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Introduction

What is NEPA?

+ National Environmental Policy Act -1969

* Requires consideration of environmental
effects and reasonable alternatives

* Environmental - natural, human, physical
e 42 USC, Title 42, Chapter 55, Section 4321
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Introduction

+ NEPA applies to improvement projects when:
* Federal funds will be used

* [t is (or will be) a State or Federal
transportation facility

* Federal approval of an action is required

= Permits are required from Federal Agencies
(Army Corp, EPA, etc)

= Project requires review or approval by a
Federal Agency



Introduction

NEPA vs. PD&E

+ FDOT’s PD&E Process is state procedure for
complying with NEPA regulations

¢ In Florida, NEPA = PD&E
+ PD&E Manual

* Defines the process for Federal and State
projects to ensure compliance with NEPA




Introduction

What leads up to PD&E??

¢ Planning
+ The ETDM Process
* Planning Screen
* Programming Screen
+ PD&E Process
* Data Collection
* Engineering Analysis
* Environmental Analysis
* Public and Community Involvement
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Project Development

The purpose of Project Development is to ...

o Determine if an Engineering solution which is
environmentally feasible can be provided for a
transportation need

o Coordinate and Document the PD&E Studies and
Reports



PD&E Scope

Before your PD&E Study begins ...

¢ Review Programming Screen Summary Report
to Identify:

* Project Need

* Engineering Required

* Environmental Studies Required
* Permit issues/Types

* Dispute resolution issues

_ 8



PREPARE FOR AN “FDOT KICK-OFF"

+ Review procurement schedule
 Set date for Kick-off Meeting
 Set date for Field Review

» Set date for Scope Review
+ Establish functional area Liaisons
+ Gather Data

+ Coordinate with Locals (how will City/County
be involved)

_ 9



PREPARE SCOPE OF SERVICES

Mulii-Disciplined Field Review

+ Look at existing conditions — Environment
» Social Environment - Land Use, Community
» Cultural Environment — Native American site, historic properies
» Natfural Environment - wetlands, Species, Conservation, Farmiands
* Bridges — Navigation

° PhYSiCCﬂ Environment - Noise Sensitive Sites, Contamination

_ 10



PREPARE SCOPE OF SERVICES

Community

TR TSN

b
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PREPARE SCOPE OF SERVICES

Multi-Disciplined Field Review - Engineering

L 2

L 2

Roadway - pavement condition

Typical section features - lane/shoulder widths, grades, cross slopes, sidewalk/bicycle
facilities, intersection geometry and operation (watch what happens through cycles),
ADA

Right of way consiraints

Access - driveways, median openings

Drainage - type open/closed, existing facilities

Structures - clearances, pier protection, damage to beams
Utilities — major facilitiese, Forida Gas

Railroad - crossing

Transit Facilities — condition of stops, ADA, access

_ 12



Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours

+ Standard Scope of Work
* Public Involvement
* Engineering
* Environmental
* Miscellaneous
+ www.dot.state.fl.us/projectmanagementoffice
+ Identify required technical studies
+ Identify potential project alternatives for study

¢ Outline the level of public involvement based
on identified community concerns

_ 13



Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours

¢ Public Involvement

DRAFT Project Activity: Public Involvement
Task S0
No. Task Hour Basis for S5taff Hour Range Low-Range Mid-Range High-Range
Range
Public Kickoff Meeting
The project may be long
The task includes the invitationg, advertisements, press and cross many municipal
releases, as well as preparation of presentation, handouts, The project may cross  |lines or involve multiple
and exhibits, site selection, set up, and FDOT staff briefings. |The project isinrural area, |municipal boundaries, |counties, it may bein an
Setup*® 20 to 160 |The staff hour range for this sk is 80 to 150 hours. Crteria |with one municipality and have known groups of  |urban setting involving
15 affecting the hours needed are, location of project, type of fewadjacent properties. interested ciizensand  |multiple adjacent properties
' presentafion, number of exhibits, etc. (11this is combined project stakeholders. as well as neighborhoods,
with an Elected Official meeting adjust hours accordingly} numerous stakeholders and
interest groups.
See Basis|This task consists ofthe actual attendance and participation
L for Staff |inthe Kickoff Meeting. The hour estimate is based on
Farticipation and notes Hour |number of staff attending x dength of meeting + travel time) + Uss formula
Range |note preparation and distribution.
Corridor or Informational
Thetask indudes the invitations, advertisements, press
releases, as well as preparation of presentation, handouts, The project may have § or
Setup* 20 to 160 and exhibits, site selection, =et up, and FDOT staff briefings. |The project has oneortwoe  |Theprojecthas31io0 5 |more corndors, or may
P The staff hour ange for this a=kis 20 to 150 hours. Criteria |comidors. comidors. involve cooridnation with
affectingthe hours needed are location of pojed, type of working groups
presentaion, number of exhibits, etc.
See Basis|This task consists ofthe adual attendance and participation
- for Staff (inthe Comidor Public Meeting. The hour estiimate is based on
Participafion and notes Hour |number of staff attending x (length of meeting + travel time) + Use formula
Range |note preparation and distribution.
Alternatives Public Meeting
The project may be long
Thetask includes the invitations, advertisements, press The proiedt mav cross :Ejn%rgfise::rnﬁ;r?[mempﬂl
releases, as well as preparation of presentation, handouts, -h iedtisi | praj b ¥d . e ti N itv ‘b
et up- 12010 ek, s slecton, seup,and DOT sabrsngs. |11 P03 %178 e e bondaries, |l sarics oyt
P 240 |Theswffhour range forthis sk is 120 to 240 hours. Criteria || P Ve knawn group g involving

affectingthe hours needed are, location of project, type of
presentation, number of exhibits, etc.

fewadjacent properties.

interested cifizens and
project stakeholders.

multiple adjacent properties
as well as neighborhoods,
numerous stakeholders and
interest groups.
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Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours

+ Engineering Analysis and Report

DRAFT

Project Activity: Engineering Analysis and Report

Task

Task

Units

Staff Hour
Range

Basis for 5taff Hour Range

Lowr-Range

MidRange

High-Range

29

Roadway Design
Alternatives *

L3

See Basis
for Staff
Hour Range

This task consists of the development of reasonable alignment
altternatives for the readway portion ofthe project. The hours needed
for this task can be estim ated by taking the num ber of aternatives x
the length ofthe project in miles xthe number of hours depending on
com plexity (4 to 24) + hours estimated for any “special features”™ such
ag interchanges or grade separated intersections. The criteria for
determining the hours for complexity in the eguation are the vertical
and herizontal alignment, urzan or rural location, density of
development, potential for special aesthetictreatments, length ofthe
project (generally, the longer the project the lower the range value),
and any envirenmental constraints.

Rural Typical
Section (Complexity|
=410 8 hr=s)

Rural interstate, Simple
Urban Typical Section
(Complexity = 3-18 hrs)

Urban Interstate, Complex
Urban Sedions (Complexty
=18 24 hrs)

Access Management *

LS

&in 56

This task is to develop the access management details for the study
alternatives. 1fthe project will require a change in the Access

I anagem ent Classification, the hours needed for coordination and
preparing the needed information for the public hearing. This task
does not indude any additional public meetings. The anticipated
controversy associated with access management will determine the:
estimate of hours needed for this task.

Limited access,
Use Access Class
for ranges (8-20)

Rural Typical zection
with change in
classification, or
Urban Typical Section
with no change in
classification (20-35)

Urban area changing
classification (complete
access to restricted with
median) from 2 to 4 lane (354

56)

| dentify Construction
Segments *

L3

See Basis
for Staff
Hour Range

This task is to be defined in the 305, It may indude the segmenting
and identification ofthe project into implemental construction
=egments. . Thiztask may also indude financing, staging and
sequencing plans. The hours needed to complete this task will be
determined by the efiort reguired in the SOS. For a project where the
consuttant is to verify the previously identified segments the effort may
reguire & to 12 hours total. For projects where it is anticipated that the
consuftant will be required to identify individual segments the hours are|
estimated at 8 to 12 hours per segment. Thiz effort does not include
the additional traffic analysis associated with this task. MNote -
Construdtion segments must be checked for consistency with the local
TIP/STIP/LRTP plans

\erify previously
defined segments
(812 hr= total)

Consultant |dentifies

Segmentation, limited
access, or rural facility
(8 hrs per segment)

Consultant ldentifies
Segmentation, Urban facility
(812 hrs per segment}

STRUCTURES

E xisting Structures
Characterstics

EA

410 &0

This task indudes the reviewof all relevant data with regards to the
existing structures, induding but not limited to plans, Bridge Inspection
Reports, maintenance records, navigation data (if applicable). The
hours associated with this task are based on the type of structure.
Bridges that are not over a navigable waterway will have a range of4
to & hours per structure depending on the com plexity of the structure.
Bridges over navigable waterways have a range of 4 to 80 hours.
Criteria used in estimating the hours needed are the type of structure
and availability of data.

Bridge over
readvay (48 hrs)

Simple structure over
water, widening bridge
(2-12 hrs)

Bascule bridge or other
major bridges over navigable
wate vessel survey required,
new bridge, replacement
bridge (12-80 hrs)
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Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours

+ Environmental Analysis and Report
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Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours
¢ Public Involvement

* From ETDM and Field Review determine
who is out there and special considerations:

= Potential for Controversy
= Need for Context Sensitive Solutions
= Demographics
* Environment Justice - Low income
and/or minority populations
* Limited English Proficiency
*» Age/mobility issues
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Sociocultural Data Report

Sociocultural Data Report: Rusty's PI

Area: 0.265 square miles Population
Jurisdiction(s): Cities: Tallahassee 2,500 o —
Counties:Leon /
2,000

General Population Trends 1.500],

Description 1990 2000 2010 2012(ACS) 1.000ll ==Total Population
Total Population 1,951 2,468 2,286 2,089
Total Households 715 1,112 881 857 5001
Average Persons 14.06 16.14 18.61 18.34
per Acre 0 1990 2000 2010 2012(ACS)
Average Persons 40.7¢6 1.74 2.00 1.73
per Household
Average Persons 3.16 2.32 2.00 2.36 Race
per Family :
Males 967 1,188 1,119 973 ) _ )
Females 984 1,280 1,167 1,117 : N
Race and Ethnicity Trends

Description 1990 2000 2010 2012(ACS)
White Alone 1,422 1,556 1,412 1,280

(72.89%)| (63.05%)| (61.77%)| (61.27%) . . ;

Black or African 459 719 665 671 )
American Alone | (23.53%)| (29.13%)| (29.09%) (32.12%) 1990 2000 2010 2012(ACS)
Native Hawaiian 1 0 3 0 White Alone @ Black or African American Alone @MNative Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander Alone
?;}gnodg}eg,gﬁg'ﬁc ()| e (o (@, © Asian Alone  American Indian or Alaska Native Alone @ Some Other Race Alone

40 Claimed 2 or More Races (after 1990) " Hispanic or Latino of Any Race (1990 only)

Asian Alone 39 77 88
(2.00%)| (3.12%)| (3.85%) (1.91%)

American Indian Non "White Alone’ Percentage Population

5 2 4 3
or Alaska Native | (0.26%)| (0.08%)| (0.17%) (0.14%)

Alone
Some Other Race 25 78 45 46
Alone (1.28%)| (3.16%)| (1.97%) (2.20%)
Claimed 2 or MNA 36 68 49
More Races (NA)| (1.46%)| (2.97%) (2.35%)
Hispanic or 97 240 241 199
Iﬁgtino of Any (4.97%)| (9.72%)| (10.54%) (9.53%)
ce
Not Hispanic or 1,854 2,228 2,045 1,890 WRusty's PI
Latino (95.03%)| (90.28%)| (89.46%)| (90.47%) MLeon
Non White Alone 529 912 874 809

(27.11%) | (36.95%)| (38.23%)| (38.73%)

1960 2000 2010 2012(ACS)




Field Reviews
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Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours
¢ Public Involvement

* Determine number and frequency of
meetings:

= Kick-off meeting(s)

= Local government and/or MPO
presentations

= Corridor public meeting(s)

= Alternative public meeting(s)

= Unscheduled meetings

= Public hearing
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Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours

¢ Public Involvement

* Determine need for other outreach methods
and/or techniques:

= Newsletters

= Fact sheets

= Website

= Special graphics

= Translation services

21



Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours
¢ Public Involvement

* Don’t forget the small details:

= Who is paying for cost of postage, FDOT or
consultant?

= Do newspaper advertisements and notification
materials need to be written in other languages?

= Consider notification boundaries — 300 feet
minimum, is more needed?

= How many consultants do you expect to attend
each public meeting?

_ 22



Project Area

m 3550 Search

Active project: #8550 SR 951 Widen 4.5 Lanes ~ | Map it Environmental Screening Tool Saved Searches: ~  Frojed History: A
EE] Alert Advanced Search My ETDM Bookmarks Logou

Contents  Tools Search  Help Pan oom In Zoom Identify Clear Scale 1: 4958 @ i !m.;‘
g Google Maps Street View

EHCHE CIDERMAR

This Site is maintained by the Florida Dy i iti il i plesse e-mail to help@fla-etat org or call 850-414-5334




ETDM Results
Social and Economic

DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT

Alternative #1

Project Effects Dverview for Alternative #1

Igsue

Degree of Effect

Social and Economic
Land Use Changes

Land Use Changes

Sacial

Sacial

Aelocation Potential
Farmlands

desthetic Efects

Econarmic

Ecomarmic

Mobility

B e
e
H roee
i
B i
B i
i
B roce
B i
Il ernances

Organization

FL Departrient of Ecomarmic
Oppartunity

FOOT District 1

US Enwironrmental Protecton

Agency
FOOT District 1
FOOT District 1

Matural Ressurces Conservation
Sangion

FOOT District 1

FL Departrient of Ecomnamic
Oppartunity

FOOT District 1

FOOT District 1

Date Reviewsd

091172014
09,09/ 2014
0ari2/a014
09,09/ 2014
09,09/ 2014
07731/ 2014
09,09/ 2014
09F11/2014
09,09/ 2014

09,09/ 2014
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ETDM Results
Social and Economic

Aesthetic Effects

DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT
Fage S of 42 Agency Cormments - Project Effects Printed on: 12/08/2014

DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT
Project Effects
Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: . Minimal assigned 1171272014 by FDOT District 1
Comments:
The FDOT DiEtrict One indicated that residential uses bend bo be limited to the eat side of SR 951 a5 the Rookéry Bay Mational

Estusrine Retearch Reterve 5 located on the west side of the roadway. The FDOT District One stabed that the widening S not likely
to affect the visusl character of the corridor. Coordination Document: PFOAE Support Daocument &5 per PDAE Mamual.

Due to the fact that acoess to proximate businestes, residences, and recreational festures (e, the Rookery Bay National Estuarine
Resesrch Reserve and nearby multi-use pathway) and enjoyrment of the ares recrestional armenities may be temporarily affected
during project construction (and as & result of incréaded trafMic notse frorm the widening), & Surmmary DOE of Minimal has been
assigned to the Aesthetic Effects issue.

Commitments and Responses: During the Project Developrment phase, the FDOT District One will condwect public outreach in

ooordination with the Collier Metropalitan Planning Organization to Solicit opinions and preferences from residents and businesses an
patential project effects and general design concepts relabed to sesthetics,




ETDM Results — Physical

Physical
Air Quality

Contamination
Contamination
Contamination
Navigation

Navigation

Navigation

0" none

B vinimal
B vinimal
B vinimal

3 Moderate
3 Moderate
3 Moderate

US Environmental Protection
Agency

US Environmental Protection
Agency

FL Department of
Envircnmental Protection

South Flonda Water
Management District

Federal Highway Admimistration
US Army Corps of Engineers

US Coast Guard
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ETDM Results - Physical

MNawigation
Project Effects
Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 117122014 by FOOT District 1

Degree of Effect: 3 Mopderate assigned 07730720014 by Randall D Owerton, US Coast Guard

Coordination Document: Penmit Reguired

Coordination Document Commients:

A navigational needs study will be reguired to ensure that the replacement/modified structure meets the reeds of nevigation on the
whaterway. [ am available for qguéstions at anytime (305)415-6736 or randell.d overtan@uscg. mil

Direct Effects
Identifled Resources and Level of Importance:

Mavigabde Waters of the United States - Navigation

Comments on Effects to Resources:

Henderson Cresk IS 4 navigable water of the US with considerable recreational navigation. & Coast Guard bridge permit will be
required for the replacement or modificationof the bridge(s) which crogs Henderson Cresk. A navigatbional meeds studywill be required
o ensure thatthe replacerment)madifiedstructure meets the needs of navigation on the waterway. | am available for guestions at
anytime (305)415-6736 or randall.d.overtan@uscg.mil

Recommended Avoldance, Minimization, and Mitigation Opportun ithes:
A navigational needs study will be reguired ta ensure that the replacement/modified structure meets the needs of nevigation an the
whaterway. [ am available for qguéstions at anytime (305)415-6736 or randell.d overtan@uscg. mil

CLC Recommendations:

Indirect Effects
Identifled Rescurces and Level of Importance:

Comments on Effects to Resources:

Recommended Awoldance; Minimization, and Mitigation Opportun ithes:




ETDM Results
Special Designation

Special Designations

Speacial Detignatians
Speacial Designatians
Special Designations

Speciel Degignations

Special Designations

Substantial

Substantial

Modarate

Substantial

Sub=tantial

U5 Enwirgnrmsantal Protéection
fgency

FL Departrént af
Erviranmantal Probaction

South Florida Water
Management District

Federal Highway Administration

US Fish and ‘Wildife Sarcice

faf12/ 3014
faf12/ 3014
0909/ 2014
09032014

02014
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ETDM Results
Special Designation

ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Special Designations
Special Designations

Project Effects

Coardinator Summ.r' Dﬁnr“ of Effact: i Su'bsldﬂﬂ'ﬂrdhhlgﬁﬂd 1171242014 by FDOT Distrct 1

Comments:

The FDEP, FWS, SPFWMD, and USEPA cormmented thet the projed hat the potential to impact Henderson Cresk: [an Quistanding
Florida Water (OFW) within the Rockery Bay Aguatic Preserve]. The egendcies noted that the west side of the existing rosdway abuls
the Rookery Bay Mationel Estuarine Ressarch Reserve (consisting of state-owned conservation lends); the FDOT must address state

public interest criteria for any proposed impads to these lands. Coordinatlon Document: To Be Determined: Further Coardination
Refuired (FDEP, FWS, and USEPA). / Coordination Document: Parmit Reguined {SPWMD).

The project aosses Henderson Creek, an OFW which IS part of the Rookery Bay Aquatic Preserve. The Rookery Bay National
Egtusrimge Restearch Reserve (& state-owned public conservation land) i also located adjacent to the wast dde of the existing
roadway. Due to the presence of these resources within the project vicinity and the potential need for edditional agency
coordination, & Summary D0E of Substantial has besn assigned to the Special Designations Biue.

Commitments and Responses: Further agency mordination will take place during the Project Development phase.

Technical Studyr None.
Degree of Effect: 4| Syhstantial assigned 0971223004 by Maher Budair, US Environmental Protection Agency

Coordination Document: To Be Determined : Further Coardination Reguired
Coordination Document Comments:

More discussion on néed s required. Project purpobe snd Soope needs more dsicussion.




Prepare Scope of Services

+ Engineering Analysis and Report
* From ETDM
= Purpose and Need

*Type of project — widening, new

alighment, interchange, etc.

@ 175 PD&E St

from

e immae Terr
T

= Preliminary Alternatives/Alignments

= Drainage/Floodplain
= Navigation
= Railroad
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4
Prepare Scope of Services

+ More things to consider....
= Level of Engineering Detail
= Number of Alternatives / Scale for public
display
= Project Schedule
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Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours

+ Engineering Analysis and Report

= Survey and Geotechnical Needs

* Coordinate with Survey Department and
Geotechnical Engineer

* Hours in Basis of Estimate are for coordination
* Dependant on level of engineering

= Traffic
* Coordinate with District Traffic Specialist
* Consultant
* Department
* Traffic Data for Noise Analysis
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Prepare Scope of Services and

Estimate Staffhours
+ Engineering Analysis and Report
= Safety
* Crash Data
* Safety Analysis _— i
= Railroads/Utilities e

= Needs/Transportation Plans
* Number of local agencies
* Consistency
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Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours

+ Engineering Analysis and Report
= Corridor Study needed
* Case by case basis
= Existing Roadway Analysis
* Length of project
* Type of project
* Availability of data
= |[dentify Construction Segments
= Structures

* Bridges — New/Widening/Replacement/Load
Ratings

*» Miscellaneous - Retaining Walls / Noise Walls
/Box Culverts
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Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours

+ Engineering Analysis and Report
= Drainage
* Pond Siting
* Flood Plain
* Permitting
* Local concerns
= Concept Plans
* Length of project
* Complexity of project
* Number of Alternatives
* Level of Detail (15% plans or 60% Design)
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Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours
+ Engineering Analysis and Report
= Typical Section Package
* Anticipated number of typical sections
* Pavement design?
= Design Exceptions
* |[dentify
* Prepare Design Exception Package
= Multimodal/Park and ride
= Maintenance of Traffic

_ 36



Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours

+ Engineering Analysis and Report
= Maintenance of Traffic
*Land use
* Constrained Facility/Bridge
* Cost Estimate
= Matrix
* Anticipated Number of Alternatives
* Anticipated Number of Issues
= Value Engineering/Risk Management
= Cost Estimates (construction and ROW)
= Other
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PREPARE SCOPE OF SERVICES

Environmental Concerns

R i o

nds

Land Use

S HLLSR0R0 |
PIELAND NATURAL AR

_NATURE TRAILS & WILDLIFE OBSERVATION ) |

- Tribal Lands

| Swales / Wetla
g

o

ol ——
.

7
Pineland M Species




Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours

+ Environmental Analysis and Report
* From ETDM

= Anticipated Class of Action
= Technical Reports Needed
= Issues/Concerns

39



ETDM Results Cultural

Cultural
Caction 40 Potential 4 | oy bstantial Federal Highway Administration 09703/2014
Historlc and Archasological Sites 3 Moderate FL Departrment of Stake 0ar12/2014
Recraatiaon Areas 4 | oy bstantial LIS Ewvironspatsd P = 0ar12/2014
fgency
Fl FL Departrient of
Recraatiaon Areas Substantial Ermdranmental Probsdion 0ar12/2014
Sauth Florida Waber
3
Recraation Areas Moderate Management District 09ne 2014
Recraation Areas . Mare Mational Park Service 08/ 20/2014




4
ETDM Results Cultural

Reacreation Areas

Project Effects

Degree of Effect: (4 Substantial assigned 0971203014 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Departrnent of Envirenmental Protection
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required

Direct Effects
Identifled Resources and Level of Importance:
The fellowing public conservation lands are located within S00 ft. of the corrder study area: Rookery Bay Aquatic Preserve, Roakery

DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT
Fage 16 of 42 Agency Comments - Project Effects Frinted on: 1200872014

DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT

Bay Mational Estuarine Research Recerve property and (ks Headquarters/Environrmental Laaming Cenber.

Comments on Effects to Resouroes:
These lands contain significant netural communities and numerows slerment occumences of lsted species, as indicated by the Florida

Natwrel Argas Inventory. The Departrient i$ interested in préserving the area's natural communities, wildlife corridor functions,
natural Nead cantrol, stormwater runolf Mitering capebilities, aguiféer recharge potential amd recreational trall opportunities.
Therefore, future environmental documentation should include an evaluation of the primary, secondary and cumulathee impacts
afroadwayfbridge conttrsction an the above public lands end anyacguisition sites.

Recommended Avoldance, Minimization, and Mitigation Opportun ithes:

Under Article X, Section 18 of the Florida Constitution (as armended in 1958), dispositions of state-owned conservation lands are
resitricted to thote lands "no longer needed for conservation purposes.” I the proposed roedway construction activities necessitate
right-of-wey expansion within these state lands, the FDOT may nesd to request that the Board af Trustess of the [nternal
Improvement Trust Fund determinge whether the subject properties are nd longer needed for conservation purpases, This
requirement must be met before the conveyence of these lands can procesd. In addition, please be advised that prapesals to utilize
state conservetion lands may be reguired to meet the guidelines of the state's linear facility policy, POLICY Use of Natural Resouros
Lands by Linear Facilities AS Approved By Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvernent. Trust Fund on Janwary 23, 1996,

CLC Recommenda thons:

Indirect Effects
Identifled Resources and Level of Importance:

Comments on Effects to Resouroes:

Recommended Avoldance, Minimization, and Mitigation Opportun itles:
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ETDM Results Cultural

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 0971272014 by Alysse McManus, FL Departrient of State
Coordinatlon Decument: PDARE Support Document A5 Per PDEE Manwal

Coord Ination Document Comments:

WE LOOK FORWARD TO REVIEWING THE CRAS REPORT FOR THIS PROJECT.

Direct Effects
Identifled Resources and Level of Importa noe:

IDENTIFIED RESOURCES IRCLUDE CRY1E, THE ORCEWASA SITE AND ONE STRUCTURE THAT IS UNRECORDED, BUT IS WITHIN THE
FROIECT'S AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECTS. MO OTHER SITES ARE CURRENTLY IDENTIFIED WITHIN THE AREA OF POTENTLAL
EFFECTS.

& review of the Florida Master Site File indicates that the project area has not bésen surveyed for archaealogical and historical

ares are favoraole [or e pressence e MESROLINTES:, IL 15 LT DB LS
that the project srea be subjected to b profestional cultural resounes assettment Sursdy. The resultant Survey report must canfor
o the provisions of Chapber 1b-46, Mards Advministrative Code, and should be forwanded 1o the Division of Historcal Resgurces o
oormplete the review process. In addition, the report willl assist this office in determining if further rmessures are necessary to avald,
minimize, or mitigate adverse affects to significant archaseolegical and Risboric properties,

5

Comments on Effects to Resouroes:
AT THIS TIME, IT IS UNKROWN HOW THIS FROJECT WILL AFFECT CUTURAL AND HISTORICAL RESOURCES,




Natural

‘Wethands

‘Wetlands

wWetlanos

‘Wwetlanss

‘Wethands

wWetlanos

‘Water Quality and Quantity
‘Water Quality and Quantity
‘Water Quality and Quantity
Floadplains

Fload plains

4 | Substantial
4| cubstantial
3 Moderate
4 | Substantisl
3 Mogerste
4 | substantial
3 Moderste
4 | Substantial
3 Moderate
4 | substantial

3 Moderate

US Environrmental Protection
Agency

FL Departrient aff
Environmental Probection

South Florida Water
Management District
Us army Corps of Enginesars

Mational Marine Fisheries
Service

US Fish and Wildlife Service

US Environrental Protection
Agency

FL Departrrent of
Environmental Protection
South Flarida Waber
Management District

US Environrmental Protection
Agency

South Flarida Waber
Manegement District

ETDM Results Natural

091272014
0971272014
09,09/ 2014
09032014
081172014
077302014
09F12/ 2014
091272014
09,09/ 2014
0aF12/ 2014

09,059/ 2014

DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT
Agency Cormments - Project Effects

Fage 2 of 42

Printed on: 1200871

DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT

Floadplaing

‘Wildlife and Habitat

‘Wildlife and Habitat

‘Wildlife and Habitat

‘Wildlife and Habitat

Coastel and Marine

Coastal and Marine

3 Mocerste

3 Moderate

3 Moderate
. feare

3 Moderate

3 Moderate

3 Mogerste

Faderal Highway Administration

Federal Highway Administration

FL Fish and Wildlife
Congervation Commission
FL Departrient af Agriculture
and Congurmneér Services

US Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Water
Management District

Mational Marine Fisheries
Service

09032014
0970372014
09M02,/2014
D&M/ 2014
077302014
09,09/ 2014

08r11/2014
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ETDM Results Natural

ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Natural

Wetlands
Project Effects

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderste assigned 0970972014 by Mindy Pamott, South Floride Water Management District

oord Ination Document Comments:
A permit (EFP) is required, howeser, i additional wetland studies pre conducted, the SPAMD would like the opportunity to revies

and comrment.

Direct Effects
Identifled Resources and Level of Importanoe:
‘Wetlands exist within the project sres, including mixed wetland forests, hydric pine Matwoods and mengroves, The majority appear

to be on the wekt side of the project. The mengroves may also serve as smelitooth sawfish habitat,

Comments on Effects to Resouroes:
Filling of wetlands. Reduction and elimination of wetlend and surfece water impects must be demonsrated &< part of the ERP

apphcation.

mmended Avoldance, H-Inlmlzuﬂnn,. and Mitigation Opportunities:
SPWMD staff in the Lower West Coast Service Center (Laura Layman- (2359} 138-2025 ext. 7725) should be contacted to werify the
woetlamd lirmits once they are dalinested by the project beem, Perhaps widenaingto the east side could reduce wetlend impacts.
Mitigatian must be provided to off$et any wetland impacts thet remain after reduction and elimination has been Latisfed.

CLEC Recommendations:

Indirect Effects
Identifled Resources and Level of Importance:

Comments on Effects to Resources:

Recommended Avoldance; Minimization; and Mitigation Opportunities:




ETDM Results Natural

Wildlife and Habitat
Project Effacts

Degres of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 0900372014 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: PLDEE Support Document As Per PDEE Manual

DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT
Fage 27 of 42 hgency Carmments - Project Efects Prinbad on: 120872014

DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT

Direct Effects
Identifled Resources and Level of Importance:

‘Wildlife end Habitat resources in the project area incude -

Cromdile congultation anea;

Rare pnd impariled fich habitat st Henderson Crsek;

Red cockaded woadpecker consultation araa;

Scrub jay consultation ansa;

nurnrous listed spedes of mammals, birds, fish, reptiles, plants and Inveriebrates.,

amments on Effects to Resouroes:

nforrmal consultetion with USPWS, NMFS, and the FPWC should begin & soon as passible. For those spedes where the project &
ikely to advertely affect the spedes, coordination with FHWA to begin Section 7 formal consultation hould begin eary in the project
evaloprmant phase ©5 thata NEPA deckioncan bebased on & coordinated assetament of impadcts to the listed species and Lhe
lecESsary commitments to evoid, minimize and mitigate impacts are incuded.

Recommended Avcldance, Minimization, and Mitigation Opportun ithes:
CLC Recommendations:

Indirect Effects
Identifled Resources and Level of Importance:

Comments on Effects to Resouroes:

Recommended Awvoldance, Minimization, and Mitigation Opportun ithes:




Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours

+ Environmental Analysis and Report
= Sociocultural Effects
= Relocation Potential
= Cultural Resources
» Archeological/ Historic Resources
* Pond Site Tech Memo

*Section 106 Consultation Meetings/
ublic involvement/ Cultural Resource
ommittee

* Research Design Methodology/CRAS
* Native American Coordination
= Section 4(f)
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Prepare Scope of Services and
Estimate Staffhours

+ Environmental Analysis and Report
Natural Resources
* Species Surveys —time of year
* Wetlands
* Habitat
* Water Quality

* Outstanding riorida Waters

Physical Effects
* Noise
* Contamination
» Current Data
» Structures - Lead based paint/Asbestos
= Special Agency Coordination Required
* Concurrence letter from FFWCC for ESBA
* FDEP - contamination
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For More Information
Presenters: References :
Catherine Bradley, PE

4
8504144771 FDOT.PD&E Manual
Catherine.Bradley@dot.state.fl.us * Available at:
http://www.dot.state.fl.us/emo/pubs/

Rusty Ennemoser pdeman/pdemani.shtm
805-414-5337

Rusty.Ennemoser@dot.state.fl.us

Xavier Pagan
850-414-5260
Xavier.Pagan@dot.state.fl.us
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