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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) conducted a Project Development and
Environment (PD&E) Study to evaluate improvements to US 301 (SR 39) in eastern Pasco County.
The project limits are from south of CR 54 (Eiland Boulevard) to the US 98 Bypass (SR 533). The
length of the study is 7.6 miles. The objective of the PD&E Study was to provide documented
environmental and engineering analyses, which would help the FDOT and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) reach a decision on the type, conceptual design and location of the necessary
improvements within the US 301 PD& E Study limits to accommodate future transportation needsin a
safe and efficient manner. This Location Hydraulics Report (LHR) was prepared as part of the PD& E
Study. The objective of this LHR was to document the evaluation of existing cross drain structures as

well as potential floodplain involvement within the study area.

Originally, the PD&E Study evauated the proposed widening of US 301 to a six-lane divided
roadway from south of CR 54 to the US 98 Bypass for two Build Alternatives representing three
separate typical sections. Build Alternative 1 - High Speed Urban typical section for Segments A
through D; and Build Alternative 2 - Low Speed Urban typical section for Segments A and D and
Rural typical section for Segments B and C. A summary of the impacts that could occur if either
Build Alternative were to be implemented for each of the study segments was presented at the
Alternatives Public Workshop held on June 3, 20009.

The purpose of the Alternatives Public Workshop was to solicit public input regarding the proposed
Build Alternatives and the No-Build Alternative for the proposed project. On July 16, 2009 the FDOT
determined a recommended Build Alternative would be presented at the Study’s Public Hearing in
addition to the No Build Alternative. The recommended Build Alternative determination was based
on the results of the Build Alternative’ simpact evaluation, public feedback received during the public

involvement process, and consistency with current transportation plans.

As aresult of this determination, the Recommended Build Alternative presented at the Public Hearing
on November 4, 2009 consisted of widening US 301 to a six-lane roadway facility in Segment A only
(from south of CR 54 to north of Kossik Road) and maintaining the existing four-lanes on US 301 in
Segments B-D (from north of Kossik Road to the US 98 Bypass). The recommended typical section
for the six-lane widening was a low-speed urban typical section. The section of US 301 between
Kossik Road and Wire Road will be used to transition the proposed six-lanes into the existing four-

lane roadway. To minimize traffic congestion and improve safety north of Kossik Road,



Transportation System Management (TSM) improvements were also recommended. The TSM
improvements could include, but not be limited to, median modifications on US 301 from north of
Kossik Road to US 98 Bypass and turn lane improvements at four signalized intersections: Centennial
Road, CR 52A (Clinton Avenue), Morningside Drive, and US 98 Bypass.

The Recommended Build Alternative developed for the US 301 PD&E Study is required to be
consistent with the Pasco County Metropolitan Planning Organization’s (MPO) Cost Affordable
Roadway Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). The Recommended Build Alternative
presented at the Study’s Public Hearing on November 4, 2009 was consistent with the Pasco
MPO 2025 Cost Affordable LRTP. Subsequent to the Public Hearing, the Pasco County MPO
adopted their 2035 LRTP on December 10, 2009. The adopted 2035 Cost Affordable Roadway
Plan contains an additional roadway segment on US 301 between US 98 (SR 700) and CR 52A
where six-lanes are proposed in addition to the six-lane roadway section on US 301 from south of
CR 54 to Kossik Road.

Therefore, the Recommended Build Alternative consists of widening US 301 to a six-lane
roadway facility in Segment A (from south of CR 54 to north of Kossik Road) and a portion of
Segment C from south of US 98 to CR 52A. The section of US 301 between Kossik Road and Wire
Road will be used to transition the proposed six-lanes in Segment A into the existing four-lane
roadway. Within the portion of Segment C from south of US 98 (SR 700) to CR 52A, the section
of US 301 from north of Musselman Road to US 98 will be used to transition the proposed six-lanes
in Segment C into the existing four-lane roadway. Elsewhere within the study limits, the existing
four-lanes on US 301 in Segments B-D (from north of Kossik Road to US 98 Bypass) will
remain as is. The recommended typical section for the six-lane widening is a low-speed urban
typical section within Segment A, and a rural typical section within the portion of Segment C
from US 98 to CR 52A. To minimize traffic congestion and improve safety north of Kossik
Road, TSM improvements will be provided at three signalized intersections: Centennial Road,
Morningside Drive, and US 98 Bypass. The previously recommended TSM improvements at CR
52A would be constructed as part of the widening in the portion of Segment C. A summary of
the evaluation of noise impacts related to the revised Recommended Build Alternative is
provided below.

This project involves the replacement or extension of existing drainage structures that will result in an

insignificant change in their capacity to carry floodwater. Existing cross drains will remain in



Segments B through D at locations that are not affected by the TSM improvements. Replacements
and extensions would not cause any appreciable increase in flood heights or flood limits and not
result in any adverse impacts on the natural and beneficial floodplain values or significant change in
flood risks or damage. There would not be a significant change in the potential for interruption or
termination of emergency service routes. Therefore, it has been determined that encroachment on the
base floodplain would be minimal. The analysis of the cross drains will be performed in the design

phase in accordance with the department’ s drainage standards and procedures.

Within the project limits, the existing roadway represents a transverse encroachment upon the base
100-year floodplain (Flood Zone AH) in afew locations. There are no regulated floodways within the
project limits.
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SECTION 1
INTRODUCTION

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) conducted a Project Development and
Environment (PD&E) Study to evaluate improvements to US 301 (SR 39) in eastern Pasco County.
The project location isillustrated on Figure 1-1. The limits of the study corridor are from south of CR
54 (Eiland Boulevard) to the US 98 Bypass (SR 533), a project length of 7.6 miles.

The abjective of the PD&E Study was to provide documented environmental and engineering
analyses, which would assist the FDOT and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) in
reaching a decision on the type, conceptual design and location of the necessary improvements within
the US 301 PD&E study limits to accommodate future transportation needs in a safe and efficient
manner. This Location Hydraulics Report (LHR) was prepared as part of the PD& E Studly.
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SECTION 2
PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

2.1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

US 301 is a four-lane divided north-south arterial that connects the cities of Zephyrhills and Dade
City. The US 301 roadway provides an important connection to the regional and statewide
transportation network linking the Tampa Bay region to the remainder of the state and nation. US 301
isidentified as aregiona roadway by the West Central Florida Metropolitan Planning Organization’s
(MPQ'’s) Chairs Coordinating Committee (CCC) and isincluded in the Regional Roadway Network.

US 301 is designated as an emergency evacuation route and currently operates as an existing truck
route. The 2035 Cost Affordable Roadway Plan of the Pasco County MPO Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) identifies the need to widen US 301 to six lanes from south of CR 54 to
Kossik Road and from south of US 98 (SR 700) to CR 52A (Clinton Avenue). This PD&E study
evaluated the physical, socia, cultural, environmental and economic impacts of providing alternative
improvements to US 301 that included, but were not limited to, a No-Build Alternative, Build
Alternatives that consider the widening of US 301 to six lanes from south of CR 54 to US 98 Bypass,
Transportation System Management (TSM) improvements and median modifications to improve
safety and mobility throughout the limits of the PD& E study.

2.2 PURPOSE AND NEED

Motorists in Pasco County are faced with increased traffic congestion and delays as demand from the
County’s growth continues to place pressure on the existing transportation system. To assess the
effects of continued growth along US 301, the FDOT initiated a PD&E Study that evaluates the
impacts of providing alternative roadway capacity improvements to the facility. The purpose of this
PD&E Study is to develop a plan to accommodate future growth in an organized manner and to
maintain mobility along a regionally significant transportation corridor. The need for improvements
aong US 301 within the study limits was devel oped based on the evaluation of the following criteria:

e Existing and future quality of traffic operations along US 301 assuming the existing roadway
conditions.

o traffic safety conditions for the time period between the years 2003 and 2007,

2-1



e consistency with local government plans, and

¢ projected future socioeconomic growth of Pasco County.

2.3 PROJECT SEGMENTATION

The project was divided in segments to effectively assess and compare the impacts of each alternative
within the different geographical areas of the study corridor. After considering the existing right-of-
way (ROW) along US 301, existing traffic volumes and land use patterns, and the locations of cross
streets, the project was divided into four study segments. These segments are illustrated on Figure 1-

1 and can be described as follows:

e Segment A: South of CR 54 to Kossik Road, a distance of 2.0 miles,

e Segment B: Kossik Road to US 98, adistance of 3.5 miles,

e Segment C: US98 to Morningside Drive, a distance of 1.3 miles, and

e Segment D: Morningside Drive to US 98 Bypass, a distance of 0.8 miles.

The Location Hydraulics eval uations were based on these study segments.

24 BUILD ALTERNATIVE SELECTION

An Alternatives Public Workshop was held on June 3, 2009. The purpose of the workshop was to
solicit public input regarding the proposed alternatives for the project. On July 16, 2009 the FDOT
determined that the recommended alternative, a Build Alternative, would be presented at the Study’s
Public Hearing (in addition to the No Build Alternative). The recommended alternative selection was
based on the results of the project’s impact evaluation, public feedback received during the public

involvement process, and a need to be consistent with area transportation plans.

The Recommended Build Alternative presented at the Public Hearing on November 3, 2009 consisted
of the six-lane widening of US 301 in Segment A only (south of CR 54 to north of Kossik Road).
The analysis indicated that the projected traffic volumes do not support the need to widen US 301 to
six lanesin Segments B and C. In Segment D, the six-lane widening is not planned to be implemented
for the following reasons. 1) Segment D is a relatively short segment (0.8 miles) with acute ROW
constraints (only 100 feet of ROW) thus making the required ROW acquisition costs high; 2) the
proposed six-lane widening is currently not identified in the 2035 Cost Affordable Roadway Plan of
the Pasco County LRTP, 3) and there are capacity constrained routes at the northern terminus of the
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Study limits that are not planned for improvement in any current transportation plans. Therefore,

these routes would be unable to accommodate the additional lanes.

Thetypical section that was recommended for Segment A of the project corridor is described as alow
speed urban typical section. This typical section was selected as the recommended Build Alternative
because it would minimize the overall ROW acquisition cost associated with implementing the

project. The recommended typical section for Segment A isillustrated on Figure 2-1.

As stated above, the Recommended Build Alternative would widen US 301 to a six-lane roadway in
Segment A (from south of CR 54 to north of Kossik Road) only and maintain the existing four-lanes
on US 301 in Segments B through D (from north of Kossik Road to US 98 Bypass). Notably, the
section of US 301 between Kossik Road and Wire Road will be used to transition the recommended
six-lanes into the existing four-lane roadway. Further, to minimize traffic congestion and improve
safety north of Kossik Road, TSM improvements were also recommended. The TSM improvements
could include, but not be limited to, median modifications on US 301 from north of Kossik Road to
US 98 Bypass and turn lane improvements at four signalized intersections: Centennial Road, CR 52A,
Morningside Drive and US 98 Bypass.

The Recommended Build Alternative developed for the US 301 PD&E Study is required to be
consistent with the Pasco County Metropolitan Planning Organization’'s (MPO) Cost Affordable
Roadway Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). The Recommended Build Alternative
presented at the Study’s Public Hearing on November 4, 2009 was consistent with the Pasco
MPO 2025 Cost Affordable LRTP. Subsequent to the Public Hearing, the Pasco County MPO
adopted their 2035 LRTP on December 10, 2009. The adopted 2035 Cost Affordable Roadway
Plan contains an additional roadway segment on US 301 between US 98 and CR 52A where Six-
lanes are proposed in addition to the six-lane roadway section on US 301 from south of CR 54 to
Kossik Road.

Therefore, the Recommended Build Alternative consists of widening US 301 to a six-lane
roadway facility in Segment A (from south of CR 54 to north of Kossik Road) and a portion of
Segment C from south of US 98 to CR 52A. Elsewhere within the study limits, the existing four-
lanes on US 301 in Segments B-D (from north of Kossik Road to US 98 Bypass) will remain as
is. The recommended typical section for the six-lane widening is a low-speed urban typica
section within Segment A (shown in Figure 2-1), and arural typical section within the portion of
Segment C between US 98 to and CR 52A (shown in Figure 2-2). To minimize traffic
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congestion and improve safety north of Kossik Road, TSM improvements will be provided at
three signalized intersections. Centennial Road, Morningside Drive, and US 98 Bypass. The
previously recommended TSM improvements at CR 52A would be constructed as part of the
widening in the portion of Segment C. A summary of the evaluation of existing cross drain
structures as well as potential floodplain involvement within the study area related to the revised

Recommended Build Alternative is provided in the following sections.
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SECTION 3
FLOOD ZONE DESIGNATIONS

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Maps and Firmettes were
reviewed for this project (see Appendix D). This included existing maps only. Pasco County is
working together with the Southwest Florida Water Management District (SWFWMD) to update the
maps. These updated maps are not yet available. The existing maps were used to determine the
amount of floodplain involvement. The existing boundaries and community panel numbers are shown
on Figure 3-1. The project runs through the following proposed FEMA map numbers:

e 1202300285C Effective March 15, 1984

e 1202300280C Effective March 15, 1984

e 1202300290D Effective September 30, 1992

e 1202300295D  Effective September 30, 1992

e 1202310010C Effective August 17, 1981

e 1202310015C Effective August 17, 1981

e 1202350005C Effective December 17, 1991

FEMA zones AH, C, and X are involved along this project and are discussed further in the following
section.

31



Figure3-1 FEMA Floodplain Map
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SECTION 4
EXISTING CONDITIONS

Existing drainage structures along the project include cross drains, side drains, and storm drains.
Existing storm drains and side drains will be replaced with new storm drains and side drains to new
ditches and proposed ponds. Cross drains will be replaced with hydraulically equivalent structures.
These structures will have hydraulic analysis performed during the design phase and will be required

to have no increase in base flood elevationsin order to receive approval from SWFWMD.

Information on flooding history along the project was obtained from the Florida Department of
Transportation — Brooksville Maintenance Department and was documented in Telephone Reports
(Appendix C). Five locations of flooding were noted. A blocked outlet downstream of our project was
discussed and may have already been resolved by the Maintenance Department. The second area of
flooding was just north of CR 54 between the Golden Corral and the car wash. When the frontage
road was constructed, the outfall was blocked. Since then, it has been cleared but high outfall
velocities are causing erosion and exposing tree roots. Another location of flooding was just north of
Kossick Road at the Scotland Yard Golf Course and Mobile Home Park. Flooding at the cross drain
between Beth Street and Morningside Drive was discussed. This area was reviewed during a site visit
on February 9, 2009. A 6-foot by 4-foot box culvert at this location drains into an existing pond on
the east side of the SR 39 (US 301) project. This pond has a control structure with a 15-inch pipe that
discharges to another pond to the south, which does not have a positive outfall. The last flooding
location discussed was the Tank Lake Outfall crossing under SR 39 (US 301). The water has never
overtopped the roadway or even come close, but the property downstream has been known to flood in

heavy rains.

The size and location of the cross-drains are listed in Table 4-1, along with the associated tributary
and flood zone designation. Stations refer to the baseline established for the PD&E Study. The
Noncontributing basin and Zephyrhills Airport Run basin are both part of the East Zephyrhills basin
asidentified in Pasco County’s Land Development Code Section 605.7 (see Appendix C).



The cross drains will need to be analyzed during the design phase of the project to determine whether
they should be extended or replaced. The cross drains are shown to be replaced in this report because
they are connected to upstream ditches or pipes that extend outside of our right-of-way. In these
cases, the SWFWMD will not allow any increase in stages on property owned by others without their

written consent.

Table4-1
CrossDrain Information

Station Size SZgDn%eltE‘nt Tributary Sggniﬁgﬁ Disposition
400+09.82 34" x 53" A East Zephyrhills Basin X Replace
408+59.53 (2) 30" A East Zephyrhills Basin X Replace
446+08.96 (2) 30" A East Zephyrhills Basin X Replace
480+00.66 | (2)8 x4 B East Zephyrhills Basin X Extend/Replace *
529+60.01 (2) 44" B East Zephyrhills Basin X Remain
583+59.49 24" B East Zephyrhills Basin X Remain
599+40.00 42" B East Zephyrhills Basin X Remain
620+89.56 30" B East Zephyrhills Basin X Remain
637+11.14 36" B East Zephyrhills Basin X Remain
694+10.64 48" C Tank Lake Outfall Basin AH Remain
715+11.95 6'x4 C Tank Lake Outfall Basin C Replace
730+83.54 8x4 D Tank Lake Outfall Basin AH Remain

* The cross drain at station 480+09.66 islocated near the end of the recommended transition to existing northbound lanes.
The cross drain will need a minor extension to the east to locate the endwall outside of the clear zone.

The Flood Insurance Rate Maps provide the following definitions for the Flood Zone Designations:

Zone AH Area of 100-year shallow flooding where depths are between one and three feet; base

flood elevations are shown, but no flood hazard factors are determined.
Zone C Areas of minimal flooding. (No shading)

Zone X Areas determined to be outside the 500-year floodplain.




SECTION 5
FLOODPLAIN ENCROACHMENT

The proposed road widening will cause transverse encroachments by placing fill material for the
additional lanes. These encroachments will be along the Tank Lake Outfal basin. The TSM
improvements include widening to add and extend right turn lanes on the approaches to Morningside
Drive within this floodplain. Floodplain compensation sites will be provided to offset the

encroachments.

The project will involve the replacement of existing cross-drains, some of which are located in
heavily urbanized floodplains. These structures will be replaced with hydraulically equivalent
structures. The cross drains in segments A and B, of the PD& E study, are not located directly in areas
with recorded flooding problems placing them in Category 4. Segments C and D have some record of
nearby flooding along the Tank Lake Outfall placing them in Category 5.

Category 4 is described as.

“The proposed structure will perform hydraulically in a manner egqual to or greater than the existing
structure, and backwater surface elevations are not expected to increase. As a result, there will be no
significant adverse impacts on natural and beneficial floodplain values. There will be no significant
change in flood risk, and there will not be a significant change in the potential for interruption or
termination of emergency service or emergency evacuation routes. Therefore, it has been determined

that this encroachment is not significant.”
Category 5 isdescribed as:

“ Replacement drainage structures for this project are limited to hydraulically equivalent structures.
The limitations to hydraulic equivalency being proposed are basically due to restrictions imposed by
the geometrics of design, existing development, cost feasibility, or practicability. An alternative
encroachment location is not considered in this category since it defeats the project purpose or is
economically unfeasible. Snce flooding conditions in the project area are inherent in the topography
or are a result of other outside contributing sources, and there is no practical alternative to totally
eradicate flood impacts or even reduce them in any significant amount, existing flooding will
continue, but not be increased. The proposed structure will be hydraulically equivalent to or greater



than the existing structure, and backwater surface elevations are not expected to increase. As a
result, the project will not affect existing flood heights or floodplain limits. This project will not result
in any new or increased adverse environmental impacts. There will be no significant change in the
potential for interruption or termination of emergency service or emergency evacuation routes.
Therefore, it has been determined that this encroachment is not significant.”



SECTION 6
CONCLUSION

The proposed project would involve the widening of US 301 from 4 lanes to 6 lanes to improve future
capacity needs. Replacement of drainage structures will result in an insignificant change to improve
their capacity to carry floodwater. The proposed improvements will not have any new or increased
environmental impacts. In addition, there will be no significant change in the potential for
interruption or termination of emergency services or evacuation routes. This project would involve
Category 4 and Category 5 floodplain encroachments. These characteristics classify the project as

having minimal encroachments on the base floodplain.



APPENDIX A
EXISTING TYPICAL SECTIONS












APPENDIX B

PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTIONS
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APPENDIX C
CORRESPONDENCE



ONE COMPANY
H_)R ‘ Many Solutions™ Memo

To:  Brad Carver

From: Abbie Wilson Project: US 301 PD&E
CC:
Date: 2/19/09 Job No: 088721

RE: Phone Conversation with Brooksville Mainenance Department (FDOT D-7)

Jon Kilkenny
Brooksville Maintenance Department
352-797-5700 (Brooksville Main Line)

On Wednesday, February 18, 2009, | spoke with Jon Kilkenny of the FDOT Brooksville Maintenance
Department to talk about past flooding issues and drainage patterns in the area of U.S. 301 from C.R. 54 to
the South Dade City Bypass.

The area to the south of Dade City, between Beth St. and Morningside Dr., there is an outfall at McDonald.
This area often has flooding problems.

The second area with flooding problems is just to the North of C.R. 54 between Golden Corral and the car
wash. The city of Zephyrhills constructed a frontage road and in the process apparently blocked an outfall.
The DOT went in and cleared out the drain but now when it rains, the velocities are so high it is causing
erosion. The tree roots are getting exposed as well.

North of Kossick Road, on the east side of U.S. 301, Scotland Yard Golf Course and Mobile Home Park often
experience flooding. This area is located in a closed basin.

Lastly, the area across the street from Wal-Mart which is being developed into Zephyr Commons, has a
cross-drain that connects to a closed drainage system. Zephyr Commons built a vault to handle all the DOT
Drainage from U.S. 301 to keep it separate from the site development drainage. Beside the construction site
is a “huge abyss.” It used to be a cow pasture but it has been shaved down and the dirt used for building.

Jon said that he would pass along my question to the assistant drainage person, Joellen, to look up any more
flooding complaints or concerns in the area. She is supposed to call me back when she finds anything more
out. I am awaiting the call.

HDR Engineering, Inc. 5426 Bay Center Drive Phone (813) 282-2300 Page 1 of 1

! . Suite 400 Fax (813) 282-2430
C:\PWworking\TPA\d0169530\U.S. 301 Memo.doc Tampa, FL 33609-3444 www_hdrinc.com



FOR | s st Telephone Record

Project:  U.S. 301 PD&E ProjectNo: 088721
Date: 2/26/09 Subject:
Calito:  Joellen, Brooksville Maintenance Phone No: 352-797-5700 (Brooksville Main Line)

Department (FDOT D-7)

Callfrom: Abbie Wilson Phone No: 813-282-2447

Discussion, Agreement and/or Action:

On Wednesday, February 25, 2009 | spoke with Joellen at the Brooksville Maintenance Office about possible
flooding problems and drainage patterns in the area of U.S. 301 from C.R. 54 to the South Dade City Bypass.
She knew of two locations that have flooding issues but was going to do a little research to see what she
could find.

On February 26, 2009, Joellen returned my call to discuss drainage issues in the area of our project. The first
problem that she mentioned is at the intersection of U.S. 301 and C.R. 54. There are 4-inlets, one at each
corner that flood pretty regularly. There used to be a railroad track that ran on the east side of U.S. 301 years
ago. When it was demolished, the outfall and cross-drain for the intersection drainage system was plugged
with cement. Due to the lack of outfall, this system has no where to flow. After countless flooding complaints,
the maintenance department went in and drilled holes in the bottom of each inlet so that water could seep out.
Nothing more has been done to correct this issue.

Another problem occurs on the west side of Bailyhill Road. Due to the road not being paved, sediment gets
washed into the sump. The maintenance department cleans it out 3-4 times a year.

The last place that Joellen and | discussed was the Tank Lake Outfall that crosses U.S. 301. She did not
recall the water ever overtopping the road or even getting up near the road. The outfall used to flow directly
east from U.S. 301. A developer bought the property and modified the outfall to go around his property. The
area has been known to flood in very heavy rains.

HDR Engineering, Inc. 5426 Bay Center Drive Phone (813) 282-2300 Page 1 of 1

! ! Suite 400 Fax (813) 282-2430
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FOR | gscommoe Meeting Notes

Subject: U.S 301 PD&E Pre-Application Meeting

Client: FDOT
Project: U.S 301 PD&E Project No: 088721
Meeting Date: 3/10/09 Meeting Location:  SWFWMD Brooksville Office

Notes by: Abbie Wilson

Attendees:

Monte Ritter, SWFWMD Employee
Len Bartos, SWFWMD Employee
Brad Carver

Betsy Davis

Matt Wey

Abbie Wilson

Topics Discussed:

Project Description: Approximately 7 miles of Road Expansion (4 lanes to 6 lanes) from CR 54 to SR 533.
The new potential stormwater rule has been shelved for now but will most likely go into affect before this
project is up for design. This rule will require us to meet the 2007 TMDL Calculations and compare pre-
developed (before the original road was ever constructed) versus the post-developed conditions. The Harvey
Harper Report should be used.

Tank Lake Basin is a Basin of Special Concern but not within our project limits.

The Non-contributing basin, also known as Zephyrhills Basin, will need to meet the 100-year/10-day storm
event. We will be required to retain all the runoff from this event. If we can totally retain the runoff without a
dicscharge, Monte Ritter stated that SWFWMD will have no requirements for recovery time. (Brad thinks we
will only need to retain the difference between pre vs. post)

History of Flooding:

e Tank Lake has an old abandoned railroad track running through it on the west side of US 301. The area
just to the west of the railroad tracks is known for flooding.

e Lake Dorothea is also known for flooding. It spills over onto the old Gores Dairy Property.

e The 1998 monochrome aerial image shows the extent of flooding north of Cypress Commons and Tank
Lake. This image can be found on the Pasco County Property Appraiser’s webpage.

There are no Outstanding Florida Waters within our project limits.
There are no impaired waters within our project limits.
If we do a total reconstruction of the roadway for any segment we will need to treat the entire roadway.

Floodplain Compensation Sites will have to be independent. They are too large to piggy back onto a pond
site.

HDR Engineering, Inc. 5426 Bay Center Drive Phone (813) 282-2300 Page 1 of 2

! . . Suite 400 Fax (813) 282-2430
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There are very minor environmental impacts for the proposed expansion. Total impacts should be less than
one acre.

Action/Notes:

There is a 2’ bust in old benchmark around Lake Dorothea.

HDR Engineering, Inc. 5426 Bay Center Drive Phone (813) 282-2300 Page 2 of 2
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THIS SPACE IS FORMATTED TO FACILITATE AND GUIDE THE DIALOGUE DURING A PRE-APPLICATION MEETING AND:PRQVIDE NOTE
TAKING SPACE. A SUPPLEMENTAL “PROMPT LIST* OF DISCUSSION ITEMS IS ATTACHED, WHICH SHOULD BE EXAMINED BY THE

APPLICANT PARTIES PRIOR TO THE MEETING TO IDENTIFY TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION.

Southwest Florida Water Management District FILE No. ',
Resource Regulation Division - .

ERP Pre-Application Meeting NOTES

Date: 3/|=/~7

Time: 443>

Project Name: % 7&f ?D e St

Attendee_s. ﬁ((_bp cpmé,\_, DbbET bl‘—SbN)
Morr LIEY
perst 815

STR: 2. ¢ §/'z.<_//L)

County: Jbses
Project acreageé:

Total Lana acreage

Prior OnSIteIOffSIte Permit actlwty

PI‘OjeCt Overview: 7 MIES oF Kaspp Q&(DFD“"‘) @"‘br’éﬂ’ 5'4 Jq, SI’L 533

Site Information Discussion: (Site Topography, SHW Levels, Flood plain Elevations, Conveyance and Storage, Tailwater
Conditions, Adjacent Offsite Contributing Sources, Recelvmg Waterbody, Karst Formations, Existing Wells, Gontaminated Sites / :

Coordlnation w/ FDEP, etc.) Tl.e(éﬂ. T-’ P;yfmcf!; Wél\éﬁ‘p ST"‘OTI 'F‘-’f\' P@TD -1‘5 é&Td&Hfﬂ
1S Yepr Preof 5?9“‘5 Digebonié).

Environmental Discussion: (Wetlands Onsite, Wetlands On Adjacent Properties, Site Visit, Delineation,
Permanent/Temporary Impacts, SHWL, Wetland Hydrology, Drawdown Issues, Alternatives Analysis, Elimination/Reduction, Secondary
and Cumulative Impacts, T&E species, Conservation Easements, Buffers, Mitigation Optlons Mltrgat)on Costs, OFW, Aquatic Preserve,

etc.) a/,gad (‘,J:Z/ /o/:; Satrr AREL = AJoi S of- Y v
. Paad fb’
. — Lo ﬁﬂ,éﬁé/y :/5'/9 Doi~  myTT Mot

Soverelgn Lands Discussion: (Title Determination, Delegated Authonty, Correct Form of Authonzatxon ‘Content of
Application, Assessment of Fees, Coordination with FDEP, etc.)

/\/0»//_“—

Water Quantity Discussion: (Basin Description, Des;gn Storm Event, Pre/Post Volume, Pre/Post Discharge, Local
Requxrements Other) Leos&0 & 5 O€¢l‘" Qpﬂd - Cusggy mps,,} C péLb vt s/ OF ShLeip—

« Distaaer [Leaoipsmert'; > Rs-r.e/»u few»ﬂs Iw Iurwﬁ-’ Fm me/ueumfmm (oo

<0 0e54)

Btisrcote Ve G (TS Pre. 18 10/140n Sropm, (&
Water Quality Discussion: (Type of Sto:?nwater Treatment 28 mca! Characteristics, Non-presumpti {ve Alternatives, (ot
Construction Phase Water Management and Erosion Control, Contaminated Sites, Ground Water Protection, etc)’

Mot Negy To Comfe! il News Stopnciston oL (feterpms, & R wier
© Dlticoros 13 Sgnillé bry LouerY [LiLe Is lafimenTeg.

LIV

OPERATIONAL ERP Pre-Application Meeting NOTES Page 10f2 " 41.00-107 (09/00)




Operation And Maintenance, Legal Information: (Ownership or Perpetual Control, Eminent Domain, Work on
District Property, Inspections During Const., O&M Entity, System O&M Instructions, Homeowner Association Documents, Coastal Zone

Requirements, Public Safety, etc.)

. M7 Dszos Jew

‘Application Type And Fee Required: (40D-4.041Permits Required, 40D-1.607 Fee Schedule, efc.)

Other: (Future Pre—Application Mestings, Fast Track, Submitta! Date, Constructio
WOD, Well Construction, etc.) .

n Start Date, Required District Permits -“WUP,

[ & _
»

service made available to the publib o aésist ihtérestéd parties in
hared at pre-application meetings is superseded by the aciual
nformation submitted during the application process-and Rules in

Disclosure: The District ERP pre-application meeting process is a
preparing for submittal of a complete permit application. Information s
permit application submittal. District permit decisions are’based upon'i
 effect at the time the application is complete. ’

Thé.foﬂowing person was present and authored these ERP Pre-Application Meeting NOTES on behaif of the SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT
DISTRICT: : ,

District Staff Representative Name and Title

- St

‘= T et T 3 T /' N Date/.;y:.: .

A Signed

O

R, -

s
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