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November 21, 2012 
 

 
Mr. Martin C. Knopp, Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200 
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 
 
Attn: Nahir DeTizio, Area Transportation Engineer 
 
RE: Type 2 Categorical Exclusion with Project Location & Design Concepts 
 US 301/SR 41 (Gall Boulevard)  
 Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study Update 

From SR 39 to South of CR 54 
Financial Project No.: 256422-2; Federal Aid Project No.: N/A 

 Pasco County 
 
Dear Mr. Knopp: 
 
 Enclosed are two copies of the Project Development Summary Report (PDSR) which 
includes the Summary of Environmental Impacts Checklist for Type 2 Categorical Exclusions 
and a transcript of the public hearing held for this project.  The PDSR has been updated in 
response to comments received from the Administration dated November 8, 2012.  A comment 
response matrix is also enclosed for your convenience.  
 

A Preliminary Engineering Report and Type 2 Categorical Exclusion for the project were 
completed in 2001.  Location and Design Concept Acceptance was granted by FHWA on 
September 12, 2001 for that portion of the project from SR 39 to A Avenue.     
 

Upon your review and acceptance of the Project Development Summary Report 
transmitted herewith, we request your concurrence that this project is properly classified as a 
categorical exclusion as described in 23 CFR 771 .115 and 771.117, and that the general project 
location and design concepts described in these documents are acceptable as allowable in 23 
CFR 771.113. Please acknowledge your concurrence with these findings by signing and dating 
this request in the space provided below, and then returning a signed copy for the project files. 









Additional Notes
Existing + Improved Funding Total

Facility From To Committed Lanes Source Cost Time Period Cost Time Period Cost Time Period PD&E/PE Right of Way Construction Total

Lanes Year of Expenditure Cost
ConstructionRight of WayPD&E/PE

Present Day Costs

S.R. 52 C.R. 581 (BELLAMY BROTHERS) I-75 SB RAMPS 2U 4D OA 84,405$          Committed 84,405$          $0 $0 $0 $0
S.R. 52 I-75 SB RAMPS BOYETTE RD (MCKENDREE) 4D 6D OA 2,459,953$     2016-2020 12,299,762$   2016-2020 12,299,762$   2021-2025 27,059,477$   $3,370,136 $16,850,674 $19,802,617 $40,023,426
S.R. 52 BOYETTE RD (MCKENDREE) EMMUS CEMETARY RD 2U 4D OA 1,636,675$     2016-2020 529,045$        2016-2020 2,165,720$     $2,242,245 $724,792 $0 $2,967,036
S.R. 52 BOYETTE RD (MCKENDREE) EMMUS CEMETARY RD 2U 4D OA 7,654,329$     2021-2025 6,954,480$     2021-2025 14,608,809$   $0 $12,323,470 $11,196,713 $23,520,182
S.R. 52 BOYETTE RD (MCKENDREE) EMMUS CEMETARY RD 2U 4D County 1,228,894$     2021-2025 1,228,894$     $0 $0 $1,978,519 $1,978,519
S.R. 54 ASHLEY GLEN BLVD. U.S. 41 4D 6D County 4,723,169$     Underway 23,615,843$   2021-2025 28,339,012$   $0 $0 $38,021,507 $38,021,507 This will be a County project.
S.R. 54 I - 75 S.R. 581 6D 8D County 2,469,194$     2021-2025 2,701,163$     2021-2025 6,172,985$     2026-2030 11,343,342$   $3,975,402 $4,348,872 $11,666,942 $19,991,216 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
S.R. 54 E OF CR 577 (CURLEY) C.R. 579 (MORRIS BRIDGE) 2U 4D County 2,765,000$     Committed 18,000,000$   Committed 45,037,087$   2026-2030 65,802,087$   $0 $0 $85,120,095 $85,120,095 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
S.R. 54 E OF CR 577 (CURLEY) C.R. 579 (MORRIS BRIDGE) 2U 4D County 5,300,000$     2021-2025 62,292,965$   2021-2025 67,592,965$   $8,533,000 $100,291,673 $0 $108,824,673 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
S.R. 54 E OF CR 577 (CURLEY) C.R. 579 (MORRIS BRIDGE) 2U 4D TRIP 8,512,913$     2026-2030 8,512,913$     $0 $0 $16,089,405 $16,089,405
S.R. 54 6TH ST U.S. 301 (GALL BLVD) 2U 4D County 174,624$        2021-2025 873,121$        2021-2025 873,121$        2026-2030 1,920,866$     $281,145 $1,405,725 $1,650,199 $3,337,068 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
S.R. 56 MEADOW POINTE BLVD C.R. 579 (MORRIS BRIDGE RD) 00 4D Developer 8,211,744$     2016-2020 41,058,720$   2016-2020 13,342,514$   2016-2020 62,612,978$   $11,250,089 $56,250,446 $18,279,244 $85,779,780
S.R. 56 MEADOW POINTE BLVD C.R. 579 (MORRIS BRIDGE RD) 00 4D County 10,067,682$   2016-2020 10,067,682$   $0 $0 $13,792,725 $13,792,725 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
S.R. 56 MEADOW POINTE BLVD C.R. 579 (MORRIS BRIDGE RD) 00 4D County 16,828,523$   2021-2025 16,828,523$   $0 $0 $27,093,921 $27,093,921
S.R. 56 MEADOW POINTE BLVD C.R. 579 (MORRIS BRIDGE RD) 00 4D OA 820,001$        2016-2020 820,001$        $0 $0 $1,123,401 $1,123,401
S.R. 56 C.R. 579 (MORRIS BRIDGE RD) U.S. 301 (GALL BLVD) 00 2U Developer 8,413,760$     2016-2020 42,068,802$   2021-2025 30,033,298$   2021-2025 80,515,860$   $11,526,851 $67,730,771 $48,353,610 $127,611,231 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
S.R. 56 C.R. 579 (MORRIS BRIDGE RD) U.S. 301 (GALL BLVD) 2U 4D County 12,035,504$   2031-2035 12,035,504$   $0 $0 $26,718,819 $26,718,819 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
S.R. 581 EXTENSION S.R. 581 S.R. 54 00 6D County 2,025,788$     2026-2030 5,943,795$     2026-2030 27,826,756$   2026-2030 35,796,339$   $3,828,739 $11,233,773 $52,592,569 $67,655,081 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
SHADY HILLS RD S.R. 52 HERNANDO CO 2U 4D County 3,474,611$     2026-2030 10,194,735$   2026-2030 47,728,156$   2026-2030 61,397,502$   $6,567,015 $19,268,049 $90,206,215 $116,041,279
SIMON RD EILAND BLVD C.R. 41 (FORT KING HWY) 00 2U County 669,162$        2031-2035 1,963,366$     2031-2035 9,191,792$     2031-2035 11,824,320$   $1,485,540 $4,358,673 $20,405,778 $26,249,990
STANLEY HILLSBOROUGH CO S.R. 54 00 2U Developer 1,923,153$     2016-2020 5,642,657$     2016-2020 26,416,933$   2016-2020 33,982,743$   $2,634,720 $7,730,440 $36,191,198 $46,556,358
STARKEY C.R. 1 (LITTLE RD) S.R. 54 00 2U Developer 771,752$        2021-2025 2,264,372$     2021-2025 10,600,991$   2021-2025 13,637,115$   $1,242,521 $3,645,639 $17,067,596 $21,955,755
STARKEY TOWN AVE RIVER CROSSING 2U 4D County 1,305,192$     2016-2020 3,829,520$     2026-2030 17,928,468$   2026-2030 23,063,180$   $1,788,113 $7,237,793 $33,884,805 $42,910,710
STARKEY RIVER CROSSING DECUBELLIS 2U 4D County 423,275$        Underway -$                Underway 12,549,718$   2016-2020 12,972,993$   $0 $0 $17,193,114 $17,193,114
SUNLAKE BLVD MENTMORE LAKE PATIENCE 00 4D County 466,862$        2021-2025 1,371,408$     2021-2025 6,419,355$     2021-2025 8,257,625$     $751,648 $2,207,966 $10,335,162 $13,294,776
SUNLAKE BLVD TOWER RD S.R. 52 00 2U Developer 3,193,391$     2026-2030 9,369,619$     2026-2030 43,865,255$   2026-2030 56,428,265$   $6,035,509 $17,708,580 $82,905,332 $106,649,421
SUNLAKE BLVD HILLSBOROUGH CO T. ROWE PRICE ACCESS 2U 4D County 210,624$        2016-2020 -$                Committed 2,799,890$     2016-2020 3,010,514$     $288,555 $0 $3,835,849 $4,124,404
SUNLAKE BLVD LAKE PATIENCE TOWER RD 00 4D Developer 304,850$        2016-2020 894,448$        2016-2020 1,360,775$     2016-2020 2,560,073$     $417,645 $1,225,394 $1,864,262 $3,507,300
SUNLAKE BLVD LAKE PATIENCE TOWER RD 00 4D County 2,826,716$     2016-2020 2,826,716$     $0 $0 $3,872,601 $3,872,601
SUNSHINE RD OVERPASS RD C.R. 41 (FT KING HWY) 00 2U Developer 1,202,836$     2031-2035 3,529,204$     2031-2035 16,522,489$   2031-2035 21,254,529$   $2,670,296 $7,834,833 $36,679,926 $47,185,054
SWEETBRIAR HOLIDAY LAKE DR C.R. 595A (BAILLIES BLUFF RD) 00 2U Developer 763,576$        2021-2025 2,240,381$     2021-2025 10,488,673$   2021-2025 13,492,630$   $1,229,357 $3,607,013 $16,886,764 $21,723,134
SYMPHONY PKWY CONNERTON BLVD SR 52 00 2U Developer 1,530,763$     2021-2025 4,491,362$     2021-2025 21,026,975$   2021-2025 27,049,100$   $2,464,528 $7,231,093 $33,853,430 $43,549,051
TOWER RD LAKE PATIENCE SUNLAKE DR 00 4D Developer 353,814$        2016-2020 1,455,826$     2016-2020 2,214,454$     2021-2025 4,024,094$     $484,725 $1,994,482 $3,565,271 $6,044,478
TOWER RD LAKE PATIENCE SUNLAKE DR 00 4D County 141,786$        2016-2020 2016-2020 4,600,051$     2021-2025 4,741,837$     $194,247 $0 $7,406,082 $7,600,329
TOWER RD SUNLAKE DR U.S. 41 00 2U Developer 1,500,166$     2016-2020 6,172,686$     2016-2020 20,627,278$   2016-2020 28,300,129$   $2,055,227 $8,456,579 $28,259,370 $38,771,177
TOWER RD SUNLAKE DR U.S. 41 2U 4D County 1,418,483$     2031-2035 19,504,166$   2031-2035 20,922,649$   $3,149,032 $0 $43,299,248 $46,448,280
TOWER RD TOWN AVE ASHLEY GLEN BLVD 00 2U County 6,575,908$     2015 6,546,323$     2015 48,611,204$   2016-2020 61,733,435$   $8,022,608 $7,986,514 $66,597,349 $82,606,471
TOWN AVE STARKEY GUNN HWY EXT 00 2U Developer 1,336,139$     2016-2020 3,920,317$     2016-2020 18,353,546$   2016-2020 23,610,002$   $1,830,510 $5,370,834 $25,144,358 $32,345,703
TOWN AVE GUNN HWY EXT TOWER RD 00 2U Developer 7,672,661$     2016-2020 7,672,661$     $0 $0 $10,511,546 $10,511,546
TOWN AVE GUNN HWY EXT TOWER RD 00 2U County 1,623,479$     2015 1,616,174$     2015 4,435,413$     2016-2020 7,675,066$     $1,980,644 $1,971,732 $6,076,516 $10,028,892
TOWN CENTER BLVD TOWER RD SUNLAKE DR 00 2U Developer 427,187$        2026-2030 1,253,397$     2026-2030 5,867,963$     2026-2030 7,548,547$     $807,383 $2,368,920 $11,090,450 $14,266,754
TRINITY BLVD TAMARIND BLVD S.R. 54 2U 4D County 1,047,803$     2031-2035 3,074,326$     2031-2035 14,392,912$   2031-2035 18,515,041$   $2,326,123 $6,825,004 $31,952,265 $41,103,391
TRINITY BLVD C.R. 1 (LITTLE RD) TAMARIND BLVD 2U 4D County -$                Underway -$                Underway 24,904,526$   2031-2035 24,904,526$   $0 $0 $55,288,048 $55,288,048
TRINITY BLVD EXT S.R.54 TOWN AVE 00 2U Developer 512,187$        2021-2025 1,502,793$     2021-2025 7,035,547$     2021-2025 9,050,527$     $824,621 $2,419,497 $11,327,231 $14,571,348
U.S. 19 S.R. 52 HERNANDO CO 6D Continous Right Turn Lanes OA 7,868,852$     2015 7,868,852$     $0 $0 $9,600,000 $9,600,000
U.S. 19 S.R. 52 HERNANDO CO 6D Continous Right Turn Lanes OA 831,229$        2016-2020 831,229$        $0 $0 $1,138,783 $1,138,783
U.S. 301 (GALL BLVD) S.R. 56 S.R. 39 2U 4D County 3,797,222$     2031-2035 18,986,111$   2031-2035 18,986,111$   2031-2035 41,769,444$   $8,429,833 $42,149,166 $42,149,166 $92,728,166 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
U.S. 301 (GALL BLVD) S.R. 39 C.R. 54 2U (Two 3 One-way Pairs) OA 8,112,457$     Committed 39,491,724$   Committed 47,604,181$   $0 $0 $0 $0
U.S. 301 (GALL BLVD) S.R. 39 C.R. 54 2U (Two 3 One-way Pairs) County 9,735,157$     2026-2030 9,735,157$     $0 $0 $18,399,447 $18,399,447 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
U.S. 301 (GALL BLVD) S.R. 39 C.R. 54 2U (Two 3 One-way Pairs) County 29,974,843$   2031-2035 29,974,843$   $0 $0 $66,544,151 $66,544,151 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
U.S. 301 (GALL BLVD) C.R. 54 DADE CITY BYPASS 4D 6D County 2,042,140$     Committed 2,042,140$     $0 $0 $0 $0
U.S. 301 (GALL BLVD) C.R. 54 C.R. 530 EXT KOSSIK RD 4D 6D County 23,824,429$   2031-2035 23,824,429$   2031-2035 47,648,859$   $0 $52,890,233 $52,890,233 $105,780,466 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
U.S. 301 (N) U.S 98 CR 52A (CLINTON AVE) 4D 6D OA 897,194$        2026-2030 4,485,972$     2026-2030 4,485,972$     2026-2030 9,869,137$     $1,695,697 $8,478,486 $8,478,486 $18,652,670
U.S. 41 RIDGE RD EXT S.R. 52 2U 4D County Underway 18,580,000$   2021-2025 18,400,000$   2021-2025 36,980,000$   $0 $29,913,800 $29,624,000 $59,537,800 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
WESLEY CHAPEL BLVD S.R. 54/56/ INT MAGNOLIA BLVD 2U 4D County 2,144,520$     Committed 2,319,956$     2015 11,405,777$   2015 15,870,253$   $0 $2,830,346 $13,915,048 $16,745,394
WESLEY CHAPEL BLVD S.R. 54/56/ INT MAGNOLIA BLVD 2U 4D TRIP 2,637,607$     2015 2,637,607$     $0 $3,217,881 $0 $3,217,881
WESLEY CHAPEL BLVD MAGNOLIA BLVD PASCO ROAD 4D 6D County 486,408$        Underway 1,428,826$     2026-2030 6,688,124$     2031-2035 8,603,358$     $0 $2,700,481 $14,847,635 $17,548,117
WILLOW BEND PKWY U.S. 41 COLLIER PKY 2U 4D County 693,771$        2016-2020 2,035,570$     2026-2030 9,529,824$     2026-2030 12,259,165$   $950,466 $3,847,227 $18,011,367 $22,809,061
WILSON S.R.54 LAKE PATIENCE 00 2U Developer 811,115$        2031-2035 2,379,864$     2031-2035 11,141,685$   2031-2035 14,332,664$   $1,800,675 $5,283,298 $24,734,541 $31,818,514
WIRE RD C.R. 54 C.R. 530 (OTTIS ALLEN RD) 2U 4D County 356,463$        2021-2025 1,047,111$     2021-2025 4,901,370$     2026-2030 6,304,944$     $573,905 $1,685,849 $9,263,589 $11,523,343
WIRE RD C.R. 54 C.R. 530 (OTTIS ALLEN RD) 2U 4D Local 356,463$        Unfunded 1,047,111$     Unfunded 4,901,370$     Unfunded 6,304,944$     $0 $0 $0 $0
Z.WEST.EXT S.R. 54 HANDCART 00 4D Developer 452,000$        Underway 2,500,000$     2015 4,765,069$     2015 7,717,069$     $0 $3,050,000 $5,813,384 $8,863,384
Z.WEST.EXT S.R. 54 HANDCART 00 4D Developer 500,000$        2016-2020 500,000$        $0 $0 $685,000 $685,000
Z.WEST.EXT S.R. 54 HANDCART 00 4D Developer 2,042,214$     Underway 16,752,312$   2016-2020 18,794,526$   $0 $0 $22,950,667 $22,950,667
Z.WEST.EXT S.R. 54 HANDCART 00 4D County 1,987,534$     2015 3,277,535$     2015 5,265,069$     $2,424,791 $3,998,593 $0 $6,423,384
Z.WEST.EXT S.R. 54 HANDCART 00 4D County 2,560,853$    2016-2020 27,328,626$  2016-2020 29,889,480$  $0 $3,508,369 $37,440,218 $40,948,587
SR 54/56 Mobility US 19 US 301 County 19,428,360$   2021-2025 19,428,360$   $0 $0 $31,279,660 $31,279,660
SR 54/56 Mobility US 19 US 301 County 37,797,862$   2026-2030 37,797,862$   $0 $0 $71,437,959 $71,437,959 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
SR 54/56 Mobility US 19 US 301 OA 323,028$        2026-2030 323,028$        $0 $0 $610,523 $610,523
SR 54/56 Mobility US 19 US 301 County 263,295,345$ 2031-2035 263,295,345$ $0 $0 $584,515,666 $584,515,666 Revenue (Impact Fees, Prop Share)
SR 54/56 Mobility US 19 US 301 OA 35,495,495$   2031-2035 35,495,495$   $0 $0 $78,799,999 $78,799,999
SR 54/56 Mobility US 19 US 301 Corridor Improvements TMA 5,737,705$     2015 5,737,705$     $0 $0 $7,000,000 $7,000,000
SR 54/56 Mobility US 19 US 301 Corridor Improvements TMA 27,007,299$   2016-2020 27,007,299$   $0 $0 $37,000,000 $37,000,000
SR 54/56 Mobility US 19 US 301 Corridor Improvements TMA 21,322,751$   2026-2030 21,322,751$   $0 $0 $40,300,000 $40,300,000
SR 54/56 Mobility US 19 US 301 Corridor Improvements TMA 17,670,619$   2031-2035 17,670,619$   $0 $0 $39,228,774 $39,228,774
Transit Transfer US 19 Transit Improvements 587,330$        2021-2025 587,330$        $0 $0 $945,602 $945,602
Transit Transfer US 19 Transit Improvements 572,624$        2031-2035 572,624$        $0 $0 $1,271,226 $1,271,226
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PASCO COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
2012 LIST OF PRIORITY PROJECTS 

SEPTEMBER 13, 2012 
 

 
G Construction Funds Available in the Five-Year Program (Fiscal Years 2012-13 Through 2016-17) 
 
PD&E:  Project Development & Environmental Study; PE:  Preliminary Engineering; ROW (Adv.):  Advanced ROW includes early purchases of available ROW via “friendly buys;” 
ROW:  Right-of-Way; CST:  Construction; COA:  Developer Condition of Approval 

 
wpdata/mpo/tip_listpriorityprojects_2012_clean -9- 9/24/12 

Priority List of Highway Projects 

Priority # Facility From To Status 

(Two to Four Lanes) Underway 
CST Not Funded 

20.a U.S. 301 (Gall Boulevard) 
(6th St. and 7th St., One-Way 
Pairs) 

S.R. 39 C.R. 54 PD&E Re-evaluation 
Underway 
ROW 2014, 2015 
CST Not Funded 

21.a S.R. 52 (Two to Four Lanes) U.S. 41 Bellamy Brothers 
Boulevard 

PE Underway 
ROW, CST Not Funded 

22.a S.R. 581 Realignment 
(Wiregrass) (Zero to Six Lanes) 

S.R. 581 S.R. 54 PE, ROW, CST Not 
Funded (Developer COA) 

23.a U.S. 301 (Gall Boulevard) (Four 
to Six Lanes) 

C.R. 54 C.R. 530 Ext. Kossik 
Road 

PE 2014, ROW, 
CST Not Funded 

24.a U.S. 301 (Gall Boulevard) (Two 
to Four Lanes) 

S.R. 56 S.R. 39 PD&E in 2012-13 
ROW, CST Not Funded 

25.a, b C.R. 578 (County Line Road) 
(Two to Four Lanes) 

Shady Hills Suncoast Parkway PE Completed, ROW 
Underway 
CST Not Funded 

26.a S.R. 56 (Two to Four Lanes) Morris Bridge Road U.S. 301 PD&E Completed 
PE, ROW, CST Not 
Funded 

 
a 
In 2035 Long-Range Transportation Plan for 2026-35 Time Period. 
 
b
 This project appears in the Hernando MPO TIP or LRTP. 
 
c 
County project. 
 

tmontgomery
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  07/12/2011 14.03.29                              FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION                             PAGE 2501
  07/01/2011 17.24.14                            STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM                           WPAPJ93(A)
  GEOGRAPHIC DISTRICT 07                                     FISCAL YEAR 2013
  ADOPTED PLAN                                   ========================================
                                                                **HIGHWAYS**
                                                 ========================================
  ITEM NO                                 OLD ITEM
  *********** DESCRIPTION ************************
  COUNTY                    TYPE OF WORK
  RDWY ID   PROJ LGTH       EXIST/IMPROVE/ADD (LANES)        PRELIMINARY                  RAILROADS &                  GRANTS &
  FEDERAL AID NUMBER        FISCALYR   FUND                  ENGINEERING   RIGHT-OF-WAY    UTILITIES   CONSTRUCTION      MISC.
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  2564222  US 301 (SR 41/GALL)                             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  FROM SR 39 TO S OF CR 54                                 ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  PASCO                     ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT        ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  14050000    2.409 MI      2      2      2                ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
                          2013         DS                  ]            0]            0]            0]            0]       10,667]
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  2587362  I-75 (SR 93)                                    ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  FROM N OF SR/CR 54 TO N OF SR 52                         ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  PASCO                     ADD LANES & REHABILITATE PVMNT ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  14140000    6.588 MI      4      4      2                ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  SFTL-180-R              2013         ACNH                ]            0]   23,556,932]            0]            0]            0]
                                       BNIR                ]            0]    7,911,868]            0]            0]            0]
                             ** ITEM TOTALS **             ]            0]   31,468,800]            0]            0]            0]
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  4059205  TRAFFIC SIGNAL                                  ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  MAINTENANCE AND OPERATION FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT           ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  PASCO                     TRAFFIC SIGNALS                ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  14000000     .001 MI      0      0      0                ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
                          2013         DDR                 ]            0]            0]            0]            0]      188,787]
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  4080752  US 301 (SR 39)                                  ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  FROM GEIGER RD/NORTH AVE TO DADE CITY BYPASS             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  PASCO                     WIDEN/RESURFACE EXIST LANES    ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  14050000    7.642 MI      4      4      0                ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
                          2013         DIH                 ]       42,140]            0]            0]            0]            0]
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  4109094  I-75 (SR 93)                                    ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  FROM SR 56 TO SR 54                                      ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  PASCO                     ITS FREEWAY MANAGEMENT         ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  14140000    3.463 MI      5      5      0                ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  0751-110-I              2013         DIH                 ]       25,000]            0]            0]            0]            0]
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  4110142  I-75 (SR 93)                                    ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  FROM N OF SR 52 TO PASCO/HERNANDO CO/L                   ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  PASCO                     ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT        ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  14140000    7.794 MI      4      0      0                ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
                          2013         ACEN                ]            0]    8,535,829]            0]            0]            0]
                                       ACNH                ]            0]      966,580]            0]            0]            0]
                             ** ITEM TOTALS **             ]            0]    9,502,409]            0]            0]            0]
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

csmith
Line



 

  07/12/2011 14.03.29                              FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION                             PAGE 2555
  07/01/2011 17.24.14                            STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM                           WPAPJ93(A)
  GEOGRAPHIC DISTRICT 07                                     FISCAL YEAR 2014
  ADOPTED PLAN                                   ========================================
                                                                **HIGHWAYS**
                                                 ========================================
  ITEM NO                                 OLD ITEM
  *********** DESCRIPTION ************************
  COUNTY                    TYPE OF WORK
  RDWY ID   PROJ LGTH       EXIST/IMPROVE/ADD (LANES)        PRELIMINARY                  RAILROADS &                  GRANTS &
  FEDERAL AID NUMBER        FISCALYR   FUND                  ENGINEERING   RIGHT-OF-WAY    UTILITIES   CONSTRUCTION      MISC.
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  2564222  US 301 (SR 41/GALL)                             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  FROM SR 39 TO S OF CR 54                                 ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  PASCO                     ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT        ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  14050000    2.409 MI      2      2      2                ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
                          2014         EB                  ]            0]    3,035,616]            0]            0]            0]
                                       SA                  ]            0]    4,000,000]            0]            0]            0]
                                       DDR                 ]            0]      751,643]            0]            0]            0]
                                       DIH                 ]            0]      534,488]            0]            0]            0]
                             ** ITEM TOTALS **             ]            0]    8,321,747]            0]            0]            0]
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  4080752  US 301 (SR 39)                                  ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  FROM GEIGER RD/NORTH AVE TO DADE CITY BYPASS             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  PASCO                     WIDEN/RESURFACE EXIST LANES    ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  14050000    7.642 MI      4      4      0                ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
                          2014         SA                  ]    1,732,475]            0]            0]            0]            0]
                                       SL                  ]    3,380,525]            0]            0]            0]            0]
                             ** ITEM TOTALS **             ]    5,113,000]            0]            0]            0]            0]
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  4165612  SR 54                                           ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  FROM E OF CR577/CURLEY RD TO CR 579/MORRIS BRDG RD       ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  PASCO                     ADD LANES & REHABILITATE PVMNT ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  14090000    4.550 MI      2      0      2                ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
                          2014         SU                  ]            0]    5,000,000]            0]            0]            0]
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  4227121  RIDGE RD                                        ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  FROM LITTLE RD TO MOON LAKE RD                           ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  PASCO                     ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT        ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  14712000    3.184 MI      4      4      2                ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
                          2014         TRIP                ]            0]            0]            0]            0]    4,266,643]
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  4289601  US 98 (SR  700)                                 ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  FROM US98/US301/SR35/700 TO N OF OAK FOREST DR           ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  PASCO                     RESURFACING                    ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
  14080000    1.388 MI      2      2      0                ]             ]             ]             ]             ]             ]
                          2014         SA                  ]            0]            0]            0]      947,059]            0]
                                       DIH                 ]            0]            0]            0]      102,486]            0]
                             ** ITEM TOTALS **             ]            0]            0]            0]    1,049,545]            0]
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

csmith
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) conducted a Project Development 
and Environment (PD&E) Study Update to evaluate improvements to U.S. 301/S.R. 41 
(Gall Blvd.) in eastern Pasco County. The project limits are from S.R. 39 north to south 
of C.R. 54. The length of the study is approximately 2.6 miles.  

The objective of the PD&E Study Update 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 U.S. 301 PD&E study limits to accommodate 
future transportation needs in a safe and efficient manner. This Project Development 
Summary Report (PDSR) was prepared as part of the PD&E Study Update and is 
intended to document the need for the project and present the procedures used to 
develop and evaluate various improvement alternatives as they relate to the 
transportation facility and summarize pertinent information for the preferred alternative.  

A Preliminary Engineering Report (PER) and a Type 2 Categorical Exclusion (CE) were 
completed in 2001. The PER and Type 2 CE recommended certain improvements 
which were submitted to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) for review and 
acceptance.  Location and Design Concept Acceptance (LDCA) was granted by FHWA 
on September 12, 2001 for that portion of the project from S.R. 39 north to A Avenue.  
Since the receipt of LDCA, ongoing coordination with the City of Zephyrhills resulted in 
the identification of an additional build alternative. 

This PDSR was prepared as an update to the PER and Type 2 CE completed during 
the original PD&E study and provides a comparative analysis of the No Build Alternative 
and the two Build Alternatives.  The two Build Alternatives evaluated are described as 
follows: 

6th Street and U.S. 301/Gall Boulevard One-Way Pair: 
 

U.S. 301 is converted from a two-lane, two-way, undivided roadway facility to a 
one-way, three-lane (northbound) roadway from Palm Grove Avenue Street to 
Geiger Road (North Avenue). Sixth Street is extended south to Palm Grove 
Avenue where it will join U.S. 301 and is widened from a two-lane, one-way 
(southbound) to a three-lane, one-way (southbound) roadway facility to 16th  
Avenue. Seventh Street remains a city street that is currently a one-way 
(northbound) roadway facility from A Avenue to Geiger Road.  

  

6th Street and 7th Street One-Way Pair:  
 

U.S. 301 is converted from a two-lane, two-way, undivided roadway facility to a 
one-way, three-lane (northbound) roadway from Palm Grove Avenue to A Avenue 
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where it will connect with 7th Street.  Seventh Street is widened from a two-lane, 
one-way (northbound) to a three-lane, one-way (northbound) roadway facility from 
A Avenue to Fort King Road where it intersects with U.S. 301.  Gall Boulevard 
remains as a two-lane, two-way, undivided roadway facility from A Avenue to south 
of Geiger Road.  Sixth Street is extended south to Palm Grove Avenue where it will 
join U.S. 301 and is widened from a two-lane, one-way (southbound) to a three-
lane, one-way (southbound) roadway facility to 16th Avenue.   

The PDSR presents results of the evaluations of the social, cultural, environmental, 
physical, and economic effects of the improvement alternatives.  These are summarized 
in Section 3.5 of the report.   

A Section 106 Case Study was completed and a workshop held on April 27, 2011 to 
evaluate the potential for adverse impacts resulting from the proposed improvements to 
two historic properties--the Zephyrhills Downtown Historic District and Clyde’s Cottages. 
The Section 106 Case Study Report concluded the 6th Street and 7th Street One-Way 
Pair alternative would have no adverse effect on the historic properties providing the 
following conditions are implemented as the project is further developed and 
constructed: 

   
1. Special commitments during construction through the historic district (as 

identified on a graphic included in the construction plans1) should include: 
 

• Limit use of vibratory rollers to avoid adverse effects of vibratory compaction 
on adjacent structures (if possible); 
 

• Monitor vibration during compaction operations and document conditions of 
existing contributing structures to the historic district before and after all 
compaction operations in accordance with Article 455-1.1 of the FDOT 
Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction; and 
 

• No construction staging or stockpiling activities are to occur within the 
Zephyrhills Downtown Historic District and Clyde’s Cottages. If any 
construction staging or stockpiling areas will be within these boundaries, 
Section 106 consultation will be required, as specified in the FDOT Standard 
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction; and 
 

• Maintain access to historic properties during construction. 

                                                            
1  The graphic will be developed during the design phase and coordinated with FHWA and SHPO for review through 
the  plans  review  process.    The  graphic  will  depict  a  large  square  or  rectangle  larger  than  the  limits  of  the 
Zephyrhills  Downtown  Historic  District  and  Clyde’s  Cottages  so  the  contractors  will  know  where  to  avoid 
construction during staging and stockpiling activities. 
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2. Submit all phases of design plans (I through IV) to FHWA, SHPO, FDOT CEMO, 
and the City of Zephyrhills for review/comment utilizing FDOT’s Electronic 
Review and Comment (ERC) system; hard copies of the plan sheets will also be 
provided to SHPO. An email notice will be sent to everyone to let them know 
when the plans are entered in the ERC. 

 
3. Consider aesthetic improvements along 7th Street within the historic district only 

(along 7th Street at the intersection with 5th Avenue and one-half block south), 
such as context sensitive solutions. Include community input for these elements, 
if any are identified, and allow FHWA and SHPO reviews via the ERC phase 
review process. 

 
4. Avoid placing Stormwater Management Facility (SMF) or Floodplain 

Compensation (FPC) sites within or adjacent to the Zephyrhills Downtown 
Historic District and the Clyde’s Cottages property. Suitable sites located outside 
the historic district are anticipated to be available. 
 

5. Install Cultural Interest Area guide signs, in compliance with Rule 14-51.041 
Florida Administrative Code (FAC), for the Zephyrhills Downtown Historic District.  

 
The FHWA provided concurrence with the finding of no adverse effect on June 27, 
2102.   The State Historic Preservation Officer provided concurrence with the finding of 
no adverse effect on July 2, 2012. 
 
The No Build and two Build Alternatives were presented at a Public Hearing on 
February 23, 2012.  The purpose of the Public Hearing was to provide information about 
the project to the public and solicit public input.  Prior to the hearing, the Zephyrhills City 
Council passed a Resolution supporting the 6th Street and 7th Street Alternative.  Public 
comment received at the hearing and subsequent to the hearing, both oral and written 
was also overwhelmingly in support of the new build alternative that includes a one-way 
pair on 6th and 7th Streets.   

Based on the results of the evaluation, public hearing feedback, environmental studies 
and interagency coordination, the FDOT has selected the 6th and 7th Street One-Way 
Pair Alternative as the Preferred Build Alternative. Upon completion of the 
improvements, 6th and 7th Streets will function as one-way pairs, become Department 
right of way and be designated as US 301.  Gall Boulevard between A Avenue and 16th 
Avenue will remain as a two-way street and will be transferred to the City.  

It is estimated that 21 residences and 6 businesses will require relocation as a result of 
implementation of the Preferred Alternative.   Many of the residential relocations result 
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from the construction of ponds which may include storm water management facilities 
and floodplain compensation facilities. The locations are tentative and subject to 
change. The locations were evaluated for impact identification purposes only. 
Accordingly, these locations do not necessarily represent the final location for such a 
proposed use. During the project's final design phase, alternative storm water 
management facility locations will be further evaluated in order to identify the final 
stormwater management facility and flood plain compensation sites for each drainage 
basin within the design project limits.  

The documented findings of the Preferred Build Alternative are listed as follows: 

• No potential wetland impacts are associated with the Preferred Build Alternative. 
• No adverse effects to threatened and endangered species are anticipated as a 

result of implementing the Preferred Build Alternative. 
• No National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)-eligible or NRHP-listed cultural 

resources will be adversely affected as a result of implementing the Preferred 
Build Alternative. 

• No adverse effects to parks or recreation areas are anticipated with the Preferred 
Build Alternative. 

• The estimated total project cost, which includes preliminary engineering (PE) 
design, right-of-way (ROW) acquisition, construction, and construction 
engineering inspection (CEI) for the Preferred Build Alternative, is $54.067 
million. 
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SECTION 1.0 – INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1 STUDY PURPOSE AND PD&E PROCESS 

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) conducted a Project Development 
and Environment (PD&E) Study Update to evaluate improvements to U.S. 301/S.R. 41 
(Gall Boulevard) from S.R. 39 to south of County Road (C.R.) 54 in Pasco County, 
Florida. The objective of the update is 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 U.S. 301 PD&E study limits to 
accommodate future transportation needs in a safe and efficient manner. 

A Type 2 Categorical Exclusion (CE) and supporting Preliminary Engineering Report 
(PER) were completed in 2001 and are attached as Appendix F and G respectively.  
The Type 2 CE and PER recommended certain improvements which were submitted to 
the FHWA for review and acceptance.  Location and Design Concept Acceptance 
(LDCA) was granted by FHWA on September 12, 2001 for that portion of the project 
from S.R. 39 north to A Avenue (see LDCA letter in Appendix F).  Since the LDCA, 
ongoing coordination with the City of Zephyrhills resulted in the identification of an 
additional build alternative. 

This PDSR was prepared as an update to the PER and Type 2 CE completed during 
the original PD&E study.  The report includes the additional alternative and provides a 
comparative analysis of the two build alternatives which are described in Section 3.5 
below. The PDSR presents results of the evaluations of the social, cultural, 
environmental, physical, and economic effects of the improvement alternatives. 

 
1.2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The FDOT conducted a study to evaluate improvements to U.S. 301/S.R. 41 (Gall Blvd.) 
between S.R. 39 and south of C.R. 54 in Pasco County, Florida.  The total length of the 
proposed project is approximately 2.6 miles.  Figure 1-1 illustrates the location and 
limits of the project and its relationship to the regional highway system.  
 

The U.S. 301/S.R. 41 corridor is a north/south principal arterial facility that traverses 
through Tampa, Zephyrhills, Dade City, and continues north.  The project is located 
partly in unincorporated Pasco County, from S.R. 39 to C Avenue.  The section from C 
Avenue north to a point south of C.R. 54 is in the City of Zephyrhills. 



Location Map Figure 1-1

A Ave

csmith
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The existing roadway is a two-lane rural road with four-foot paved shoulders.  A partial 
one-way pair was created in 1996 by the City of Zephyrhills using 6th and 7th Streets as 
an alternative route to U.S. 301.  The City’s one-way pair system begins at A Avenue for 
northbound traffic on 7th Street and ends at C Avenue for southbound traffic on 6th 

Street. 

 
1.3 PURPOSE AND NEED 

 
The PD&E Study Update identified the current and future traffic deficiencies that should 
be expected along U.S. 301 if the existing geometric characteristics are maintained and 
presents feasible improvement alternatives that will meet future traffic demands.  After 
consideration of socioeconomic, cultural and environmental effects, feasible 
improvement alternatives were identified and are described in Section 2.0. 
 
Project need was verified and refined in an updated Design Traffic Technical 
Memorandum (DTTM) prepared in December 2010.  This analysis documents that 
existing year (2010) Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) volumes on U.S. 301 range 
from a low of 12,700 vehicles per day (vpd) north of South Avenue to a high of 20,900 
vpd south of Fort King Road. A highway capacity analysis was conducted to evaluate 
existing levels of service along the U.S. 301 study corridor and the 6th and 7th Streets 
one-way pair. The results of the analysis indicate that in 2010, all 15 study intersections 
operated at an overall Level of Service (LOS) D or better during both the AM and PM 
peak hours. An analysis of arterial operations reveals that in 2010, two roadway 
segments did not operate at the adopted LOS standard D in either the AM or PM peak 
hours. The two roadway segments with a deficient LOS (LOS E) are listed as follows: 

• Northbound 7th Street between Geiger Road and Fort King Road during the PM 
peak hour; and 

• Southbound U.S. 301 between 12th Avenue and S.R. 54 (5th Ave.) during the AM 
peak hour. 
 

Crash records were examined for the most recent five-year period (2005-2009) to 
assess a level of motor vehicle safety along the U.S. 301 study corridor. A total of 500 
crashes occurred during this five-year time frame, which resulted in 493 injuries and 
three fatalities. The U.S. 301 segment from Geiger Road to south of C.R. 54 is the only 
roadway segment with a five-year average safety ratio greater than 1.0. 
 

Design year (2035) traffic projections were developed for the U.S. 301 study corridor 
using the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model (TBRPM), Version 7.0. Design year 
AADT volumes on U.S. 301 are projected to range from a low of 28,400 vpd north of 
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South Avenue to a high of 49,000 vpd north of S.R. 39. If no improvements are made to 
U.S. 301 and the 6th and 7th Streets one-way pair, 13 of the 15 study intersections are 
projected to operate at an unacceptable LOS (LOS E or worse) during the AM and/or 
the PM peak hours. Similarly, unless improvements are made, failing LOS is projected 
on the U.S. 301 arterial roadway segments. 
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SECTION 2.0 – COMMITMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

2.1 COMMITMENTS 

A number of commitments related to construction noise, coordination with other FDOT 
projects and coordination with Local Governments were made as part of the 2001 effort 
to obtain acceptance of the Type 2 CE and gain LDCA.  These commitments, (see 
Appendix G, Section 1.1 of the PER) have been updated as appropriate as part of this 
PD&E Study Update.   

The FDOT is committed to the following measures to address impacts to the natural and 
physical environment for this project:   

 
1. Special commitments during construction through the historic district (as 

identified on a graphic included in the construction plans2) should include: 
 

• Limit use of vibratory rollers to avoid adverse effects of vibratory compaction 
on adjacent structures (if possible); 
 

• Monitor vibration during compaction operations and document conditions of 
existing contributing structures to the historic district before and after all 
compaction operations in accordance with Article 455-1.1 of the FDOT 
Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction; and 
 

• No construction staging or stockpiling activities are to occur within the 
Zephyrhills Downtown Historic District and Clyde’s Cottages. If any 
construction staging or stockpiling areas will be within these boundaries, 
Section 106 consultation will be required, as specified in the FDOT Standard 
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction; and 
 

• Maintain access to historic properties during construction. 
 

2. Submit all phases of design plans (I through IV) to FHWA, SHPO, FDOT CEMO, 
and the City of Zephyrhills for review/comment utilizing FDOT’s Electronic 

                                                            
2The graphic will be developed during the design phase and coordinated with FHWA and SHPO for review through 
the plans review process.  The graphic will depict a large square or rectangle larger than the limits of the 
Zephyrhills Downtown Historic District and Clyde’s Cottages so the contractors will know where to avoid 
construction during staging and stockpiling activities. 
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Review and Comment (ERC) system; hard copies of the plan sheets will also be 
provided to SHPO. An email notice will be sent to everyone to let them know 
when the plans are entered in the ERC. 

 
3. Consider aesthetic improvements along 7th Street within the historic district only 

(along 7th Street at the intersection with 5th Avenue and one-half block south), 
such as context sensitive solutions. Include community input for these elements, 
if any are identified, and allow FHWA and SHPO reviews via the ERC phase 
review process. 

 
4. Avoid placing Stormwater Management Facility (SMF) or Floodplain 

Compensation (FPC) sites within or adjacent to the Zephyrhills Downtown 
Historic District and the Clyde’s Cottages property. Suitable sites located outside 
the historic district are anticipated to be available. 
 

5. Install Cultural Interest Area guide signs, in compliance with Rule 14-51.041 
Florida Administrative Code (FAC), for the Zephyrhills Downtown Historic District.  
 

6. Gopher tortoise: Due to the presence of gopher tortoise burrows adjacent to the 
project limits and suitable habitat within the existing right-of-way, a gopher 
tortoise survey in appropriate habitat, within construction limits (including 
roadway footprint, construction staging areas, and stormwater management 
ponds), will be performed prior to construction per FWC guidelines. The FDOT 
will secure any relocation permits needed for this species during the project 
design and construction phase of the project. 
 

7. Eastern indigo snake: The standard FDOT Construction Precautions for the 
Eastern Indigo Snake will be adhered to during construction of the project. 
 

8. Bald eagle: If any active nests located within 660 feet of the project are identified, 
the FDOT will act in accordance with the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act 
(BGEPA) and Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). 
 

9. Wood stork: Since the project is within the core foraging area of eight wood stork 
rookeries, the FDOT commits to ensure that there is no net loss of wetlands. 
Indirect impacts (e.g., changes in hydrological regimes) to adjacent wetlands will 
be minimized by adherence to wetland permitting requirements of the SWFWMD 
and the USACE. The FDOT further commits, where reasonable, to ensure that 
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any wood stork habitat alteration is mitigated within the foraging range of known 
rookeries in the project area in compliance with the USFWS’s SLOPES 
requirement. 
 

10. It is anticipated that the application of the FDOT Standard Specifications for 
Road and Bridge Construction will minimize or eliminate potential construction 
noise and vibration impacts.  However, should unanticipated noise or vibration 
issues arise during the construction process, the Department commits that the 
Project Engineer, in coordination with the District Noise Specialist and the 
Contractor, will investigate additional methods of controlling and mitigating 
impacts to noise and vibration sensitive sites.  

 
 
2.1.1 Coordination with S.R. 39 Project 

A separate PD&E Study on S.R. 39 from I-4 to U.S. 301 (WPI Segments No. 255099-1 
and No. 256289-1) recommended widening S.R. 39 from two lanes to four lanes. It also 
recommended realigning the S.R. 39 intersection with U.S. 301, which currently 
connects at an acute angle to a "T" intersection with a traffic signal for safety purposes 
(see Figures 3-4A and 3-5A).  If the U.S. 301 project is constructed before the S.R. 39 
project, the recommended intersection realignment should be constructed along with 
this U.S. 301 project to increase the capacity and enhance safety at this intersection. 
The realignment proposed would result in a section of existing S.R. 39 becoming a cul-
de-sac with access only from the north off U.S. 301.  Due to the number of trucks 
currently accessing businesses on this section of existing S.R. 39, a connection 
between the existing S.R. 39 and the new S.R. 39 alignment will be investigated during 
the design phase. 
 

2.1.2  Coordination with Local Governments 

The City of Zephyrhills currently owns the section of 6th Street from C Avenue to where 
it connects with U.S. 301 just south of Geiger Road. Pasco County owns the section of 
6th Street south of C Avenue. These sections will become a part of the state roadway 
system under the preferred alternative.   

The U.S. 301 Right of Way (ROW) from A Avenue to 16th Avenue will be transferred 
from the FDOT to the City of Zephyrhills.  Additionally, the 5th Avenue ROW between 
U.S. 301 and 7th Street will also be transferred from the City of Zephyrhills to the FDOT. 

There is a section of existing S.R. 39, which will become a local street when the S.R. 39 
intersection with U.S. 301 is realigned (see above section, Coordination with S.R. 39 
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project).  This section of existing S.R. 39 is expected to be transferred from the FDOT to 
Pasco County.  

The transfer of ROW for these sections will take effect upon completion of construction. 
The FDOT will prepare a Transfer Agreement with the City of Zephyrhills and Pasco 
County for these roadway sections as appropriate.   

 
2.2 RECOMMENDATIONS  
The Preferred Alternative is the one-way pair system utilizing 6th Street and 7th Street. 
U.S. 301 will be converted from a two-lane, two-way, undivided roadway facility to a 
one-way, three-lane (northbound) roadway from Palm Grove Avenue to A Avenue 
where it will connect with 7th Street.  Seventh Street will be widened from a two-lane, 
one-way (northbound) to a three-lane, one-way (northbound) roadway facility from A 
Avenue to Fort King Road where it intersects with U.S. 301.  Gall Boulevard remains as 
a two-lane, two-way, undivided roadway facility from A Avenue to 16th Avenue.  Sixth 
Street is extended south to Palm Grove Avenue where it will join U.S. 301 and is 
widened from a two-lane, one-way (southbound) to a three-lane, one-way (southbound) 
roadway facility to 16th Avenue. 
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SECTION 3.0 – ALTERNATIVES DEVELOPMENT 

 

3.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS 

3.1.1 Typical Sections 

From S.R. 39 to Geiger Road /North Avenue, U.S. 301 (Gall Boulevard) is currently a 
two-lane, undivided roadway with eleven foot wide lanes.  With the exception of the 
area between 3rd Avenue and 7th Avenue, the travel lanes are bordered by eight to ten 
foot wide flush shoulders, four feet of which is paved.  Between 3rd Avenue and 7th 
Avenue the travel lanes are bordered by curb and gutter.  North of Geiger Road, U.S. 
301 is a four-lane divided rural road with twelve foot wide lanes bordered by eight to ten 
foot wide flush shoulders, four feet of which is paved. 

Both 6th Street and 7th Street are two lane, one-way streets with lane widths varying 
between 10 and 12 feet.  Neither street has paved shoulders. Sixth Street is a two-lane 
two-way street from Vinson Avenue to A Avenue. 

The existing typical sections for all three roadways are provided on Figure 3-1. 

 
3.1.2 Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities 

There is a five foot wide sidewalk on the west side of U.S. 301/S.R. 41 (Gall Boulevard) 
from South Avenue to 10th Avenue.  There are no sidewalks on 6th Street.  Seventh 
Street has a continuous four foot wide sidewalk on the east side from U.S. 301 just 
north of A Avenue to North Avenue.  North of North Avenue, 7th Street becomes Fort 
King Road and the four foot wide sidewalk continues to approximately 200’ south of 
U.S. 301. 

The four foot wide paved shoulder along both sides of U.S. 301 (Gall Boulevard) is not a 
designated bicycle lane but it provides accommodation for bicyclists.  Between 3rd 
Avenue and 7th Avenue there is no paved shoulder and bicyclists must share the travel 
lanes with motor vehicles.  Neither 6th Street nor 7th Street has designated or 
undesignated bicycle lanes and bicyclists must share the travel lanes with the motor 
vehicles. 

 

  



csmith
New Stamp
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3.1.3 Horizontal and Vertical Alignment 

The existing horizontal alignment characteristics for U.S. 301 (Gall Boulevard) based on 
a Right of Way Control Survey completed in December 2003 is summarized below.  
Study limits are from approximate Baseline of Survey Station 386+90 to Station 530+00. 

Table 3-1 

Existing Horizontal Alignment U.S. 301 (Gall Boulevard) 

Alignment Point 
of Intersection 

(PI) Base Line of 
Survey 

Tangent         
Bearing 

Degree of 
Deflection 

Direction of 
Deflection 

Curve 
Radius 

(ft) 

 N 42039'28" E    

385+89.19  42045'13" Left 2527.76 

 N 00005'44" W    

448+21.51  25017'37" Left 739.30 

 N 25023'21" W    

493+25.32  19025'51" Left 3819.72 

 N 44049'13" W    

513+8.60  69010'11" Right 1130.84 

 N 24020'59" E    

 

The existing vertical alignment is summarized in Appendix G, Final Preliminary 
Engineering Report; Section 4.1.6. 

 
3.1.4 Right of Way (ROW) 

Existing ROW for U.S. 301 (Gall Boulevard) and 6th Street is based on a Right of Way 
Control Survey completed in December 2003.  From the begin study location to Tucker 
Road, the ROW width for U.S. 301 is 100’ or greater.  From Tucker Road to 12th Avenue 
the ROW width for U.S. 301 is typically 60’ wide.  From 12th Avenue to 17th Avenue the 
ROW is typically 100’ wide.  From 17th Avenue to the end of the study limits, the ROW 
width is typically 200’.  Existing ROW for 6th Street is typically 60’ wide throughout the 
study area. 
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3.1.5 Drainage 

An update to the Location Hydraulics Report (LHR) originally completed in February 
2000 has been prepared for this U.S. 301/S.R.41 (Gall Blvd.) PD&E Study Update.  This 
section presents a summary of findings from this updated analysis.  

Soils Information 

The Natural Resources Conservation Service’s (NRCS) Web Soil Survey 
(http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx) was used to generate a 
custom summary report for the soils within the study area. Table 3-2 below summarizes 
the soils within the project limits. Most of the soil, approximately 65%, is Tavares-Urban 
Land Complex, which is characterized by heavy urbanization. In general, the soils are 
uplands, nearly level to sloping, moderately to well-drained soils that are sandy 
throughout. All of the soil types within the project are type A soil, which have high 
infiltration rates (low runoff potential). The water table is expected to be relatively deep 
(seasonal high at a depth of 3.5 feet or greater). 

Table 3-2 

Summary of Soils within Study Area - NRCS Soil Survey 

 

 

Map Unit Name and Number 

Percent in 
Study Area

 

Hydrologic 
Group 

 

Seasonal High Water Table 

Depth 
(ft) 

Kind Month 

Tavares Sand (6) 4 A 3.5-6.0 Apparent Jun-
Dec 

Tavares - Urban Land Complex 
(15) 65 A 3.5-6.0 Apparent Jun-

Dec 

Lake Fine Sand (32) 6 A >6.0 --- --- 

Urban Land (38) 18 N/A --- --- --- 

Arredondo Fine Sand (43) <1 A >6.0 --- --- 

Millhopper Fine Sand (69) 7 A 3.5-6.0 Perched Aug-
Feb 
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Existing Storm Water Management Facilities 

Presently, four storm water management facilities (ponds) are located within the project 
limits. The first pond is located adjacent to 7th Street, east of U.S. 301 between A 
Avenue and South Avenue, on both sides of 7th Street with an interconnect pipe joining 
the two pond parts. The pond was constructed in 1995 in conjunction with the City of 
Zephyrhills one-way pair extension of 7th Street. The pond accepts runoff from the 
improved 7th Street and adjacent properties only. The dry retention pond has no outfall 
and recovery is only through infiltration. Double ring infiltration test results indicate an 
average infiltration rate of 17 feet per day. 

The second pond is located near the middle of the project, north of 6th Avenue, east of 
U.S. 301 (across from The Clock Family Restaurant). The pond accepts runoff from 
approximately 40 acres of surrounding area. The pond is not designed to provide 
stormwater treatment and is estimated to flood at the 5-year event.  The pond is owned 
and operated by the City of Zephyrhills whose City Hall is located due east of the pond. 
The pond is equipped with a pump station and force main which discharges west to 
Lake Zephyr.   The pond, originally not permitted through the Southwest Florida Water 
Management District (SWFWMD), was permitted to provide for modifications by the 
City.  The pond was permitted to provide for an increase in the volume of the pond 
through steepening the side slopes to 1:2 (vertical/horizontal) and stabilizing them with 
concrete in an effort to increase storage and alleviate flooding in the area.  The 
SWFWMD would not permit an increase in the pumping rate from the pond to Lake 
Zephyr.   

The third pond is a city owned pond that is located at Zephyrhills Elementary School 
west of U.S. 301 at 14th Avenue. The pond receives runoff from east of U.S. 301 and 
pumps to Lake Zephyr. This pond was originally a Pasco County pond but has since 
been modified and is now permitted through SWFWMD with the City of Zephyrhills as 
owner and operator.  

A small portion of Fort King Road has been vacated by the City of Zephyrhills to build 
another stormwater management pond on the east side of U.S. 301 at the intersection 
with 14th Avenue.  This pond was built for the purpose of alleviating some of the existing 
flooding in the area.   

Existing Cross Drains 

Field reviews were performed to examine each cross drain. Existing cross drain 
information was taken from field survey data obtained in May 2003 and is summarized 
in Table 3-3 below.  Any proposed modifications to existing cross drains will result in no 
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changes to floodplain flood levels. All drainage features will be developed in accordance 
with FDOT drainage standards and procedures. 

Table 3-3 

Existing Cross Drain Information 

 

 

 

Struct. 
No. 

 

 

Approx. 
Location 

 

 

Size/ 

Description 

 

 

Length 
(ft) 

 

Invert Elevations 
 

 

Flow 
Direction 

 

Area of 
Basin (ac) West 

(ft) East (ft)

S-1 U.S. 301/Fir 
Ave 1-24” RCP 57.0 78.69 76.88 W-E 8.0 

S-2 U.S. 
301/11th Ave 1-18” RCP 39.0 81.50 81.53 W-E 9.0 

S-3 U.S. 
301/14th Ave 1-12” RCP 50.0 79.34 81.55 E-W 60.0 

 

3.2 CORRIDOR ANALYSIS 

The section of U.S. 301 being studied is the principal north/south route through 
Zephyrhills. There are a number of different types of travel demands on U.S. 301 in this 
area, including:  

• Through traffic from Tampa and Plant City south of Zephyrhills to Dade City and 
destinations further north. 

• Access to businesses along U.S. 301 serving the needs of local residents in the 
Zephyrhills area. 

• Access to residences, including mobile home parks in the area. 
 

There is a large population of seasonal residents in the Zephyrhills area who live there 
only in the winter months. During the winter the area's population and traffic volumes 
are two or three times higher than the rest of the year. 

A number of alternative corridors were considered during the original PD&E study effort. 
The principal alternative to widening U.S. 301 considered was using 6th and or 7th 
Streets as a one-way pair, creating two or three through lanes in each direction. 
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Sixth Street is currently a two lane road, which diverts some southbound traffic away 
from U.S. 301 through downtown Zephyrhills. It has one-way southbound traffic from its 
connection with U.S. 301 near 16th Avenue to C Avenue, where it becomes a two-way 
road from C Avenue south to Vinson Avenue, where it ends. If 6th Street is to be used 
as part of a one-way pair system, additional ROW will be required from Vinson Avenue 
south to connect to U.S. 301. 

Seventh Street was changed to a one-way northbound roadway by the City of 
Zephyrhills in 1995 to divert traffic off U.S. 301 in the downtown area. It connects with 
U.S. 301 at A Avenue north of the GTE building with a two lane curb and gutter section, 
and reconnects with U.S. 301 near Fort King Highway.  

Both 6th and 7th Streets were considered as viable alternative corridors to widening U.S. 
301 during the original PD&E study. The use of these streets in the various alternatives 
is discussed in further detail in Section 8 of the PER, attached as Appendix G. 

Other alternative corridors evaluated are described below. 

Chancey Road 

Chancey Road (Zephyrhills Bypass) is available as an alternate route for through traffic 
around the City of Zephyrhills. It is used by trucks to avoid congestion in the City.  To 
encourage northbound traffic to use Chancey Road as a bypass, there is destination 
signing on U.S. 301 in advance of the Chancey Road intersection that shows the route 
to Dade City via Chancey Road rather than straight through on U.S. 301.  This should 
help reduce some of the through traffic northbound in downtown Zephyrhills. However, it 
is not a viable alternative to improving U.S. 301 since much of the traffic in peak months 
is local traffic. 

Eiland Boulevard (C.R. 54) 

Another alternate route that allows traffic to bypass the downtown area of Zephyrhills on 
U.S. 301 is Eiland Boulevard (C.R. 54). This is not a true alternative to north-south 
traffic on U.S. 301; rather, it is a way for traffic traveling on S.R. 54 east to U.S. 301 
north to avoid the downtown area of U.S. 301. Eiland Boulevard intersects with S.R. 54 
about 4 miles west of U.S. 301, and connects with U.S. 301 about 2 miles north of S.R. 
54. The original PD&E study recommended that Eiland Boulevard be properly signed as 
a bypass route for traffic headed east on S.R. 54 and continuing northbound on U.S. 
301. Currently destination signing on S.R. 54 in advance of Eiland Boulevard shows the 
route to Dade City to the north via Eiland Boulevard rather than via S.R. 54 to U.S. 301.  
This signing should also help reduce the traffic congestion on U.S. 301 in downtown 
Zephyrhills. 
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3.3 THE NO BUILD ALTERNATIVE 

The No Build Alternative assumes that the existing conditions described in Section 3.1 
above would remain for U.S. 301 within the project limits and only routine maintenance 
activities would occur until the design year 2035. 

Distinct advantages and disadvantages associated with the No-Build Alternative are 
outlined below: 
 
Advantages: 

• No design, ROW acquisition, or construction costs 
• No inconvenience to the traveling public or property owners during construction 
• No additional  impacts to the adjacent natural, physical, and human environment 
• No relocations 

 
Disadvantages: 

• Increase in traffic congestion and user costs associated with increased travel 
times 

• Increase in crash potential due to congestion 
• Increase in emergency vehicle response times 
• Longer delays during emergency evacuations 
• Increase in carbon monoxide and other pollutants due to increased traffic 

congestion 
• Increased costs in the movement of goods and services 

 
These advantages and disadvantages, along with other established criteria were used 
in the evaluation process of the No Build Alternative and its comparison with the Build 
Alternatives described below.  The No Build Alternative remained a viable alternative 
throughout the PD&E study process. 
 
3.4 BUILD ALTERNATIVES 

The two Build Alternatives being evaluated under this study update are described as 
follows: 

6th Street and U.S. 301/Gall Boulevard One-Way Pair Alternative:  U.S. 301 is 
converted from a two-lane, two-way, undivided roadway facility to a one-way, 
three-lane (northbound) roadway from Palm Grove Avenue to Geiger Road 
(North Avenue). Sixth Street is extended south to Palm Grove Avenue where 
it will join U.S. 301 and is widened from a two-lane, one-way (southbound) to 
a three-lane, one-way (southbound) roadway facility to 16th Avenue. Seventh 



 

U.S. 301 (Gall Blvd.) PD&E Study Update   Final Project Development  
WPI Segment Number:  256422-2  Summary Report, October 2012 

3 - 9 

Street remains unchanged as a one-way (northbound) roadway facility from A 
Avenue to Geiger Road.   

 
6th Street and 7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative: U.S. 301 is converted from 
a two-lane, two-way, undivided roadway facility to a one-way, three-lane 
(northbound) roadway from Palm Grove Avenue to A Avenue where it will 
connect with 7th Street.  Seventh Street is widened from a two-lane, one-way 
(northbound) to a three-lane, one-way (northbound) roadway facility from A 
Avenue to Fort King Road where it intersects with U.S. 301.  Gall Boulevard 
remains as a two-lane, two-way, undivided roadway facility from A Avenue to 
south of Geiger Road.  Sixth Street is extended south to Palm Grove Avenue 
where it will join U.S. 301 and is widened from a two-lane, one-way 
(southbound) to a three-lane, one-way (southbound) roadway facility to 16th 
Avenue.   
 

 

3.5 EVALUATION OF THE BUILD ALTERNATIVES 
3.5.1 Design Criteria 

The following Table 3-4 summarizes the roadway design criteria applicable to the 
project. 

Table 3-4 
Summary of Design Criteria 

DESIGN ELEMENT  DES IGN  CR I TER IA PPM VOL. I REFERENCE COMMENTS

GENERAL 

Functional Classification 
Urban Other 

Principal Arterial       

Design Speed (MPH)  40 Table 1.9.1

Design Period  20 Years  Section 1.2 

Access Classification  Access Class 7  Section 1.8 

CROSS SECTION DATA 

Number of Through Lanes 
3
4    

Each way on the 1‐way pairs
For the 2‐way Divided Segment 

Lane Widths  ‐  Through  11  Section 2.1.1, Table 2.1.1  Non‐FIHS/SIS, DS 40 mph or less 

Lane Widths  ‐  Turning  11  Section 2.1.1, Table 2.1.1  Non‐FIHS/SIS, DS 40 mph or less 

Cross Slopes  0.02 to 0.03  Figure 2.1.1   

DESIGN ELEMENT  DES IGN  CR I TER IA  PPM VOL. I REFERENCE  COMMENTS 

Median Widths  22 
Section 2.16.4, Table 
2.2.1   
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Bicycle Lane Width 
4' 

Section 
2.16.3/2.16.5/8.4.1  4' on roadways with curb and gutter

5'  Section 8.4.2   to the left of right turn lanes 

Sidewalk Width  6'  Section 2.1.4.1/8.3.1  Sidewalk adjacent to the curb 

Horizontal Clearance  varies 
Section 2.11, Tables 
2.11.1‐2.11.10 

Horizontal Clearances based on 
clearances for normal operation 

Border Width 
8’ (min)  Section 2.5  When ROW not being acquired 

10’ (w/Bike Lane)
12’ (Lane @ C&G) 

Section 2.5, Table 2.5.2  When ROW acquisition required 

VERTICAL GEOMETRY 

Minimum Lengths of Crest 
Vertical Curve 

K=70  Table 2.8.5   Using L=KA 

Min 3 x DS

Minimum Lengths of Sag 
Vertical Curve 

K=64  Table 2.8.6 
Using L=KA  

Min. 3 x DS

Stopping Sight Distance  305'  Table 2.7.1  Grades ≤ 2% 

Grades  7% max  Table 2.6.1    

Maximum Change in Grade 
Without a Vertical Curve 

0.8  Table 2.6.2     

Base Clearance  1’  Table 2.6.3    

Minimum Distance Required 
between VIP's 

250'  Table 2.6.4   

Minimum Grade  0.3%  Table 2.6.4     

Minimum Vertical Clearance   17'‐6"  Table 2.10.3   For Signals 

HORIZONTAL GEOMETRY 

Maximum Deflection Without 
Curve (DMS) 

2° 00' 00" 
Section 2.8.1.1, Table 
2.8.1a 

  

Length of Horizontal Curves  15V (>400')  Table 2.8.2a    

Maximum Curvature of 
Horizontal Curves 

10° 45'  Table 2.8.3    

Superelevation Transition Rate  1:125  Table 2.9.4    

e (max)  0.05  Section 2.9, Table 2.9.4    
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3.5.2 Design Standards 

This report was prepared consistent with the current edition of the following 
publications: 

1. Roadway Design Geometric and Criteria found in Volume I, Plans Preparation 
Manual, FDOT, 625-000-005. 

2.  A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets, Washington, D.C., 
AASHTO. 

3.  Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD), FHWA, Washington, D.C. 
4.  Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board, Washington, D.C. 
5.  Bicycle Facilities Planning and Design Manual, FDOT. 
6.  Drainage Manual, FDOT, and Supplements, Topic # 625-040-001. 
7.  Flexible Pavement Design Manual, FDOT, Topic # 625-010-002. 
8.  Pavement Type Section Manual, FDOT, Topic # 625-010-005. 
9.  Utility Accommodation Guide, FDOT, Topic # 710-020-001. 
10.  Life-Cycle Cost Analysis for Transportation Projects, FDOT. 
11.  FDOT Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction. 
12.  Computer-Aided Design and Drafting (CADD) Roadway standards Manual, FDOT, 

Topic # 625-010-007. 
13.  Computer Aided Design and Drafting (CADD) Structures Standard Manual, FDOT. 
14.  Roadway and Traffic Design Standards, FDOT, Topic # 625-010-003. 
15.  Roadside Design Guide, AASHTO. 
16.  Florida Highway Landscape Guide, FDOT. 
17.  Facilities Access for Persons with Disabilities, FDOT Procedure Topic #625-01 0-01 5. 
18.  Major Urban Corridor Studies Policy, FDOT, Topic # 000-725-010. 
19. Environmental Policy, FDOT, Topic #000-625-001. 
20.  Maximum Number of Lanes on the State Highway System to be Provided by 

Department Funds Policy, FDOT, Topic # 000-525-040. 
21.  Median Opening Decision Process, FDOT, Topic # 625-010-020. 
 

3.5.3 Design Traffic Volumes 

A Design Traffic Technical Memorandum (DTTM) was prepared in December 2010 as 
part of this PD&E Study Update.  The DTTM documented existing travel conditions, 
presented forecasts of the design-year travel demand, and summarized LOS 
evaluations of the No Build and two proposed Build Alternatives. Separate traffic 
forecasts were developed for the proposed Build Alternatives to estimate the 
reallocation of traffic volumes to 6th Street, U.S. 301, and 7th Street as a result of the 
different lane configurations associated with the two Build Alternatives.  
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Table 3-5 provides a comparison of the design year (2035) Annual Average Daily 
Traffic (AADT) volumes forecasted for each of the alternatives. The volumes shown in 
this table represent the median and low/high range of AADT projected along the arterial 
segments of 6th Street, U.S. 301, and 7th Street. As shown in this table, traffic volumes 
on U.S. 301 are projected to divert to the improved one-way pair of 6th and 7th Streets 
with the construction of either Build Alternative. The magnitude of traffic diverted off of 
U.S. 301 and on to 6th and 7th Streets varies among the two Build Alternatives. 
Approximately 14,400 vehicles per day (vpd) are projected to be diverted off of U.S. 301 
with the 6th Street and 7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative, while it is projected that 
roughly 8,900 vpd would divert under the 6th Street and U.S. 301/Gall Boulevard One-
Way Pair Alternative. Moreover, comparing traffic volumes on 6th and 7th Streets for the 
two Build Alternatives reveals that an additional 7,300 vpd will travel on 6th Street with 
the 6th Street and U.S. 301/Gall Boulevard One-Way Pair Alternative. Likewise, an 
additional 12,800 vpd will travel on 7th Street with the 6th Street and 7th Street One-Way 
Pair Alternative. 

 
Table 3-5 

 
Design Year (2035) Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) Volumes on U.S. 301, 6th 

and 7th Streets within the One-Way Pair Section between A Ave. and 15th Street 
 

 
 
 

Roadway 

 
 
 

No-Build 
Alternative 

 
Build Alternatives 

 
6th Street and 7th Street 

One-Way Pair 

 
6th Street and 

U.S. 301/Gall Boulevard 
One-Way Pair 

 
6th Street 

10,900 vpd 
(9,600 – 12,200) 

18,200 vpd 
(17,200 - 19,200) 

25,500 vpd 
(24,100 – 26,800) 

 
U.S. 301 

29,300 vpd 
(28,400 – 30,200) 

14,900 vpd 
(14,100 – 15,700) 

20,400 vpd 
(19,300 – 21,400) 

 
7th Street 

10,500 vpd 
(10,100 – 10,800) 

16,500 vpd 
(16,300 – 16,600) 

3,700 vpd 
(2,700 – 4,600) 

vpd = vehicles per day 
        Median AADT 
(Low AADT – High AADT) 
 
 
Highway capacity analyses were performed to evaluate future traffic operations of the 
Build Alternatives. Initially, the analysis considered only the improvements shown in the 
conceptual design plans included in the 2001 PER (Appendix D). The Build Alternatives 
primarily included improvements to the mainlines of 6th Street, U.S. 301, and 7th Street 
as part of the one-way pair alternatives. Refinements were made to the Build 
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Alternatives to provide side street improvements to improve operations to acceptable 
Level of Service (LOS).  Results of the initial analysis (with no side street 
improvements) indicate that 9 of the 15 study intersections do not operate at an 
acceptable LOS in either Build Alternative. Details on these intersections and the 
needed improvements are provided in Section 3.5.8 below. 
 
 
3.5.4 Bridge Analysis  

There are no existing or proposed bridge structures within the project area. 

 
3.5.5 Typical Sections 

The typical sections for the two build alternatives that were evaluated are illustrated on 
Figures 3-2 and 3-3.  The typical section is common to both alternatives and consists 
of three 11’ wide through lanes with a four foot wide bicycle lane on the outside for each 
direction of the one-way pair.  The travel lanes are bordered by curb and gutter and six 
foot wide sidewalk adjacent to the curb and gutter.  The proposed design speed for this 
typical section is 40 miles per hour with an anticipated posted speed of 35 mph. 

 
3.5.6 Alignments and Right of Way (ROW) Needs 

The three lane one-way pair portions of both build alternatives that were evaluated fit 
within the existing 60’ wide, nominal, existing ROW along 6th Street, U.S. 301 (Gall 
Boulevard) and 7th Street.  The 6th Street alignment, common to both alternatives, 
requires additional ROW at two locations.  The first is ROW needed to connect 6th 
Street with U.S. 301 at the south end of the project.  To provide for continuous traffic 
flow, reverse curves are planned commencing near Palm Grove Avenue and connecting 
to the original 6th Street alignment near Jendral Avenue.  The second location requiring 
additional ROW is at South Avenue where the existing horizontal alignment does not 
comply with design criteria.  The existing alignment will use a larger radius curve 
necessitating additional ROW on the west side of the roadway for approximately 200 
feet north and south of South Avenue.   
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The alignment shift from U.S. 301 to 7th Street at A Avenue requires additional ROW to 
provide for a smooth connection using reverse curves.  The existing roadway transition 
utilizes curves that do not meet the design criteria for the 40 mph design speed utilized 
for the proposed improvements.  Similarly, the existing curves along Fort King Road, 
north of North Avenue need to be reconstructed using longer radii and ROW will be 
needed in this area as well. 

The vertical alignment for both of the alternatives is expected to be similar to the 
existing vertical alignment.  The three lane typical section to be utilized provides for only 
3 1/2 feet between the back of sidewalk and the ROW line to allow for matching existing 
grades.  The seasonal high water table is typically three feet or more below grade so 
there is reasonable flexibility to lower the vertical alignment while still providing base 
clearance where adjacent property is lower than the existing roadway elevation.  Even 
with extensive manipulation of the vertical alignment, vertical curbs and or short gravity 
walls may be required in some locations to allow for matching the back of sidewalk 
elevation to existing grades.  Likewise, temporary construction easements may be 
necessary to allow for the reconstruction of driveways within adjacent properties to 
provide for acceptable driveway slopes.   

Figure 3-4 A through 3-4 I presents the proposed alignment and right of way for the 6th 
Street and U.S. 301 One-Way Pair Alternative.  Figure 3-5 A through 3-5 I presents the 
alignment and right of way for the 6th Street and 7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative. 
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3.5.7  Drainage 

A Location Hydraulics Report (LHR) Update and Pond Siting Report (PSR) Update has 
been prepared to determine the drainage and stormwater management requirements 
for the project.  The conclusions from the LHR Update regarding floodplain 
encroachment are discussed in Section 4.1.4. 

The PSR Update addressed the stormwater management facilities (SMF) and floodplain 
compensation areas (FPC), collectively referred to as ponds, required for the project.  
The study recommended pond locations that are both hydraulically functional and 
environmentally permitable based on the best available information.  A total of 28 pond 
site locations (16 SMFs and 12 FPC’s) were evaluated for cultural resource impacts, 
wetland and protected wildlife impacts, hazardous material and contamination issues, 
hydraulics, construction costs and ROW costs.  Table 3-6 summarizes the 
recommended pond sites including acreage and ROW costs.  Additional refinement of 
the sites and or consideration of other sites will take place during the project’s design 
phase.  Figures 3-6 and 3-7 illustrate the locations of the recommended pond sites for 
each of the Build Alternatives. 

The realignment of S.R. 39 at U.S. 301 that was recommended by the PD&E study for 
S.R. 39 (FPN 256289-1/255099-1) is to be included as part of the construction plans for 
this U.S. 301 project.  The pond sites needed for the S.R. 39 realignment work were 
included in the PSR Update for this project.  

 

Table 3-6   Summary of Recommended Pond Sites 

Basin Pond 

Alternative 
6th Street & U.S. 301 6th Street & 7th Street 

Rec. 
Site 

Size 
(ac) ROW Cost 

Rec. 
Site 

Size 
(ac) ROW Cost 

1 SMF 1-2 4.94 $1,497,400 1-2 4.94 $1,497,400
  FPC 1B 0.89 $732,300 1B 0.89 $732,300 
2 SMF 2-3 2.46 $642,400 2-3 2.46 $642,400 
  FPC 2C 0.81 $845,400 2C 0.81 $845,400 
3 SMF 3-1 2.07 $2,078,400 3-1 2.07 $2,078,400
  FPC 3A 0.35 $269,000 3A 0.35 $269,000 
4 SMF 4-2 1.80 $1,359,600 N/A - - 
  FPC 4B 2.56 $1,018,600 N/A - - 
5 SMF N/A - - 5-3 1.95 $1,745,600
  FPC N/A - - 4B 2.56 $1,018,600

TOTALS   15.88 $8,443,100   16.03 $8,829,100
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3.5.8  Intersection Concepts and Signal Analysis 

Results of the initial analysis (with no side street improvements) indicate that 9 of the 15 
study intersections do not operate at an acceptable level of service in either Build 
Alternative. Table 3-7 lists the study intersections that would require additional 
improvements to achieve an acceptable LOS. 

 
Table 3-7 

 
Summary of Intersections with Deficient Level of Service in the Design Year 2035 

 
 
 

Intersection 
 

 
6th Street and 7th Street  

One-Way Pair Alternative 

 
6th Street and 
U.S. 301/Gall 

Boulevard One-Way 
Pair Alternative 

 
U.S. 301   

SR 39     
SR 54*   
Geiger Road     
Fort King Road     

6th Street   
South Avenue    
SR 54    

7th Street   
South Avenue    
SR 54     
Geiger Road    

*A feasible improvement alternative cannot be identified 
 
Refinements were made to the Build Alternatives in order to achieve acceptable LOS in 
the design year 2035. The only intersection where an acceptable LOS cannot be 
achieved is the U.S. 301/SR 54 intersection in the 6th Street and 7th Street One-Way 
Pair Alternative. A second southbound through lane is needed at the U.S. 301/SR 54 
intersection in the 6th Street and 7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative. Construction of 
this through lane may not be feasible due to right-of-way constraints. The recommended 
intersection improvements are listed as follows and shown on Figures 3-8A-B and 3-
9A-B. 
 
U.S. 301/SR 39: 

• Provide a second southbound-to-eastbound left-turn lane. The Tucker Road 
median opening would likely need to be closed in order to accommodate the 
recommended second left-turn lane. 
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U.S. 301/Geiger Road: 

• Provide three through lanes in both the northbound and southbound directions of 
U.S. 301 for the 6th Street and U.S. 301/Gall Boulevard One-Way Pair 
Alternative. A third northbound through lane is not needed for the 6th Street and 
7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative. 

• Provide a second westbound-to-southbound left-turn lane and modify the existing 
left-turn signal phasing to protected-only; 

• Construct an exclusive eastbound-to-southbound right-turn lane; and 
• Provide an exclusive westbound-to-northbound right-turn lane. 

 
U.S. 301/Fort King Road: 
 
6th Street and U.S. 301/Gall Boulevard One-Way Pair Alternative: 

• Provide three through lanes in the southbound direction of U.S. 301; 
• Construct a second northbound-to-westbound left-turn lane and modify the signal 

phasing for both the northbound-to-westbound and southbound-to-eastbound 
left-turn movements to protected-only; 

• Provide a second eastbound-to-southbound right-turn lane with a protected 
overlapping green phase operated concurrent with the northbound-to-westbound 
left-turn movement; and 

• To improve safety and efficiency, consider eliminating the eastbound-to-
northbound and westbound-to-southbound left-turn movements due to the 
existing intersection skew angle and projected low traffic demand for these 
movements. 

 
6th Street and 7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative: 

• Provide three southbound through lanes on U.S. 301 and maintain the existing 
two northbound through lanes between Geiger Road and Fort King Road; 

• Form a third northbound through lane on U.S. 301 north of Fort King Road by 
adding an auxiliary lane from the westbound-to-northbound right-turn movement; 

• Provide either a free-flow westbound-to-northbound right-turn lane or dual 
westbound-to –northbound right-turn lanes operated under signal control; 

• Provide a second eastbound-to-southbound right-turn lane with a protected 
overlapping green phase operated concurrent with the northbound-to-westbound 
left-turn movement; 

• To improve safety and efficiency, consider eliminating the eastbound-to-
northbound and westbound-to-southbound left-turn movements due to the 
existing intersection skew angle and projected low traffic demand for these 
movements; and 
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• Construct a second northbound-to-westbound left-turn  
 

6th Street/South Avenue (6th and 7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative Only): 
• Reconstruct the westbound approach to provide an exclusive westbound-to-

southbound left turn lane and a shared left and through lane; 
• Provide an exclusive eastbound-to-southbound right-turn lane; and 
• Modify the existing signal phasing to provide split phased movements for the 

eastbound and westbound approaches. 
 

6th Street/S.R. 54 (6th Street and U.S. 301/Gall Boulevard One-Way Pair Alternative 
Only): 

• Provide an exclusive eastbound-to-southbound right-turn lane for the 6th Street 
and U.S. 301/Gall Boulevard One-Way Pair Alternative only. This improvement is 
not needed for the 6th and 7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative. 
 

7th Street/South Avenue (6th Street and U.S. 301/Gall Boulevard One-Way Pair 
Alternative Only): 

• Provide all-way stop control. 
 

7th Street/S.R. 54: 
 
6th Street and U.S. 301/Gall Boulevard One-Way Pair Alternative: 

• Provide an exclusive northbound-to-westbound left-turn lane and maintain the 
existing all-way stop control. 

 
6th and 7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative: 

• Provide an exclusive eastbound-to-northbound left-turn lane with protected plus 
permitted left-turn signal phasing. 
 

7th Street/Geiger Road (6th Street and U.S. 301/Gall Boulevard One-Way Pair 
Alternative Only): 

• Provide a second westbound through lane and maintain the existing all-way stop 
control. 
 

In addition to the refinement of the Build Alternatives, a staging analysis of the proposed 
roadway capacity improvements was performed to determine the analysis year that 
three lanes in one direction for the one-way pair alternatives would be required to meet 
the adopted LOS standard. The analysis revealed that three one-way (southbound) 
lanes are needed on 6th Street by the year 2030 for the 6th and 7th Street One-Way Pair 
Alternative and seven years earlier (by the year 2023) for the 6th Street and U.S. 
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301/Gall Boulevard One-Way Pair Alternative. For the 6th Street and U.S. 301/Gall 
Boulevard One-Way Pair Alternative three lanes on U.S. 301 are needed by 2033. For 
both Build Alternatives, three one-way (northbound) lanes on 7th Street are not required 
to meet the LOS standard by the design year 2035. 

 
Lastly, an analysis of opening year (2015) traffic conditions was performed for both 
Build Alternatives. The results of the analysis indicate that all study intersections are 
projected to operate at an acceptable LOS with either of the Build Alternatives. 
 

3.5.9  Access Management Designation 

The section of U.S. 301 from S.R. 39 to Geiger Road is classified as an access Class 7 
facility. Class 7 is the least restrictive of the access classes.  A roadway is designated 
as access Class 7 in urbanized areas which are highly developed and roadway 
widening potential is limited. Greater emphasis is placed on access needs of adjoining 
properties compared to the higher classes. The FDOT access management criteria are 
documented in a report entitled Rules of the Department of Transportation Chapter 14-
97, State Highway System Access Management Classification System and Standards 
(Rule 14-97). 

 
3.5.10 Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities 

To accommodate pedestrians, the Build Alternatives include 6 foot sidewalks on each 
side of the roadway adjacent to the curb. Pedestrian signals and crosswalks are to be 
constructed at the signalized intersections as part of this project. All proposed 
pedestrian facilities will meet the standards of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). 

To accommodate bicyclists, both alternatives provide a four foot wide bicycle lane on 
the right side of each of the one-way roads and along the four-lane divided segments. 

 
3.5.11 Utilities and Lighting  

A Utility Assessment Package update was prepared to evaluate and consider potential 
surface and subsurface utility conflicts associated with the two alternatives under 
consideration.  Available information concerning the location and characteristics of 
major existing or proposed utilities within the 6th Street, U.S. 301, 7th Street/Fort King 
Road corridors was obtained from utility agencies/owners.    

To identify utility agencies/owners having facilities within the study area a list known as 
a Design Ticket was obtained from Sunshine One Call.  Each utility owner on the design 
ticket was then mailed a project location map, proposed typical sections, two sets of 
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aerial-photography-based plans of the conceptual layout for the two alternatives being 
considered depicting existing and proposed right of way lines, highway stationing 
numbers.  Plans sheets from the original Utility Assessment Package prepared as part 
of the U.S. 301 PD&E Study conducted in 2001 were also provided.   The owners were 
asked to mark and return a copy of the plans showing their existing facilities and 
proposed adjustments/relocations anticipated for both alternatives.  Owners were also 
requested to provide cost estimates for the adjustments/relocations anticipated. 

The following utility agencies/owners were confirmed to have facilities within the limits of 
the two alternatives:  Bright House Networks – Citrus, City of Zephyrhills, Progress 
Energy, TECO Peoples Gas and Verizon Florida, Inc.  Utility agencies/owners 
confirming they have no facilities within the limits of the two alternatives or their facilities 
would not be in conflict are:  Pasco County Utilities, Ramblewood M/H community and 
Withlacoochee River Electric Cooperative.  Utility agencies/owners that did not provide 
information as of the preparation of this report are:  CenturyLink (formerly Qwest 
Communications) and Zephyrhills Spring Water Company. 

Descriptions of the existing facilities and plans illustrating the facilities are included in 
the Utility Assessment Package Update.  An evaluation of the information provided by 
the utility agencies/owners indicates the only utility with a significant facility warranting 
special consideration within the limits of both alternatives is Verizon's central office 
building at U.S. 301 and A Avenue. The type and amount of cable and fiber optic lines 
tied into the Central Office would make relocation efforts extremely difficult and costly 
since according to Verizon, they have millions of dollars invested in that location.  
Careful coordination with Verizon in the design phase could help alleviate these costs. 

Roadway lighting along U.S. 301 is currently mounted on utility poles along the corridor.  
Roadway lighting along 7th Street through the Historic District is on special decorative 
poles that are non-historic.  Both alternatives would incorporate conventional roadway 
lighting throughout the corridor on roadway lighting poles located at the back of the 
sidewalk.  A potential exception to this for the 6th and 7th Street alternative would be 
adjacent to the historic district where lighting on decorative poles consistent with the 
existing conditions may be utilized if the City of Zephyrhills agrees to maintenance of 
this feature.  

 
3.5.12 Aesthetics and Landscaping 

There is no special landscaping planned for this project at this time.  

In the 6th and 7th Street One-way Pair Alternative, potential effects to the historic 
buildings that front 7th Street will be minimized by maintaining the location of the new 
curb at approximately the same horizontal location as the existing curb.  The vertical 
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alignment of the new curb may be revised to better accommodate building access while 
complying with the mandated 2% maximum sidewalk cross slope.  The proposed 
sidewalk will utilize materials that match the existing sidewalk in lieu of normal concrete 
sidewalk construction for the segment of 7th Street from 4th Avenue to 5th Avenue if the 
City of Zephyrhills agrees to pay for the difference in initial construction cost and for the 
continuing maintenance of the sidewalk.  The existing sidewalk, curbs, and roadway 
paving are not historic materials. 

 
3.5.13 Special Features (noise barriers; retaining walls; etc.) 

Noise barriers were evaluated and determined not to be a feasible noise abatement 
measure at any location within the project study area.  The analysis and findings are 
discussed in the Noise Study Report Update. 

No retaining walls or other special features are proposed.  Standard gravity walls may 
be required to accommodate matching existing grades behind the sidewalk at select 
locations along the project. 

 

3.5.14 Preliminary Traffic Management Plan 

U.S. 301 is a major arterial that provides a primary north/south route in eastern Pasco 
County. U.S. 301 also provides access to numerous commercial businesses well as 
mobile home parks and other residences. Local traffic should be maintained for these 
businesses and residences during construction.   

The following construction sequence is recommended for the 6th Street and U.S. 301 
alternative to maintain traffic along U.S. 301 and 6th Street: 

Phase 1 Relocate any drainage structures or utilities, limiting lane closures to off-peak 
or nighttime hours only. Construct the transition from 6th Street to U.S. 301 on 
the newly acquired ROW and the intersection realignment at S.R. 39 if not 
already constructed on the S.R. 39 project (PD&E Study FP No. 256298 1 
and 255099 1). 

Phase 2 Construct 6th Street, maintaining one lane southbound for local traffic only. 
Because of the limited ROW width (60 ft), this will have to be done in two 
steps—first, building approximately one and a half lanes of pavement, and 
then shifting the one lane of local traffic to the new pavement to build the rest 
of the proposed pavement. 
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Phase 3 Shift all southbound traffic to the newly built 6th Street. Construct U.S. 301, 
maintaining one lane northbound at all times. During this phase of 
construction it is recommended that signing be utilized to encourage 
northbound through traffic to utilize 7th Street as an alternative route to reduce 
traffic volumes on U.S. 301. 

The following construction sequence is recommended for the 6th and 7th Street 
alternative to maintain traffic along U.S. 301 and 6th Street: 

Phase 1 Relocate any drainage structures or utilities, limiting lane closures to off-peak 
or nighttime hours only. Construct the transition from 6th Street to U.S. 301 on 
the newly acquired ROW and the intersection realignment at S.R. 39 if not 
already constructed on the S.R. 39 project (PD&E Study FP No. 256298 1 
and 255099 1). 

Phase 2 Construct 6th Street, maintaining one lane southbound for local traffic only. 
Because of the limited ROW width (60 ft), this will have to be done in two 
steps—first, building approximately one and a half lanes of pavement, and 
then shifting the one lane of local traffic to the new pavement to build the rest 
of the proposed pavement. 

Phase 3 Shift all southbound traffic to the newly constructed 6th Street. Maintain two-
way traffic on U.S. 301 (Gall Boulevard).  Construct 7th Street improvements 
maintaining one lane northbound for local traffic only.  Because of the limited 
ROW width (60 ft), this will have to be done in two steps—first, building 
approximately one and a half lanes of pavement, and then shifting the one 
lane of local traffic to the new pavement to build the rest of the proposed 
pavement.  Shift all northbound traffic to the newly constructed 7th Street. 

 
3.5.15 Value Engineering Summary 

A Value Engineering (V.E.) Study (#97-07-02) for this project was completed in 
February 2001.  Another V.E. study was not completed as part of this PD&E Study 
Update. 

 
3.5.16 Preliminary Cost Estimates 

• Right of Way Costs – The Alternatives Evaluation Matrix in Section 3.6.1, 
below, summarizes the estimated right of way costs for both alternatives.  
These estimates include right of way costs for both the roadway and ponds. 
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• Construction Costs - The Alternatives Evaluation Matrix in Section 3.6.1, 
below, summarizes the estimated construction costs for both alternatives.  
These costs were developed using the FDOT’s Long Range Estimating 
(LRE) system. 

 
• Engineering Costs – The cost of engineering (final design) and Construction 

Engineering and Inspection (CEI) were estimated as 15% of the construction 
cost for each alternative.                 

 

3.6 SELECTION OF PREFFERED ALTERNATIVE 

3.6.1 Alternatives Evaluation Matrix 
 
An Evaluation Matrix, Table 3-8, was developed to compare costs, social/community 
effects, environmental impacts, and cultural resource impacts for the No Build and each 
of the two Build Alternatives considered.  The information summarized in Table 3-8 is 
discussed in Sections 3 and 4 of this report. 
 
3.6.2 Preferred Alternative 
 
The No Build and two Build Alternatives were presented at a Public Hearing on 
February 23, 2012.  The purpose of the Public Hearing was to provide information about 
the alternatives being considered to the public and solicit public input.  Prior to the 
Hearing, the Zephyrhills City Council passed a Resolution supporting the 6th and 7th 
Street Alternative.  Public comment received at the hearing and subsequent to the 
hearing, both oral and written was also overwhelmingly in support of the build 
alternative that includes the one-way pair on 6th and 7th Streets.  

The 6th and U.S. 301 Alternative would require that Gall Blvd. become a one-way street. 
There was serious concern that this would have a detrimental effect on businesses 
fronting Gall Blvd.  Additionally, the City’s adopted Community Redevelopment Plan 
envisions Gall Blvd. being designed and redeveloped as a traditional Main Street with 
two-way traffic which would be precluded by the 6th Street and U.S. 301 Alternative.  

It is estimated that 21 residences and 6 businesses will require relocation as a result of 
implementation of the Preferred Alternative.   Many of the residential relocations result 
from the construction of storm water management facilities and floodplain compensation 
sites, collectively referred to as ponds. Potential locations for 16 storm water 
management facilities and 12 floodplain compensation sites were identified in the Pond 
Siting Report. However, these locations are tentative and subject to change. The 
locations were evaluated for potential impact identification purposes only. Accordingly, 
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these locations do not necessarily represent the final location for such a proposed use. 
During the project's final design phase, alternative pond site locations will be evaluated 
in order to identify the preferred location for sites for each drainage basin within the 
design project limits. 

Although the 6th and 7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative was estimated to cost some $5 
million more to construct and would result in a somewhat higher number of acquisitions 
and relocations, it was determined that the benefits of this alternative outweighed the 
negatives. Based on the results of the evaluation, public hearing feedback, 
environmental studies and interagency coordination, the FDOT has selected the 6th and 
7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative as the Preferred Build Alternative. Upon completion 
of the improvements, Sixth and Seventh Streets will function as one-way pairs, become 
FDOT right of way and be designated as US 301.  Gall Blvd. between A Avenue and 
16th Avenue will be transferred to the City of Zephyrhills and remain as a two-way street 
consistent with the City’s Community Redevelopment Plan.  The Approved Typical 
Section for the Preferred Alternative is included as Appendix A.  Concept Plans for the 
Preferred Alternative are included as Appendix B. 
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TABLE 3 – 8 
U.S. 301 ZEPHYRHILLS PD&E STUDY UPDATE 

ALTERNATIVES EVALUATION MATRIX 

Evaluation Factors Criteria 
No-

Build 
6th St. & 
 U.S. 301 

6th St. & 
 7th St. 

COSTS 

Right of Way Cost (in millions) 0 $18.410 $22.278

Construction Cost (in millions) 0 $26.139 $27.643

TOTAL Cost (in millions) 0 $48.470 $54.067

SOCIAL/COMMUNITY 

Consistent w/CRA Plan Yes/No Yes No Yes 

Residential Relocations Number 0 16 21 

Business Relocations 
 

Number 0 6 6 

Parking Number of Spaces Lost 0 0 30 

Parks & Public Properties Number Impacted 0 0 0 

ENVIRONMENTAL  

Wetland Acres 0 0 0

Wildlife Number of Species 0 0 0 

Floodplain Volume (Acre-Feet) 0 10.24 12.38 

Noise Number of Sites that Approach or 
Exceed Abatement Criteria 

NA 62 67 

Contamination Potential Number of Sites Ranked as Medium 
or High 

NA 14 11 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Historic Sites/Structures Number (NHRP Listed or Eligible) NA 1 1 

Historic District Number/Number Adversely Effected NA 0/0 1/0 

Archaeological Sites Number (NHRP Listed or Eligible) NA 0 0 
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SECTION 4.0 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
 

4.1 NATURAL ENVIRONMENT 

4.1.1 Air Quality 

Pasco County, Florida is an area currently designated by the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) as being in attainment for all of the criteria air pollutants. The 
project Build and No-Build alternatives were subjected to the Florida Department of 
Transportation’s (FDOT’s) air quality screening model, CO Florida 2004 (released 
September 7, 2004). The intersection forecasted to have the highest total approach 
traffic volume is the U.S. 301 and Geiger Road intersection. Both the opening year 
(2015) and the design year (2035) were evaluated. 

The CO Florida 2004 screening model uses conservative assumptions with respect to 
vehicle fleet (i.e., the percentage of cars, medium and heavy trucks) and meteorological 
conditions (temperature, wind speed, and wind direction) in the calculation of predicted 
CO concentrations.  The locations at which concentrations were predicted were also 
conservative as the default “worst-case” locations were assumed (10 feet from the edge 
of the near travel lane and extending 50 and 150 feet from each intersection “leg”). 

Based on the results from the screening model shown below in Table 4-1, the highest 
predicted CO one and eight-hour concentrations would not exceed the NAAQS for this 
pollutant regardless of alternative or year of analysis. Therefore, the project “passes” 
the screening test. Notably, because the U.S. 301 project is in an area that is 
designated attainment for all the NAAQS, the conformity requirements of the Clean Air 
Act do not apply. 

Table 4-1 
 

Geiger Road/U.S. 301 Intersection CO Screening Results 
 

Year 
 

Scenario 
Maximum CO Levels (ppm) Passes 

Screening 
Test? 

NAAQS 1-hr/ 
Project 1-hr 

NAAQS 8-hour / 
Project 8-hr 

2015 No-Build 35 / 7.8 9 / 4.7 Yes 
Build 35 / 7.4 9 / 4.5 Yes 

2035 No-Build 35 / 7.7 9 / 4.6 Yes 
Build 35 / 7.4 9 / 4.5 Yes 

 

 

 



U.S. 301 (Gall Blvd.) PD&E Study Update  Final Project Development  
WPI Segment Number:  256422-2  Summary Report, November 2012 

4 - 2 

4.1.2 Hazardous Materials and Contaminated Sites 

Field inspections/site visits were conducted for the potential petroleum and/or 
hazardous waste facilities along the two (2) project alternative ROW’s on 10/4/11, 
10/5/11, 11/14/11 and 11/29/11. Photographs were taken of facilities to document 
current conditions at the sites.  

Historical aerial photographs for the years 1965, 1978, 1979, 1998 and 2006 were 
reviewed to aid in the determination of past land uses.  Additionally personnel from the 
Florida Department of Health, Pasco County Health Department, and the Florida 
Department of Environmental Protection were contacted to provide both historical and 
regulatory information on potential petroleum and hazardous waste sites. 

Based on the results of this Level 1 Contamination Screening Evaluation Update, a total 
of forty-seven (47) sites were identified along the project corridors as having the 
potential for hazardous materials or petroleum-based impacts within the proposed ROW 
alignments.  From this initial list, eleven (11) sites are rated as “No”, twenty-two (22) 
sites as “Low”, four (4) sites as “Medium” and ten (10) sites as “High”.  Figures 4-1A and 
4-1B illustrate the locations of the sites investigated.   

In accordance with FDOT guidelines, limited sampling and testing will be conducted at 
the “High” risk sites to evaluate the absence or presence of environmental 
contamination for the selected alternative.  Additionally, based on the findings of this 
investigation, the sites rated as “Medium” will also be screened for the presence of 
petroleum contamination.   Collection of both subsurface soils and shallow groundwater 
samples for laboratory analyses will be undertaken.  

Sites given risk ratings of “High” and “Medium” as provided on Table 4-2 below will be 
further assessed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Map of Sites Investigated
for Contamination

Figure 4-1A

csmith
New Stamp



Map of Sites Investigated
for Contamination

Figure 4-1B

csmith
New Stamp
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Table 4-2  

Summary of Potentially Contaminated Sites Rated as Medium or High 

Previous Report 
Site No.  

Current Report 
Locator 

Facility Name  Site Risk  Alternative 

1  A 
Alan Chenkin Tractors / 

Power Equipment 
High  6th Street & U.S. 301 and 6th & 7th Street 

2  B  Cumberland Farms #1401  High  6th Street & U.S. 301 and 6th & 7th Street 
4  F  United 500 #559  High  6th Street & U.S. 301 and 6th & 7th Street 
7  I  Sav‐A‐Ton  High  6th Street & U.S. 301  and 6th & 7th Street 
10  N  Zephyr Egg Company  Medium   6th Street & U.S. 301 and 6th & 7th Street 
12  P  L & G Hood Company  Medium  6th Street & U.S. 301 and 6th & 7th Street 
24  R  Verizon  Medium  6th Street & U.S. 301 and 6th & 7th Street 
14  T  Family Gun Shop  Medium  6th Street & U.S. 301 and 6th & 7th Streets 
16  V  301 Corner Grille  High  6th Street & U.S. 301 

17  W  Old Daylight Donuts  High  6th Street & U.S. 301 
18  Y  Family Plaza  High  6th Street & U.S. 301 and 6th & 7th Street 

23  EE 
Tires Plus (Former Don 

Olson Firestone) 
High  6th Street & U.S. 301 and 6th & 7th Street 

26  LL  Chris Bahr Plumbing  High   6th Street & U.S. 301 
29  SS  Hess #09415  High   6th Street & U.S. 301 and 6th & 7th Street 

 

Upon initiation of design, site specific Level 2 evaluation activities will be undertaken to 
ensure all project goals are achieved.  Based on the site assessment and sampling 
reports reviewed throughout the course of the investigation, groundwater is typically 
encountered at greater than 20 feet below land surface.  

  
4.1.3 Floodplains 

The latest Federal Emergency Management Agency's (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate 
Maps (FIRM) for the unincorporated areas of Pasco County were used to identify 
potential flood plain and floodway encroachments associated with the proposed 
roadway improvements.  According to the latest FIRM (Map Panel Numbers 120230 
0460 D dated September 30, 1992 & 120235 0005 C dated December 17, 1991), U.S. 
301 currently encroaches into the delineated 100-year flood plain at the beginning of the 
project. Copies of these FIRM Panels are provided in the Location Hydraulics Report 
Update. 

Each encroachment within the FEMA Floodplain is to be offset with floodplain 
compensation of an equal volume directly connected to the FEMA Floodplain.  In 
addition, any fill within the 100-year floodplain located within the project area is to be 
compensated for to produce no net encroachment into the floodplain.  The floodplain 
compensation may be provided within the existing ditches or separate sites acquired for 
that purpose. 
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In March 2010 a study was conducted for the SWFWMD and Pasco County to establish 
more current floodplain information. The study, titled East Pasco Watershed, Final 
Floodplain and Justification Report, analyzes floodplain limits and models flooding in six 
sub-watersheds, including Lake Zephyr.  The stormwater model utilized in the 
preparation of the report may be utilized in the design phase of the project to analyze 
the pond modeling and flood plain encroachments. 

Minimal encroachment into the floodplain is anticipated for either alternative being 
evaluated for this project.  The conceptual improvements to the one-way roadway pairs 
will result in little impact to the floodplain and are low risk to emergency vehicles and 
evacuation routes.  Therefore the project can be considered a project on existing 
alignment involving replacement of drainage structures in heavily urbanized floodplains 
and the following can be said: 

 “Replacement drainage structures for this project are limited to hydraulically equivalent 
structures.  The limitations to the 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’s purpose or is economically unfeasible.  Since 
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.” 
 
4.1.4 Water Quality and Quantity 

A Water Quality Impact Evaluation (WQIE) has been completed for this project to 
identify surface water and ground water impacts resulting from storm water runoff. The 
additional pavement constructed will create more runoff, which will be conveyed by 
pipes to stormwater ponds for treatment and attenuation. 

The proposed storm water management facility design will include, at minimum, the 
water quantity requirements for water quality impacts as required by the SWFWMD in 
Rule(s) Chapters 40D-4, 40D-40, 40D-400, F.A.C.   Currently the project is not within a 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection designated Impaired Water Body basin.  
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Therefore, no additional water quality treatment will be required over and above the 
presumptive treatment volumes required under 40D-4, FAC.   

Water quantity will need to meet the following requirements: 

• Chapter 14-86 F.A.C., Rules of the Florida Department of Transportation. 
• Chapter 40D-4 F.A.C. for the Southwest Florida Water Management District, and 
• Drainage Basins of Special Concern as identified in Pasco County’s Land 

Development Code Section 605.7 (for the East Zephyrhills Basin). 
 
4.1.5 Wetlands  

Pursuant to Presidential Executive Order 11990 entitled “Protection of Wetlands,” (May 
23, 1977) the United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) has developed a 
policy, Preservation of the Nation’s Wetlands (USDOT Order 5660.1A), dated August 
24, 1978, which requires all federally-funded highway projects to protect wetlands to the 
fullest extent possible. In accordance with this policy, as well as Part 2, Chapter 18 - 
Wetlands of the FDOT PD&E Manual, two project alternatives were assessed to 
determine potential wetland impacts associated with construction of each alternative. A 
biological assessment has been prepared to aid in determining the type, design, and 
location of improvements to the existing facility and to evaluate impacts, if any, 
associated with alternatives for the proposed improvements.  
 
Any wetland resources within the project study area were initially identified through a 
review of several mapping resources. Subsequent to the review of available reference 
materials, field reconnaissance efforts were conducted during November and December 
2011, during which no wetlands were observed within the project area.  
 
4.1.6 Wildlife and Habitat   

This project was evaluated for impacts to wildlife and habitat resources, including 
protected species, in accordance with 50 CFR Part 402 of the Endangered Species Act 
of 1973, as amended, and Chapter 27 of the FDOT Project Development and 
Environment Manual: Wildlife and Habitat Impacts. Prior to the site review the Florida 
Natural Area Inventory (FNAI) natural communities survey website was reviewed to 
determine protected species occurrence within Pasco County. Twenty protected faunal 
species and twelve floral species were reported on the FNAI Pasco County species and 
natural community occurrence summary. Based on the review of the species and 
natural communities occurrence summary for Pasco County, no protected faunal and 
ten protected floral species have potential to occur within the project corridor of either 
build alternative. In addition, both the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation 
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Commission (FWC) bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) nest locator website and the 
FWC wood stork (Mycteria americana) core foraging area data was reviewed. 
 
The project was surveyed in November 2011 to determine its usage by protected 
species and other wildlife. No protected faunal species or protected plant species were 
observed within the project corridor. No designated critical habitat or essential fish 
habitat crucial to the survival of any listed species occurs within the project limits.   
 
Based upon findings of the preliminary data collection, results of the corridor surveys, 
and coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and Florida Wildlife 
Commission (FWC), the FDOT commits to the following: 
 
1. Gopher tortoise: Due to the presence of gopher tortoise burrows adjacent to the 
project limits and suitable habitat within the existing right-of-way, a gopher tortoise 
survey in appropriate habitat, within construction limits (including roadway footprint, 
construction staging areas, and stormwater management ponds), will be performed 
prior to construction per FWC guidelines. The FDOT will secure any relocation permits 
needed for this species during the project design and construction phase of the project. 
 
2. Eastern indigo snake: The standard FDOT Construction Precautions for the Eastern 
Indigo Snake will be adhered to during construction of the project. 
 
3. Bald eagle: If any active nests located within 660 feet of the project are identified, the 
FDOT will act in accordance with the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) 
and Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). 
 
4. Wood stork: Since the project is within the core foraging area of eight wood stork 
rookeries, the FDOT commits to ensure that there is no net loss of wetlands. Indirect 
impacts (e.g., changes in hydrological regimes) to adjacent wetlands will be minimized 
by adherence to wetland permitting requirements of the SWFWMD and the USACE. 
The FDOT further commits, where reasonable, to ensure that any wood stork habitat 
alteration is mitigated within the foraging range of known rookeries in the project area in 
compliance with the USFWS’s SLOPES requirement. 
 
Given the above commitments and previously mentioned data collection efforts, it is 
anticipated that improvements associated with the project “may affect, but is not likely to 
adversely affect” the following federally protected species: 
 

• Eastern indigo snake 
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This project will have “no effect” on the following federally protected species: 
 

• Florida scrub-jay 
• Wood stork 

 
USFWS and FFWCC reviewed the Wetland Evaluation and Biological Assessment 
Report (WEBAR) and concurrences on its findings were obtained from both agencies in 
October 2012.  The concurrence letters are included in the Appendix E and the 
WEBAR.  
 

4.2 CULTURAL IMPACTS 

4.2.1 Historic and Archaeological 

A Cultural Resource Assessment Survey (CRAS) Update of U.S. 301 (Gall Blvd.) from 
S.R. 39 to south of C.R. 54 in Pasco County, Florida was performed in July 2010. The 
project corridor, which extends a distance of approximately 2.6 miles, passes through 
the central business district of the City of Zephyrhills.  Work included a literature review 
and background research, and archaeological and historical/architectural field surveys.  
 
The archaeological survey included only the new U.S. 301/S.R. 39 intersection 
configuration at the south end of the project. The historical/architectural survey is an 
update of the original CRAS that was prepared in 2000 as part of the U.S. 
301/Zephyrhills Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study (ACI 2000a). 
 
Subsequent to the completion of the original study, an additional Build Alternative that 
utilizes 7th Street for the northbound lanes instead of U.S. 301/Gall Blvd. was included 
for evaluation.  Therefore, the CRAS Update identified and evaluated historic resources 
associated with two alternatives: the 6th Street and U.S. 301/Gall Blvd. One-Way Pair 
Alternative and the 6th and 7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative.  
 

The objective of the CRAS Update was to locate, identify, and bound any 
archaeological sites and historic resources associated with the project, and to collect 
and document sufficient data from each identified archaeological site and historic 
resource to permit an assessment of its significance in terms of eligibility for listing in the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) according to criteria set forth in 36 CFR 
Section 60.4. This work was conducted in compliance with the provisions of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Public Law 89-665), as amended, and the 
implementing regulations (36 CFR Part 800), as well as the provisions contained in the 
revised Chapter 267, Florida Statutes (F.S.). 
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Background research indicated that no previously recorded archaeological sites are 
located within the new U.S. 301/S.R. 39 intersection configuration area of potential 
effect (APE).  The archaeological APE was defined as the land contained within the 
existing and proposed right of-way for the new intersection. No new archaeological sites 
were discovered as the result of field survey. Preliminary research also indicated that 
108 previously recorded historic resources are located within the U.S. 301 (Gall Blvd.) 
APE. The APE for the historical/architectural survey was defined as all properties 
located adjacent to all the alternative alignments, including properties facing both sides 
of 6th Street, U.S. 301/Gall Blvd., and 7th Street. This APE is comparable to the original 
PD&E Study project APE. 
 

The CRAS Update resulted in the identification and evaluation of a total 161 historic 
buildings, of which 108 were previously recorded and 53 were newly identified. Nine of 
the previously recorded historic resources were found to be demolished, 76 did not 
appear to have undergone any significant alterations, and 23 exhibited changes 
sufficient to warrant preparation of updated FMSF forms. None of the previously 
recorded or newly recorded resources are considered individually eligible for listing in 
the NRHP.  However, four historic buildings are considered contributing resources to 
the NRHP-listed Zephyrhills Downtown Historic District (8PA1357), including one newly 
identified historic building (8PA2742) and three previously recorded resources 
(8PA1044, -1045, and -1090). Field survey confirmed that no changes to the existing 
boundaries of the historic district are warranted. With the exception of the addition of 
8PA2742 as a contributing resource, the list of contributing resources requires no 
alteration (8PA2742 originally was included as a contributing resource to the historic 
district with an incorrect address; it was not recorded previously). However, should any 
modifications to the right-of-way or intersections proximate to the district be necessary, 
the potential effects to the district will need to be assessed. Additionally, based on the 
field survey, it was determined there is no potential for a historic district located west of 
6th Street due to the lack of sufficient concentration of historic buildings, the lack of 
sufficient architectural integrity, and the lack of significant historical associations specific 
to this area. 
 
Archaeological survey within the vicinity of the proposed realignment of the U.S. 301/SR 
39 intersection yielded negative results. 
 
To support the completion of the Pond Siting Report Update, an additional study was 
undertaken to determine if any significant or potentially significant cultural resources, 
including archaeological sites and historic resources, would be impacted by the 5 
proposed Stormwater Management Facility (SMF) sites and the 5 proposed Floodplain 
Compensation (FPC) sites associated with the two Build Alternatives. The 
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recommended sites are shown on Figures 3-6 and 3-7 previously referenced in this 
report. 
 
As a result of this preliminary study, it was determined that no archaeological sites or 
historic structures which are currently listed, determined eligible, or considered 
potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP are located within or adjacent to the proposed 
SMF or FPC sites.  Of the total 28 potential sites, four have a moderate archaeological 
site location potential.  The remaining 24 have a low potential given their distance to a 
water source and existing land conditions.  Background research indicated that there 
are seven previously recorded historic structures located within or adjacent to the sites.  
None, however, was determined eligible for listing in the NHRP by SHPO.  In addition, 
background research indicated the potential for 18 unrecorded historic structures within 
or adjacent to eight of the proposed sites. 
 
At this preliminary stage, none of the proposed SMF or FPC sites need to be avoided 
due to cultural resource issues.  During the design phase of the project, systematic 
archaeological surveys will be conducted for all selected (recommended) SMF and FPC 
sites.   

 
4.2.2 Section 106 Consultation Case Study Report   

A Section 106 Report was prepared in April 2011, updated in July 2011 and completed 
in April 2012, to evaluate the potential for impacts to the Downtown Historic District and 
to Clyde’s Cottages.  This report evaluated potential for visual and aesthetics, noise and 
air quality, access and use impacts for both of the Build Alternatives.   

The analysis concluded that the 6th Street and U.S. 301 (Gall Blvd.) One-Way Pair 
Alternative is anticipated to have No Effect, and the 6th and 7th Street One-Way Pair 
Alternative is anticipated to have No Adverse Effect upon the NRHP-listed Zephyrhills 
Downtown Historic District (8PA1357).  The proposed improvements will not alter the 
historic associations or architectural integrity of the Zephyrhills Downtown Historic 
District which qualifies it for inclusion in the NRHP.  There will be no physical 
destruction or damage to all or part of the historic district; no removal of property from 
any of the resources from its historic location; no change of the character of the district’s 
use or of physical features within the district’s setting that contribute to its historic 
significance; no introduction of visual or audible elements that diminish the integrity of 
the historic district’s significant historic features; and no neglect of the historic property 
which causes its deterioration.  The 6th and 7th Street Alternative includes elements 
such as new curbs, sidewalks, and a traffic signal, which may alter the historic setting of 
the Zephyrhills Downtown Historic District, resulting in potential visual effects.  However, 
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the new visual intrusions should not be more damaging to the urban setting than the 
existing conditions. 

As regards to Clyde’s Cottages (8PA1164), the new intersection configuration for U.S. 
301/S.R. 39 was modified in order to avoid potential impacts to this historic property.  As 
a result, the proposed improvements will not alter the historic associations or 
architectural integrity of Clyde’s Cottages which quality it for inclusion in the NRHP.  In 
addition, no physical destruction or damage of all or part of the historic resource will 
occur.  There will be no removal of property from any of the resources from its historic 
location; no change of the character of the property’s use or of physical features within 
the resource’s setting that contribute to its historic significance; no introduction of visual 
or audible elements that diminish the integrity of the historic property’s significant 
historic features; and no neglect of the historic property which causes its deterioration.  
Therefore, the proposed project is anticipated to have No Adverse Effect upon the 
NRHP-eligible Clyde’s Cottages. 

The Section 106 Consultation Case Study Report (April 2012) was finalized after the 
public hearing on February 23, 2012 and after the Preferred Alternative was selected.  
The final report incorporates the issues discussed at the consultation meetings with 
FHWA, SHPO and the City of Zephyrhills.  The Section 106 Case Study Report 
concluded the 6th Street and 7th Street One Way Pair alternative would have no adverse 
effect on the historic properties providing the following conditions are implemented as 
the project is further developed and constructed: 
 

1. Special commitments during construction through the historic district (as 
identified on a graphic included in the construction plans3) should include: 

 
• Limit use of vibratory rollers to avoid adverse effects of vibratory compaction 

on adjacent structures (if possible); 
 

• Monitor vibration during compaction operations and document conditions of 
existing contributing structures to the historic district before and after all 
compaction operations in accordance with Article 455-1.1 of the FDOT 
Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction; and 
 

                                                            
3The graphic will be developed during the design phase and coordinated with FHWA and SHPO for review through 
the plans review process.  The graphic will depict a large square or rectangle larger than the limits of the 
Zephyrhills Downtown Historic District and Clyde’s Cottages so the contractors will know where to avoid 
construction during staging and stockpiling activities. 
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• No construction staging or stockpiling activities are to occur within the 
Zephyrhills Downtown Historic District and Clyde’s Cottages. If any 
construction staging or stockpiling areas will be within these boundaries, 
Section 106 consultation will be required, as specified in the FDOT Standard 
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction; and 
 

• Maintain access to historic properties during construction. 
 

2. Submit all phases of design plans (I through IV) to FHWA, SHPO, FDOT CEMO, 
and the City of Zephyrhills for review/comment utilizing FDOT’s Electronic 
Review and Comment (ERC) system; hard copies of the plan sheets will also be 
provided to SHPO. An email notice will be sent to everyone to let them know 
when the plans are entered in the ERC. 

 
3. Consider aesthetic improvements along 7th Street within the historic district only 

(along 7th Street at the intersection with 5th Avenue and one-half block south), 
such as context sensitive solutions. Include community input for these elements, 
if any are identified, and allow FHWA and SHPO reviews via the ERC phase 
review process. 

 
4. Avoid placing Stormwater Management Facility (SMF) or Floodplain 

Compensation (FPC) sites within or adjacent to the Zephyrhills Downtown 
Historic District and the Clyde’s Cottages property. Suitable sites located outside 
the historic district are anticipated to be available. 
 

5. Install Cultural Interest Area guide signs, in compliance with Rule 14-51.041 
Florida Administrative Code (FAC), for the Zephyrhills Downtown Historic District.  

 
The FHWA concurred with the finding of no adverse effect on June 27, 2102 and the 
State Historic Preservation Officer provided concurrence on July 2, 2012.  The letter 
documenting the FHWA and SHPO concurrence is included in Appendix E. 
 
 
4.2.3 Recreation Areas 

One park, Shepard Park, is within the project limits adjacent to U.S. 301. This park is 
owned and maintained by the City of Zephyrhills.  The park is one city block in size and 
is located between 6th Street and U.S. 301 to the west and east, and between A Avenue 
and B Avenue north and south.  The park contains a basketball court, swing set and 
restroom facilities.  The planned improvements will not require ROW from the park. 
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Traffic on 6th Street adjacent to the park is converted from two-lane two-way to three-
lane one way southbound under both build alternatives.  Coordination with the City of 
Zephyrhills confirmed the City concurs with the Department’s conclusions that the one-
way pair improvements of the preferred alternative will not adversely affect noise levels 
or access to the park.   

4.2.4 Section 4(f) 

In accordance with Section 4(f) of the DOT Act of 1966 (Title 49, U.S.C., Section 1653 
(f), amended and re-codified in Title 49, U.S.C., Section 303, in 1983), the project has 
been examined for impacts to possible Section 4(f) properties. No Section 4(f) 
resources are anticipated to be affected by the proposed project.   

Further, the project’s proximity is not anticipated to impact or substantially impair the 
activities, features or attributes of any 4(f) resources.  A finding of “no adverse effect” 
has been made for the Zephyrhills Historic District and for the Clyde’s Cottages 
property.  

 
4.3 COMMUNITY IMPACTS 
 
4.3.1 Aesthetics 
Within the project limits, the majority of land use is low to medium density residential 
and commercial/services. Implementation of either of the Build Alternatives is not 
anticipated to create any adverse aesthetic impacts. 

 
4.3.2 Economic 

The City of Zephyrhills established a downtown Community Redevelopment Area (CRA) 
in 1998.  The boundaries of this district are shown on Figure 4-2.  In the summer of 
2010 the City held a series of workshops to kick-off an update of the Community 
Redevelopment Plan (CRP).  The update includes a study and identification of potential 
enhancements for the community to improve the local business and economic 
environment and community appearance for residents, businesses and other visitors to 
the downtown area. 

The update has identified four new areas for expansion of the downtown CRA.  These 
are shown on Figure 4-3 and include the Shepard Park Community Area to the south; 
the Hercules Park Community Area to the north; the Historic Area to the east; and the 
Lake Zephyr Park Community Area to the west.   

The proposed expanded CRA corresponds roughly to the north/south limits of the study 
area for the proposed transportation improvements within the city limits.  U.S. 301, 6th 
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Street and 7th Street are all fully within the expanded CRA.  The CRP addresses 
opportunities to improve the economic, social and general well-being within the CRA.  
Either of the build alternatives will provide improved traffic flow through the City of 
Zephyrhills allowing easier access to businesses and residential communities along 
U.S. 301 which would be expected to improve the economic environment. 

There are businesses along U.S. 301 with limited parking spaces that are currently 
encroaching into the existing ROW on U.S. 301 for parking. A programmed FDOT 
resurfacing project (427160-1) to be constructed in fiscal year 2013 will add sidewalks 
along the segment of U.S. 301 included in this study.  The construction of sidewalks will 
require the use of nearly the full ROW width and necessitate the removal of 
encroachments into FDOT ROW reducing the amount of parking available for some 
businesses. The future widening to three lanes on that portion of U.S. 301 from Corey 
Street to Avenue A will require the use of the full ROW width for improvements  

There are a total of 18 on-street parking spaces located on 7th Street (between 4th and 
5th Avenues), 12 of which are within the historic district boundary. There is also an off-
street parking lot that is accessed from 4th Avenue that is partially within the historic 
district boundary. This lot provides 19 spaces that are directly adjacent to 7th Street.  

Under the 6th and 7th Street alternative, all 18 on-street parking spaces located on 7th 
Street (between 4th and 5th Avenues) including 12 within the historic district would be 
lost. 

Additionally, 19 off-street parking spaces within the adjacent parking lot that is partially 
within the 7th Street ROW will also be impacted.  It is estimated that half of these spaces 
may be lost.  

 
4.3.3 Land Use 

The future land uses in the vicinity of the project are provided in Figure 4-4, Future 
Land Use Map, City of Zephyrhills, 2010. As discussed in Section 4.3.2 above, the 
proposed improvements in the U.S. 301 corridor are consistent with long range planning 
for this region of Pasco County.  The proposed improvements are compatible with both 
existing land uses and the city’s future land use plan. 



City of Zephyrhills
Community Redevelopment Area Figure 4-2

csmith
New Stamp



City of Zephyrhills
Community Redevelopment Area

Expansion
Figure 4-3



U.S. 301 (Gall Blvd.) PD&E Study Update  Final Project Development  
WPI Segment Number:  256422-2  Summary Report, November 2012 

4 - 18 

The proposed project will provide improvements along an existing transportation facility 
where surrounding land use patterns have already been established. It will not divide 
neighborhoods, cause social isolation, and inhibit future development, decrease 
neighborhood size, or separate residences from community facilities. In addition, elderly 
persons, handicapped individuals, non-drivers, minorities, and low-income 
individuals/households will not be adversely affected. Therefore, no impacts to 
community cohesion or land uses are anticipated. 
 
4.3.4 Mobility  

Pasco County Public Transportation (PCPT) currently provides fixed route transit buses 
servicing the U.S. 301 corridor. PCPT Route 30 provides one-hour headways along Gall 
Boulevard (northbound) and 6th Street (southbound), beginning at 5:05 AM and ending 
at 7:05 PM, Monday through Friday with reduced service hours on Saturdays.  PCPT 
Route 33 provides two-hour headways along Gall Boulevard (northbound) beginning at 
6:47 AM and ending at 6:47 PM, Monday through Friday with reduced service hours on 
Saturdays.  The only transit improvement proposed within the study corridor is the 
installation of boarding and alighting pads at bus stop locations.  The proposed 
improvements should enhance mobility in the area due to the improved safety and level 
of service as well as improved bicycle and pedestrian accommodation. 

U.S. 301 presently operates as an existing truck route.  The improvements will enhance 
access to activity centers in the area, and movement of freight in eastern Pasco County. 
 
4.3.5 Relocations 

The 6th Street and U.S. 301 alternative would result in approximately 16 residential and 
6 business relocations due to ROW needed for both roadway and pond improvements.  
The 6th and 7th Street alternative would result in approximately 21 residential and 6 
business relocations including those needed for both roadway and pond improvements. 

After selection of the preferred build alternative, a Conceptual Stage Relocation Plan 
(CSRP) was prepared in compliance with FHWA's 49 CFR, Part 24, Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition for Federal and Federally Assisted Programs, 
and the State of Florida Department of Transportation Right of Way Procedures, 
Chapter 9, Section 1, Rule Chapter 14-66, Florida Administrative Code. 

The objective of the CSRP is to identify the residential and business entities displaced 
and assess the community impact, if any, caused by the proposed project. It should be 
noted that displacements occur not only from acquiring structures, but may result from 
loss of parking, close proximity to the ROW as well as ingress/egress problems. 
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In order to minimize the unavoidable effects of ROW acquisition and displacement of 
people, the Florida Department of Transportation will carry out a ROW and relocation 
program in accordance with Florida Statute 339.09 and the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-646 as 
amended by Public Law 100-17). 
 
The Florida Department of Transportation provides advance notification of impending 
ROW acquisition. Before acquiring ROW all properties are appraised on the basis of 
comparable sales and land use values in the area.  Owners of property to be acquired 
will be offered and paid fair market value for their property rights.  
 
No person lawfully occupying real property will be required to move without at least 90 
days written notice of the intended vacation date, and no occupant of a residential 
property will be required to move until decent, safe and sanitary replacement housing is 
made available. “Made available” means that the affected person has either by himself 
obtained and has the right of possession of replacement housing, or that the Florida 
Department of Transportation has offered the relocatee decent, safe and sanitary 
housing which is within his financial means and available for immediate occupancy.  
 
At least one relocation specialist is assigned to each highway project to carry out the 
relocation assistance and payments program. A relocation specialist will contact each 
person to be relocated to determine individual needs and desires, and to provide 
information, answer questions, and give help in finding replacement property. 
Relocation services and payments are provided without regard to race, color, religion, 
sex, or national origin.  
 
All tenants and owner-occupant displacees will receive an explanation regarding all 
options available to them, such as (1) varying methods of claiming reimbursement for 
moving expenses; (2) rental replacement housing, either private or publicly subsidized; 
(3) purchase of replacement housing; and (4) moving owner-occupied housing to 
another location.  
 
4.3.6 Social/Community Services 
 
The proposed improvements should have minimal adverse effect on community 
cohesion. The proposed improvements will not divide or separate neighborhoods or 
other community areas from one another. The project will not isolate an ethnic group or 
neighborhoods, separate residences from community facilities or substantially change 
travel patterns. The project is not anticipated to adversely affect elderly persons, 
disabled individuals, transit-dependent individuals, low income or minority populations. 



U.S. 301 (Gall Blvd.) PD&E Study Update  Final Project Development  
WPI Segment Number:  256422-2  Summary Report, November 2012 

4 - 21 

In fact, either of the Build Alternatives will result in improved sidewalks, ramps and 
cross-walks. 

 
4.4 OTHER IMPACTS 

4.4.1 Noise 
 
An update to the original Noise Study Report (NSR), completed in 2000, has been 
prepared as part of this U.S. 301/Zephyrhills PD&E Study update.  The analysis was 
performed following the regulations of 23 CFR 772, Procedures for Abatement of 
Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise (July 2010) and methodologies 
established by the FDOT documented in the PD&E Manual, Part 2, Chapter 17 – Noise 
(May 2011).  The prediction of traffic noise levels was performed using the FHWA’s 
Traffic Noise Model (TNM-Version 2.5).  The report presents the traffic noise 
assessment for the two Build Alternatives:  

• 6th Street and U.S. 301(Gall Boulevard) One-Way Pair Alternative, and 

• 6th and 7th Street One-Way Pair Alternative. 

Noise Sensitive Sites 

For the 6th Street and U.S. 301 (Gall Boulevard) alternative, 128 noise sensitive sites 
were evaluated (e.g., residences, churches, etc.).  For the 6th and 7th Street alternative, 
167 noise sensitive sites were evaluated.   

Traffic Noise Levels 

In the future, without the proposed improvements, the exterior traffic noise levels are 
predicted to range from 52.4 to 68.5 dB(A), and the interior traffic noise levels are 
predicted to range from 45.8 to 46.7 dB(A).  

With the 6th Street and U.S. 301 (Gall Boulevard) improvements, exterior traffic noise 
levels are predicted to range from 51.7 to 72.4 dB(A)—increases from existing levels 
that range from -0.9 dB(A) to 11.3 dB(A).  Interior traffic noise levels are predicted to 
range from 43.3 to 50.4 dB(A) - increases from existing levels that range from 1.2 to 8.3 
dB(A).  With 6th and 7th Street, exterior traffic noise levels are predicted to range from 
55.8 to 73.2 dB(A)--increases from existing levels that range from -0.4 to 12.3 dB(A).  
Interior traffic noise levels are predicted to range from 48.6 to 49.5 dB(A)--increases 
from existing levels ranging from 6.5 to 7.4 dB(A).  

Based on the results of the analysis, traffic noise would not substantially exceed existing 
levels with either of the evaluated build alternatives.  However, traffic noise levels are 
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predicted to approach or exceed the NAC at 62 residences with 6th Street and U.S. 301 
(Gall Boulevard) and 67 residences with 6th Street and 7th Street.  Notably, all but 
seven of the residences are affected under both alternatives with one “unique” 
residence affected only by 6th Street and U.S. 301 (Gall Boulevard) and six “unique” 
residences affected only with 6th Street and 7th Street.   

Noise Abatement Measures  

The noise abatement measures considered for impacted residences were traffic 
management, alternative roadway alignment, property acquisition, and noise barriers. 

Traffic management measures that limit motor vehicle speeds and reduce volumes can 
negate a project’s goal of improving the ability of the roadway to handle forecast 
volumes.  Also, residences impacted by traffic noise are located in close proximity to 
either US 301, 6th Street, or 7th Street, and significant shifts, which would greatly 
increase the cost of the improvements, would be required to affect a substantial change 
in predicted noise levels.  Additionally, property acquisition to provide a buffer between 
a roadway and noise sensitive land uses is to preempt impacts to future development 
through local land use planning by utilizing noise contours.  Finally, noise barriers were 
unable to provide the minimum 5 dBA of noise reduction at any of the impacted noise 
sensitive sites.  Therefore, none of these measures were considered to be both feasible 
and reasonable to abate predicted impacts.   

Construction Noise 

Construction of the proposed roadway improvements is not expected to have any 
significant noise or vibration impact.  If sensitive land uses develop adjacent to the 
roadway prior to construction, increased potential for noise or vibration impacts could 
result.  It is anticipated that the application of the FDOT Standard Specifications for 
Road and Bridge Construction will minimize or eliminate potential construction noise 
and vibration impacts.  However, should unanticipated noise or vibration issues arise 
during the construction process, the Project Engineer, in coordination with the District 
Noise Specialist and the Contractor, will investigate additional methods of controlling 
these impacts.  

Noise Contours 

To reduce the potential for additional noise-sensitive sites to be located within an area 
incompatible with traffic noise, noise contours were developed to illustrate the distance 
from the improved roadway edge at which a traffic noise level of 66 dB(A) would be 
expected to occur.  A level of 66 dB approaches the FHWA’s NAC for Activity Category 
B land uses which includes residences.  The results of the analysis indicate that the 
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noise contour would extend from 45 to 50 feet from the edge of the near travel lane with 
6th Street and U.S. 301(Gall Boulevard), and would extend from 40 to 55 feet with 6th 
Street and 7th Street.  It should be noted that these distances do not consider 
intervening structures which would reduce the predicted noise levels.  Regardless, local 
officials should not approve construction of any noise-sensitive uses (e.g., residences, 
parks, churches, etc.) within the noise contour area. 
 
4.4.2 Construction 

Project construction activities could have temporary air, noise, water quality, traffic flow, 
and visual impacts for residents, visitors, and travelers. Access to all businesses and 
residences is expected to be maintained to the extent possible through controlled 
construction scheduling. Traffic delays will also be controlled to the extent possible 
where numerous construction operations are in progress at the same time.  Temporary 
construction impacts will be mitigated in accordance with the FDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction.  This includes Section 100-2, 
Equipment Condition and Approval, Section 102, Maintenance of Traffic and Section 
104, Prevention, Control and Abatement of Erosion and Water Pollution.   
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SECTION 5.0 – SUMMARY OF PERMITS AND MITIGATION 

 
5.1 REQUIRED PERMITS 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and SWFWMD regulate wetlands within 
the project limits. Other agencies including U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), and Florida Fish and Wildlife 
Conservation Commission (FFWCC) review and comment on wetland permit 
applications processed through the USACE. Additional coordination will be conducted 
during final design. It is anticipated that the following permits will be required: 

• SWFWMD — Environmental Resource Permit  
• FDEP — National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit (NPDES) 

 
No wetland impacts are anticipated therefore a Section 404 Dredge and Fill Permit from 
the USACE would not be required.  However if final design of the proposed 
improvements results in unavoidable impacts to wetlands subject to USACE jurisdiction,  
impact permitting through the USACE will be required.  An Environmental Resource 
Permit (ERP) from SWFWMD will be required for this project; however, the actual 
permit type will be determined when project limits, SMF and FPC site locations and 
limits of construction are finalized.  
 

5.2 MINIMIZATION AND MITIGATION 

No wetland impacts are anticipated and, therefore, no minimization or mitigation will be 
required. However, if the final design of the proposed improvements results in 
unavoidable wetland impacts, impacts may be mitigated through the FDOT Mitigation 
Program (Chapter 373.4137 F.S.). For ERP mitigation purposes, mitigation should be 
in-kind and within the same watershed basin as the proposed impact. The project is 
located within SWFWMD’s ERP Watershed named Hillsborough River Basin.   
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SECTION 6.0 - SUMMARY OF PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

A comprehensive Public Involvement Program was developed and implemented as part 
of the original PD&E Study and its update. The purpose of this Program was to inform 
and solicit responses from all interested parties including local residents, public officials, 
agencies, and business owners. The program included a Kickoff meeting, an Advance 
Notification Package, two Alternatives Public Workshops, a Section 106 Historic 
Properties Public Workshop and two Public Hearings. The Public Involvement Program 
and the results of its implementation are documented in the Comments and 
Coordination Report Update. A brief summary of the major steps in this process is 
presented in this section. 

 
6.1 KICK-OFF MEETING 

On March 23, 1999, from 10am to 12pm, the project's Kickoff Meeting was held at the 
Alice B. Hall Community Center. Local public officials and local government staff were 
invited to attend. The purpose of this meeting was to introduce the project and to obtain 
comments regarding issues and concerns. A total of 24 people attended. 
Representatives from the City of Zephyrhills Chamber of Commerce, City Council and 
Planning Commission were present. A number of business owners and representatives 
also attended. The proposed project was in general well received, with strong support 
expressed in favor of the project's improvements and advancing the project's 
construction if possible. 
 

6.2   ADVANCE NOTIFICATION 

In accordance with the requirements outlined in the PD&E Manual, an Advance 
Notification (AN) package was mailed to the Department of Community Affairs (DCA) on 
March 25, 1999. The AN Package was resubmitted with the northern project limit 
extended to County Road 54 on November 1, 1999. Responses from the agencies were 
collected by the DCA and sent to the department on December 13, 1999. 
 

6.3   ALTERNATIVES PUBLIC WORKSHOP 

An Alternatives Public Workshop was held by FDOT on April 13, 1999 from 4:30 p.m. 
to 7:30 p.m. at St. Joseph's Catholic Church Parish Center, located at 38750 5th 
Avenue, Zephyrhills, Florida. The meeting was an informal workshop and consisted of a 
video, display of the feasible alternatives on aerial photos, and presentation of reports 
and other materials completed up to that date on the subject project. FDOT study team 
staff members were available to explain the presented information and answer 
questions. 
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Over 200 people signed in at the workshop. Comments were solicited from the public on 
a form which was attached to an informational handout distributed at the meeting. 
Numerous comments were received, with residents and businesses concerned about 
possible acquisitions of their property and the effects of the project on businesses along 
U.S. 301. Most residents along 6th Street were relieved to find out that ROW would not 
have to be acquired along the entire length of 6th Street to construct the project for any 
of the viable alternatives. Business owners in general were concerned about the 
reduction in number of vehicles driving by adversely affecting their business. 
 
6.4   PUBLIC HEARING – April 4, 2001 

The first public hearing was held on April 24, 2001, from 4:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. at the 
St. Joseph's Catholic Church Parish Center, 38750 5th Avenue, Zephyrhills, Florida. 
Elected officials and various agency representatives were notified of the meeting by first 
class mail at least 25 to 30 days prior. Per Florida Statute and the department's PD&E 
Manual, property owners within 300 feet of any of the alternatives under study were 
notified of the meeting by first class mail at least 21 days prior. The meeting was 
advertised in the Florida Administrative Weekly on April 6, 2001, and in the Tampa 
Tribune, Pasco Edition on April 3 and 17, 2001. 

The meeting consisted of an informal session and a formal session. The informal 
session began at 4:30 p.m. and lasted until 6:00 p.m. During that time, the public could 
view a continuously looped project video, view the conceptual plans and project 
documents on display, speak to the court reporter in a one-on-one setting, or ask 
questions from department representatives. Project handouts were available to all 
attendees. At 6:00 p.m., the department gave a formal presentation regarding the 
project and its associated environmental effects. An opportunity to provide formal public 
comment followed the presentation. The court reporter transcribed the entire formal 
portion. Following the formal portion of the Public Hearing, the informal portion resumed 
until 7:30 p.m. 

The “6th Street and U.S. 301 One-Way Pair Alternative” and the "No Build" Alternative 
were presented for consideration at the first public hearing which was attended by 
approximately 127 people. Four people gave statements to the court reporter during the 
informal portion of the Hearing, and four spoke during the formal portion of the Public 
Hearing. A total of 12 written comments were received either at the Public Hearing or in 
the mail. Comments were equally divided between those for the "Build" Alternative, and 
those against it or for the "No Build" Alternative. 
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6.5 OTHER PUBLIC MEETINGS, WORKSHOPS AND PRESENTATIONS 

On November 10, 2008 the results of traffic modeling efforts were presented to City 
Council in workshop session prior to the regular council meeting.  It was confirmed that 
a public workshop would be held to give the public an opportunity to comment on the 
department’s originally recommended alternative, 6th Street and U.S. 301 (Gall 
Boulevard) One-Way Pair. 

This workshop was held on December 1, 2008 at Alice Hall Community Center.  Some 
466 notification letters were mailed to property owners of record within 300 feet of the 
project limits.  Notification flyers were hand delivered to commercial properties along the 
project corridor.  Interested persons were provided the opportunity to express their 
views concerning the proposed improvements.  Project aerials, graphics of typical 
sections, documents and displays from the PD&E effort and other pertinent information 
was on display.  Representatives of the department were available to discuss the 
project and answer questions posed by attendees.  A project informational brochure 
was available for attendees of the workshop and attendees were encouraged to provide 
written comments regarding the project.  The City of Zephyrhills had also arranged to 
have display graphics at the workshop.  These graphics depicted the City’s preferred 
alternative that would utilize 6th Street and 7th Street as a one-way pair and retain two-
way traffic on Gall Boulevard.  

One hundred seventy nine (179) people signed in as attendees not including 
department and consultant staff facilitating the workshop.  Fifty four written comment 
forms were received at the workshop.  Of the comments received, 15 were supportive of 
the project, 23 were opposed to the project, 9 expressed concerns about ROW 
acquisition, business damages or loss of access/parking but did not express support for 
or opposition to the project and 7 were neutral or addressed other issues without clear 
support for or opposition to the project. 

Numerous additional meetings were held with the City of Zephyrhills mayor, 
management staff and their representatives as part of this PD&E Study Update effort.  
Additionally, from 2010 through completion of the Update effort, quarterly status 
meetings were held with the City and department representatives.  By attending these 
meetings the department gathered valuable information about how the public and city 
representatives view the project, and what ideas they had about how the project could 
help to enhance their community. 
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6.6 SECTION 106 HISTORIC PROPERTIES PUBLIC WORKSHOP 

A Section 106 Historic Properties Public Workshop was held on Wednesday, April 27, 
2011 from 5 p.m. until 7 p.m. at Alice Hall Community Center in Zephyrhills, Florida.  
Approximately 96 citizens (excluding staff) signed the attendance sheets.  The 
workshop was held in an informal format with no formal presentation.  The purpose of 
the workshop was to focus on the two historic properties, the Zephyrhills Downtown 
Historic District and Clyde’s Cottages, and potential effects that the two proposed 
roadway alternatives may have on them.  The two roadway alternatives are the 6th 
Street and U.S. 301 (Gall Blvd.) alternative and the 6th and 7th Street alternative.  Exhibit 
boards illustrating the location of the project, the location of the two historic properties, 
the alignment of the two alternatives and the improvements associated with the 
alternatives immediately adjacent to the historic properties were on display.  FDOT staff 
and Consultant representatives were available for one-on-one discussion of the project 
and to provide answers to questions from the public.  Comment forms were available at 
the workshop and were also provided in the workshop newsletter that was mailed to 439 
property owners within 300’ of both alternatives. 

A total of 40 comment forms were received; two by mail prior to the workshop, 33 at the 
workshop, and five by mail after the workshop.  Prior to the workshop, the Zephyrhills 
City Council passed a resolution supporting the use of the 6th and 7th Street Alternative.  
A City representative provided a copy of the resolution to FDOT staff the day of the 
workshop.  Also on the day of the workshop the Greater Zephyrhills Chamber of 
Commerce provided the results of a survey showing that 80 people supported the 
Chamber’s opposition to the use of the 6th Street and U.S. 301 Alternative and support 
of the use of 6th Street and 7th Street for improvements to U.S. 301.  Of the 40 written 
comments received, two related to potential effects on the Downtown Historic District, 
none addressed potential effects to Clyde’s Cottages, six were in support of the 6th 
Street and U.S. 301 alternative, 22 expressed support for the 6th and 7th Street 
alternative, and ten addressed more general comments/concerns. 

The two comments received which related to the Downtown Historic District both cited 
concerns over the potential effects of noise associated with increased traffic volumes on 
7th Street. Other concerns were increased air pollution and the effects on parking and 
“charm” of the Historic District.  

Six comments were received supporting the use of the 6th Street and U.S. 301 
Alternative.  Their concerns were related to the 7th Street alternative and their effects on 
traffic congestion, safety, truck traffic, and the ability to close it for community events. 

Out of the 24 comment forms supporting the use of the 6th and 7th Street Alternative, 
some of the concerns were loss of business, increased speed of traffic, increased traffic 
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congestion, loss of community contentment and 14 comments in general as the reason 
for supporting this alternative.  The City’s Resolution supporting the use of 6th and 7th 
Streets cited their preference that U.S. 301 remains a local two-way “main street” and 
their vision as expressed in the City Community Redevelopment Plan that refers to 
development and redevelopment between 6th and 7th Streets. The resolution cited that 
local businesses along U.S. 301 would be adversely affected by the conversion of U.S. 
301 to one-way traffic as there would be no two-way local access.  It also included a 
statement that the 6th and 7th Street Alternative would not adversely impact the City 
Historic District.   

Of the ten comment forms received that related to the project in general,  some included 
a need for an alternative design, no need for the project, consideration of an alternative 
roadway system, an increase in noise and flooding, and the lack of available ROW. 
 
6.7 PUBLIC HEARING – February 23, 2012 

The second public hearing was held on February 23, 2012 to present the “No Build”, 
the 6th Street and U.S. 301 Alternative, and the 6th and 7th Street Alternative.   

The meeting was held at the First Church of the Nazarene in Zephyrhills and consisted 
of an informal session and a formal session. The informal session began at 5:00 p.m. 
and lasted until 6:00 p.m. During that time, the public could view a continuously looped 
project video, view the conceptual plans and project documents on display, speak to the 
court reporter in a one-on-one setting, fill out a comment card or ask questions from 
department representatives. Project handouts were available to all attendees. At 6:00 
p.m., the department gave a formal presentation regarding the project and its 
associated environmental effects. An opportunity to provide formal public comment 
followed the presentation. The court reporter transcribed the entire formal portion and a 
copy of the transcript is attached as Appendix C. Following the formal portion of the 
Public Hearing, the informal portion resumed until 7:00 p.m. 

This hearing was attended by some 75 people.  One person gave a statement to the 
court reporter during the informal portion of the Hearing, and 10 spoke during the formal 
portion of the Hearing.  A total of 69 oral and written comments were received either at 
the Public Hearing or by mail/email. A total of 45 comments were in support of the 6th 
and 7th Street Alternative.  Six favored the No Build Alternative and two supported the 
6th Street and U.S. 301 Alternative.   

Prior to the Hearing, the City Council passed a resolution officially supporting the 6th and 
7th Street Alternative.  The resolution stated that the 6th and 7th Street alternative 
supports the City’s vision as expressed in the Community Redevelopment Plan, 
supports the transformation of U.S. 301 into a traditional main street, would promote a 
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more even distribution of traffic, and would potentially expand economic and financial 
opportunities for businesses and the City at large.    At the hearing, a representative of 
the Zephyrhills Chamber of Commerce submitted a letter stating the Chamber’s Board 
of Directors supported the 6th and 7th Street alternative. 

The majority of opposition to the 6th Street and U.S. 301 Alternative was based on the 
belief that making Gall Blvd. a one-way street would hurt businesses fronting the 
roadway.  The loss of parking was an additional concern for some business owners. 
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Final Project Development Summary Report 
October 2012 

 

The following is a list of the supporting documents for the Final Project Development 
Summary Report: 

• Final Pond Siting Report (Update) (3 volumes) 

• Final Location Hydraulic Report Update 

• Final Utility Assessment Package Update 

• Final Wetland Evaluation and Biological Assessment Report 

• Final Contamination Screening Evaluation Report Update (2 volumes) 

• Final Noise Study Report Update 

• Final Design Traffic Technical Memorandum (2 volumes) 

• Final Section 106 Consultation Case Study Report 

• Final Cultural Resource Assessment Survey Update Technical Memorandum 
(2 volumes) 

 

The documents listed above are on file and can be viewed at the FDOT District 7 
headquarters at 11201 N. Malcolm McKinley Drive, Tampa, Florida 33612. 
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