transcribed. Certain exhibits and xritten statements were pre-
sented during the bBearing ov subsequent to the hearing as provided
for, and these exhibits or vrittemn statements have beern copied. 1
further certify that tbe attached is a full, true, and complete
tracscript of what was said at said bearing."

([ Lr I/ Pl
/{Signzture)

John ¥. Burdin, P.E.

District Placaing Engineer

+ "I ecertify that | am Dlstriet Enpiseer of the First District
of the Department of Transportation of the State of Florida eand
that the transcript of the public hearing for the above meptioned
projects heretofore conducted regarding the econgmic and social
¢ffects of such a location and design and its impact on the
eavironmeat has bevn read acd reviewed by me this & +h day of
January, 1976.%

C. ¥. Monts De Oca, P.E.
Distriect Engiveer
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THE TAMPA TRIBUNE : : TESIGH PUSUIC MTARING

Published Daily
Tenepa. Hillshorowzh Conaty, Florida
Ststg of Flosisls

Caunty of Hilldhorough *“‘

" Beforr the undersigned mithority personally apponred
R. F. Pitmnn, who on oath swve that A is  Geacral Muuager of
The Tampn Tribune, @ daily acsespapec polilished st Tampa in Il
borough County, Floridus that the sttoched copy of advertisment being o
Legal Notice

was published in seid nesspaper in ghe issurs of srorrsomiass e mrom e e

- By1975

verbar, 13 srd Dece

AHfinnt Jurthee saxs that the said The Tawps Tribune ic @ mewspaper
poblished at Tanpa, in said Hiilborough Counts, Florvin, and that the sniid
wrwcspagiee hus Aetwtofore bhern continuasiy published i said Hilliborongh
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A Resoiution by the Tampa Urban Area Trensportation Study Citizen Advisory
Commitlee to the Florida Department of Transportation Concerning Extension
of the Four-laning of the 22nd Street Causeway

"

" WHEREAS, The traffic flow on 22ud Street from the southern end

of the bridge project to US 41 {s hampered by a bottlencck gituation in this
area, and

WHEREAS, Maby traffic accidents have occurred at the at-grade
intercection of 22nd Strect and US 41, as well as the intersection of 2‘2nd Street
and the rai.road u.-acks to the east of that point, perhaps resulting inloss

of life, 2nd

THEREFORE, LET IT BE RESOLVED, That the Tampa Urban

-

Arca Transportation Study Citizen Advisery Commitiee recommends that the
Florida Department of Transportation extead the four-laning of the 220d Street
Causeway from the end of the current bridge project 1o US 41 and beyond, to

include 3 grade separation at US 41 and the rallroad tracks,

AND, LET IT BE FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Tampa Urban
Area Transportation Study Citizen Advisory Commitiee recommends that the
project be constricted as soon as possible, and also, a s!\;dy should be per-

formed 1o determine methods to facilitate the movement of traffic fram the

uorth end of the 22nd Street Causcway to Adamo Drive,

W -
: p{% EHWE@ . 12-18-15
) DEC 181515 ’
: /
if - , R 0.7, PUBLIC HeARAG :
L : .
R e e e e s
3 b . THE TAMPA TRIBUNE
. T - Pubdiched Daity
! Tampa, Hilldorough Cownty, Floride -

¢ of Florids -

fu

- B-fore the nndersigned muthoity preronally approred
K. F. Pitown, whe oo ouh sps that Mo is Geeral Monager of
The Tomps Tribune, @ duily mewspaper published o Tampa in Hille
sugh County, Floride; that she attached copy of adiertisement being o

aty of Hdhloronzh

[P RRSRIPUPPIES =33 JE =13 T-7 S
L -+ e wowomemsemomne ... FTELIC WTICE
in the matier of EIGEWAT LOCATION AND DESIGN PTZLIC EEARING.

Alfiart fursler save that the anid Vhe Tomgm Tribune is ¢ mmcapapsr
priblished at Tempn, en send Giilisborwozh Counes, Fioride, and thor the paid
Spaper kas Aoretofoer bevn continumaly published mm sd Hillborouph
anty, Fiorsda, cach day and has bosn cvtered as second cinse muil maties a2
st offsce ine Tampa, in s Halisboroweh County, Floode, for o perid
ene vear asat preceding dhe fread pobibication of toe cttached ropy of ad
bssad1iscenents and nffiont fusthee savs that ke hay neiiher god nov prome.d

160

wn to and sibaceibed Fefors me. this!
eceche

day

D

@y pecsen, fom, or corparaton any diseaunt, eelate, ramndsuon or refund PN Raditady
hie pe - i ridle A in Con p

for the purpose of secwang dhur adveriiscment jor pudle stwa in the s Cwomrs pocin v g )

Aewespuaper. £ aws § oo

B.1. No. 113276

State Job No. 10250-1510

F.A.P, No. M-6135(1)

SP 676 (22nd Street Causevay) from the south
approach of the McEay Bay Bridge east approximately
1.1 miles to S& 45 {Ls 41)

AND

B.1. No. 113218

State Job No., 10060-1530

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

SR 45 (US 41) fium the 36th Avenue South intersection
onrth approximutely 0.9 miles to the 23rd Avenue South
intersection

"I eertify that at the time and place mwentioned kerein, 1
presided over a public hearing for the abcve mentioaed projects
which was conducted relative to the locatlon sod design, its
icpact on the environment, and its consisteney with the goals cod
ohjectives of such local plaunning as has beep promulgated by the
communities and that a transcript was ‘nade and the same has been
transcribed. Certaip exhlbits and ®ritten statements were pre-
sented during the hearing or subsequent to the hearing as provided
for, and these exbibits or written statemeuts have been copled. I
furtber certify that the attached is a full, true, and complete
transcript of what was said at said hearing.”

Ly W P oviden

[2
(Signature}
Jobn W. Burdin, P.E.
District Placaiog Engineer

+ "1 certify that | am District Engineer of the First District
of the Department of Transportation .of the State of Florida and
thrt the transcript of the public hcaring for the above meationed
projects heretofore conducted Yeparding the economic and shcinml
cffects of such o location and design and its lmpact on the

environmeat has been read and reviewed by me this b A day of
January, 1976."

C. %. Monts De Oca, P.E.
District Englneer

" County of Fillhorough
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