









































































































































































































































































































































SECTION NINE PRELIMINARY DESIGN ANALYSIS

9.14 Traffic Control Plan

The traffic control plan developed to construct the SR 15 improvements shall adhere to
the latest FDOT Design Standards, Series 600, must maintain the existing number of
through travel lanes and maintain access to businesses and residences along the corridor.
The traffic control plan anticipates maintaining traffic on the existing roadbed while the
northbound SR 15 lanes are being constructed. Upon construction of the northbound
lanes, traffic will be shifted to the newly constructed northbound lanes, at which time the
existing roadbed will be widened, milled and resurfaced and will then become the
southbound lanes.

The construction of the new Deep Creek bridge will follow the same methodology as
previously mentioned for the corridor.

9.15 Results of Public Involvement Program
9.15.1 Public Involvement Plan

A Public Involvement Plan was prepared for the project and approved on April, 2005.
This plan is in compliance with the Project Development and Environmental Guidelines;
Florida Statue 339.155; Executive Orders 11990 and 11988; CEQ Regulations for
Implementing the Procedural provisions of the Natural Environmental Policy Act; and
FHWA Order 5610.1C.

9.15.2 Advanced Notification

The Advance Notification package was prepared and issued in accordance with the
FDOT PD&E Manual. The package was mailed out to the respective agencies and elected
officials on May 6, 2005.

9.15.3 Newsletiers

Newsletters were sent to agencies, elected officials, and property owners prior to public
meetings for this project. Copies of the newsletters were also available at the meetings in
both English and Spanish.

*  Prior to the Public Kick-off Meeting
*  Prior to the Alternatives Meeting
9.15.4 Public Involvement Workshops
9.15.4.1 Agency Kick-off Meeting

An Agency Kick-off meeting was held on May 31, 2005 at Louise S. Mclnnis
Elementary School. The necessary agencies (as identified in the PD&E Manual) were
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SECTION NINE PRELIMINARY DESIGN ANALYSIS

invited by letter to the meeting. The invitations were mailed on May 9, 2005. Included
with the invitation was a copy of the project newsletter.

The following people attended the meeting representing the listed agency. Each listing is
followed by any comments attributed to them at the meeting.

*  Mayor James Sowell — Mayor of Pierson

e Agreed with Deputy Chief that the flooding mentioned below does

occur.
Deputy Chief Stephen Plummer — Volusia County Fire Services

e Currently parts of SR 15/US 17 from Lake Winona to the northern end
of the project, there is much flooding that occurs during high rains.
Sections of this area in the Northbound lane is mainly under water

e Advanced warning signaling both North and South of the SR 40
intersection would be advantageous. With this area prevalent to ground
fog, this would give the motorists additional warning of a signal
change.

¢ Include adequate turn-arounds, in areas without cross
streets/intersections, to assist emergency vehicles with ability to
change directional responses to either North or Southbound.

e Consider turn lane extensions at SR 40 due to traffic density and heavy
trailer and vehicle traffic

e Consider right-of-way radius changes to reduce rollover potential near
DOT facility and Lake Winona Road.

Saralee Morrissey — Volusia County Schools
e Interested in any impacts to the elementary school
e Bus pick-up/drop-off in FDOT R/W — any concerns or impacts?

-*

Following the meeting, each comment was addressed in a letter from the project team
regarding the individual comments. The responses can be found in Appendix [I.

9.15.4.2 Public Kick-off Meeting

A Public Kick-off meeting was held on May 31, 2005 at Louise S. McInnis Elementary
School following the agency meeting. The property owners within 300 feet of either side
of the corridor were identified and were invited by newsletter to the meeting. The
invitations were mailed on May 12, 2005. A presentation was conducted following an
Open House period allowing attendees to review the information presented on various
alignment, aerial, and graphical boards.

Attendees were requested to sign in and comment sheets were provided during the
meeting.

Three people representing agencies attended the public meeting. They are as follows,
along with any comments they may have made:

HNTB SR 15 Preliminary Engineering Report 9-16



SECTION NINE PRELIMINARY DESIGN ANALYSIS

* Bill Scaramellino — Florida Division of Forestry

e My main concern is our forestry vehicles entering & exiting the
forestry headquarters. We have large trucks that haul fire suppression
bulldozers that need this to accelerate on the highway heading south.
Southbound traffic approaches, over a hill, on a curve. A southbound
acceleration lane leaving our driveway would help.

¢ Also, turning into our drive, while traveling south to north, is
dangerous. Traffic that is also northbound tries to go around you on
the right side, there is not enough room. There has been accidents
before and many near misses. Can you please address these problems?
Thank you.

Cathy Lowenstein — Florida Diviston of Forestry

e Access concern at DOF tower/public information center office with
heavy equipment. Need to improve safe access into/out of site for
heavy equipment and limited line of sight with highway curve.
Wildlife crossing concern — provide adequate crossing(s) for bear, etc.
Incorporate county plan for Trails & Recreation connections between
Lake George SF and Heart Island Conservation Area (WMD) by
exploring connections between existing trail entrances on each side of
highway. Might combine with wildlife crossing opportunity.

e Please fax copy of ETAT Report to Division of Forestry (List of
ETAT members)

* Roy Walters — Volusia County Bicycle-Pedestrian Advisory Committee
e State law requires that bicycle lanes be included on road sections not
considered as “rural”, Much of this widening is in an area that is not
rural.
Call me at 321-438-7662 to discuss.
e [ am a member of the Volusia County Bicycle-Pedestrian CAC.

Sixteen persons representing property or commercial owners were present at the meeting,.
The majority of those that left comments were concerned about access issues as well as
safety issues when turning along SR 15. There is a large amount of truck traffic that is
reducing the feeling of safety for the motoring public.

Each of the comments received from the meeting was addressed by letter from HNTB.
9.15.4.3 Alternatives Public Meeting

An Alternatives Public meeting was held on October 13, 2005 at Louise S. Mclnnis
Elementary School. Agencies and elected officials as required per the FDOT PD&E
Manual were notified of the meeting by letter invitation. Included with the invitation was
a copy of the newsletter. The agency invitations were mailed on September 19, 2005. The
property owners within 300 feet of either side of the corridor were identified and were
invited by newsletter to the meeting. The property owner invitations were mailed on
September 22, 2005.
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The Alternatives Meeting began at 6:00 p.m. on October 13, 2005. Meeting attendees
were greeted and requested to sign-in to be sure that everyone was included on the
mailing list. Extra copies of the newsletter were available for those who may not have
received one. Attendees were notified that around the room were many boards with
project specific information and any questions could be addressed by members of the
project team wearing project nametags.

The room set-up included long project corridor boards with aerial images and right-of-
way lines displayed on the aerial. Proposed pond locations were also identified on the
boards. Boards also described the study schedule, traffic projections for existing case,
2010 (opening year) and 2030, the three alternative typical sections and the bridge
sections including a potential wildlife crossing. Two sets of plans were also available
which detailed the 3 alternatives on aerial mapping.

A formal presentation was given by Mr. Kent Black beginning at 7:00 p.m. for those
interested in hearing more about the study process and results. The audience was
encouraged to ask questions and those asked are summarized below.

During the discussion of Access Management, one citizen asked what the difference
between full and direction median openings. Mr. Black noted that full median openings
allow all movements to be made through the intersection, where directional openings
allow for only right-turning movements (for example).

Questions concerning the locations of specific ponds were also discussed. Mr. Black
indicated that the team would meet with the owners to discuss their specific questions and
concerns either following the meeting or during individual meetings later in the process.

A property owner also questioned the validity of utilizing a full 40" median rather than
utilizing a tighter median and adding guardrail. He also suggested adding trees as a
barrier rather than guardrail along the corridor. The property owner asked that the team
look into various alternatives for median treatment.

After the formal presentation, participants were invited to ask more questions of the staff
and to take their time reviewing the available materials. The meeting concluded at 8:00
p.m.

Eleven people attended the meeting. The general comments received during this meeting
regarded access issues again and the only alternative identified as being desirable by one
property owner was Alternative 1.

9.15.5 Public Hearing

A Public Hearing was held on April 25, 2006 at the First Baptist Church of Del.eon
Springs. Agencies and elected officials as required per the FDOT PD&E Manual were
notified of the meeting by letter invitation. Included with the invitation was a copy of the
newsletter. The agency invitations were mailed on March 31, 2006. The property owners
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within 300 feet of either side of the corridor were identified and were invited by
newsletter to the meeting. The property owner invitations were mailed on April 5, 2006.

The Public Hearing began at 5:30 p.m. on April 25, 2006. Meeting attendees were
greeted and requested to sign-in to be sure that everyone was included on the mailing list.
Extra copies of the newsletter were available for those who may not have received one. A
separate public hearing handout was also available and included information on the
alternatives as well as the evaluation of the impacts. Attendees were notified that around
the room were many boards with project specific information and any questions could be
addressed by members of the project team wearing project nametags.

Boards providing graphics of the preferred alternative, its impacts, necessary
requirements of the PD&E process and the right-of-way process were throughout the
room along with other project specific information.

A formal presentation was given by Mr. Kent Black beginning at 6:30 p.m. for those
interested in hearing more about the study process and results. A court reporter was
available prior to the formal presentation for those interested in providing comments for
the record, but without having to make a comment in front of the audience. The court
reporter transcribed the meeting for the record. A public comment period was held and
responses were sent in writing pertaining to each question asked.

An Access Management Hearing was held following the project hearing. This Hearing
focused on the change in Access class of this section of the roadway. A comment period
was also available for this portion of the meeting,.

The meeting concluded at 7:35 p.m.

Fifty-four (54) people were in attendance at Public Hearing.

9.16 Value Engineering
9.16.1 VE Recommendation |

At the US 17 and SR 40 intersection, stay within the existing right-of-way with an urban
typical section and reduce the speed limit. (Potential Savings: $500,000)

9.16.1.1 HNTB Response to VE Recommendation |
e Disagree

¢ District 5 Traffic operations identified that we should either move closer to the
RR to bring it under control of the signal or move as far away as possible to
increase the capacity of the eastbound SR 40 lanes.
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District Design Engineer did review the preliminary concept of staying within
the right-of-way and deemed it as unacceptable.

Issues include awkward sections, speed limit, curb&gutter, driver expectancy,
border width and clearzone issues.

HNTB recommends utilizing the entire take from the Citgo gas station to
move the entire intersection as far to the east as possible (away from RR
tracks). Alternative D has been developed to show this alignment.

9.16.1.2 FDOT Response to VE Recommendation 1

Rejected: Due to operational issues related to the SR 40 rail crossing, introduction
of curb in a rural setting, driver expectancy, border width and clear zone.

9.16.2 VE Recommendation 2

At the US 17 and SR 40 intersection, drop the right-turn only lane and provide one
through lane and one left turn lane, NB. (Potential Savings: $122,000)

9.16.2.1 HNTB Response to VE Recommendation 2

Disagree

HNTB does not agree with dropping a lane before the SR 15/SR 40
intersection.

It has always been HNTB’s intent to make any modifications to the
intersection based upon the Design Traffic Report. By not providing adequate

lanes the safety of the intersection would be compromised.

At some point right-of-way will need to be required.

9.16.2.2 FDOT Response to VE Recommendation 2

Rejected: This recommendation does not meet the needs justified in the Design
Traffic.

9.16.3 VE Recommendation 3
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At the US 17 and SR 40 intersection, shift the roadway alignment east of Alt. B2 to get

further away from the railroad crossing. (Value Added: #304, 000)
9.16.3.1 HNTB Response to VE Recommendation 3

o Agree

s Since we will be making a full take of the Citgo property we should take
advantage of the entire property and make the SR 15/SR 40 intersection safer.

e HNTB has added Alternative D to the Preliminary Engineering Report

9.16.3.2 FDOT Response to VE Recommendation 3

Accepted.

9.16.4 VE Recommendation 4

Elevate the railroad over SR 40, leave US 17 and SR 40 intersection at grade. (Value

Added: $1,878,000)

9.16.4.1 HNTB Response to VE Recommendation 4

e Disagree

e Various implications — Cost being one of them, and the SR 40 master plan
shows a grade separated intersection with SR 15 and SR 40, a railroad bridge

would preclude this from happening.
9.16.4.2 FDOT Response to VE Recommendation 4
Pending: Continued evaluation through PD&E.
9.16.5 VE Recommendation 5
Use MSE wall to avoid wetlands and/or save right-of-way.

9.16.5.1 HNTB Response to VE Recommendation 5

e Agree — some wetland impacts may be avoided by use of gravity wall.

9.16.5.2 FDOT Response to VE Recommendation 5

Design Suggestion.
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0.16.6 VE Recommendation 6

Shift the Deep Creek channel within the existing bridge opening, eliminate the bridge
extension for a wildlife crossing. (Potential Savings: $279,200)

9.16.6.1 HNTB Response to VE Recommendation 6
e Disagree

e The proposed bridge extension to the north of Deep Creek was chosen at the
recommendation of Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
(FDWCC) staff. A field inspection of the bridge depicted unfavorable
hydrologic conditions under the existing bridge structure. Without a bridge
hydraulics report the PD&E team was unable to convince FFWCC staff that a
dry passage under the bridge would be available to large wildlife species such
as the Florida black bear or deer. Even during low water conditions, the
existing bridge spans would allow for less than 25 feet of width and as little as
4-5 feet of clearance. These small openings are less than previously approved
wildlife structures on SR 46 and [-4. The bridge extension has been sized to
match, as close as possible, the opening widths and clearances at SR 46. (The
wildlife crossing structure at I-4 are much larger due to the wider right-of-way
and higher volume of traffic proposed.

e The cost estimate did not include an allocation for mitigation to offset impacts
to the channel of Deep Creek. If impacts were deemed temporary, FDOT
would be responsible for re-planting the area and providing monitoring
reports. (Approximate cost of $25,000 to $30,000 per acre). If impacts are
deemed to severe and counted as permanent, the appropriate amount of
mitigation money (approximately $90,000 per acre) would be required
consistent with the Senate Bill 1986 program.

e Channel relocation would include a Sovereign Land determination from the
Florida Department of Environmental Protection. Any work within the
channel would be subject to further review by FDEP (in addition to review
under ERP by the water management district) with no guarantee of approval.
This would also extend the permitting review timeframes for the project. The
SIRWMD would not be able to approve the ERP until all Sovereign Land
issues were resolved.

e One disadvantage not listed in the report are the potential effects to the
railroad bridge located downstream from the bridge over SR 15. The
realigning of the creek may change flow rates or several other hydraulic
factors, which would require additional cost to modify the railroad bridge or
additional maintenance cost at SR 15 and/or the railroad bridges.

9.16.6.2 FDOT Response to VE Recommendation 6
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Rejected: Not consistent with FFWCC’s requirements as a wildlife crossing.
Complexity of permitting with DEP/SIRWMD.

9.16.7 VE Recommendation 7

Combine the two bridges at Deep Creek into one structure to minimize the wetland
impacts. (Potential Savings: $270,000)

9.16.7.1 HNTB Response to VE Recommendation 7
e Disagree
e Median width variance would be required.

¢ Different ages of bridge halves would complicate replacement of older half at
some point in time.

e The spacing between the bridge structures was put into place at the request of
the FFWCC. This allows for natural light to pass between the structures,
thereby reducing the “tunnel” effect. One single structure would require a
much wider opening to offset the loss of direct light into the mid-section of
the structure. As cited earlier, the wildlife underpass structure also would
require raising the roadway approaches to gain a minimum of 8 feet of
clearance under the structure. The longer support beams can be two to three
times deeper than beams for shorter spans (less than 50°).

9.16.7.2 FDOT Response to VE Recommendation 7

Rejected: Due to median width variance, FFWCC’s requirement to daylight the
wildlife crossing in the median area.

9.16.8 VE Recommendation 8

Eliminate the bridge extensions at Deep Creek, provide a separate wildlife crossing
clsewhere. (Potential Savings: $241,000)

9.16.8.1 HNTB Response to VE Recommendation 8
e Disagree
e This comment is based on Recommendation 7.

e HNTB is proposing to reuse the existing structure for the southbound lanes
and build a new structure for the northbound lanes.

e The box culverts proposed are much smaller than any wildlife crossing
structure approved by FFWCC, when the focal species is the Florida black
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bear. The smallest such structures in Central Florida are on SR 46. One
structure on SR 46 is 25 feet by 8 feet, which was a test structure. A second
structure is 50 feet by 8 feet, the minimum size now approved by the FFWCC.
At a minimum, the structures presented in this recommendation should be
doubled to 20°, which would result in no cost savings.

Please be advised that if FFWCC is not satisfied with the design commitments
at Deep Creek to accommodate large wildlife, a separate wildlife structure
north of Deep Creek will be required. Cost estimates of a separate wildlife
crossing structure have been around $1.5 million.

9.16.8.2 FDOT Response to VE Recommendation 8

Rejected: The box culverts proposed in the VE Alternate will not meet the
FFWCC’s requirements for Florida Black Bear. The minimum required is 50’ by
8" which would deplete the savings projected.

9.16.9 VE Recommendation 9

Modify typical section to 160-ft right-of-way using a 22-ft median with guardrail.
(Potential Savings: $6,200,000)

9.16.9.1 HNTB Response to VE Recommendation 9

Disagree

Installing guardrail in the center of SR 15 would limit the access that adjacent
property owners have to the roadway.

Crash cushions would be required throughout the corridor.
New precedence would be set for the use of guardrail.

Guardrail in itself is a safety hazard; by installing guardrail in the median we
would effectively be adding a new safety hazard.

9.16.9.2 FDOT Response to VE Recommendation 9

Rejected: Due to access and safety concerns.

9.16.10 VE Recommendation 10

Avoid relocation of existing utilities within private easements adjacent to right-of-way by
seeking border width variance. (Potential Savings: $936,000)

9.16.10.1 HNTB Response to VE Recommendation 10
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e Disagree

e Since this is a new section of roadway, roadside safety should not be
compromised.

9.16.10.2 FDOT Response to VE Recommendation 10
Pending: Further evaluation.
9.16.11 VE Recommendation 11
Use compensatory treatment to reduce ponds.
9.16.11.1 HNTB Response to VE Recommendation 11
e Compensatory treatment is usually not used unless a hardship can be shown.

¢ The drainage ponds were located utilizing 5° contours. Additional topographic
information would be required to determine whether compensatory storage
would be feasible.

9.16.11.2 FDOT Response to VE Recommendation 11
Design Suggestion: Only used as a last resort, hardship must be proven.
9.16.12 VE Recommendation 12

Optimize pond 6 location by locating the pond in the SW quadrant of US 17 and SR 40.
(Potential Savings: $264,000)

9.16.12.1 HNTB Response to VE Recommendation 2

e Alternatives A through C do not allow enough space between the railroad and
SR 15.

¢ Alternative D (SR 15 is shifted 180 feet to the east) would allow for enough
space between the roadway and the railroad tracks for a potential pond site.

9.16.12.2 FDOT Response to VE Recommendation 12
Accepted.
9.17 Drainage
The proposed drainage system will be designed to convey stormwater runoff away from

the roadway to a roadway drainage system. It is expected that the proposed roadway
drainage system will consist of a closed conveyance system directing runoff to
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stormwater management ponds. Additional right-of-way for stormwater management
facilities is anticipated. The Pond Siting Report (Final submitted August 2006)
identifying potential locations for stormwater management ponds, which included
detailed drainage calculations, was prepared for this project. The alternative pond sites
are identified in Appendix C. The subsequent design phase of this project will assess the
availability and suitability of the stormwater management pond locations identified in the
Pond Siting Report. Table 9-4 identifies the recommended pond sites.

Table 9-4: Recommended Pond Sites
RECOMMENDED

BASIN ALTERNATIVE PONDS

Basin | ' Alternative 3 TBD

Basin 2 | Alternative 3 ™D
Basin 3 [7 Alternative 3 TBD

Basin 4 . ‘ Alternative 3 TBD

Basin 5 [_ - Alternative 3 TBD

Basin6 | Alternative 3 TBD |

9.18 Structures

The limits of the SR 15 PD&E Study involve one bridge located at Deep Creek. Based
on the findings of this report, the existing structure will be removed and two new
structures constructed. The proposed structures will be designed such that they will
accommodate the additional horizontal and vertical clearance required for the wildlife
crossing.

9.19 Special Features

Based on the Value Engineering Team review, a design suggestion was made to consider
the use of MSE walls to avoid wetlands and decrease the need for additional right-of-way
where possible.

9.20 Access Management

Pursuant to the provisions of Rule Chapter 14-97, Florida Administrative Code, and
Florida Statute 335.18, the Florida Department of Transportation conducted public
hearings on April 25, 2006.

These hearings are conducted to afford interested persons the opportunity to express their
views concerning the reclassification of the existing access management classification of
SR 15 from Access Class 4 to an Access Class 3, per Rule Chapter 14-97-005, F.A.C.
and FDOT Procedure 525-030-155-c. An Access Class 3 designation would allow full
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median openings every one-half mile (2,640 feet) and directional openings every one-
quarter mile (1,320 feet).

The proposed access management plan, showing possible directional and full median
openings, is included on the Concept Plans in Appendix C of this report. Future median
openings can be constructed, and approved by FDOT, at a later date as future
development warrants.

9.21 Recommended Alternative

Based on input received through the public involvement process and with consideration
of estimated cost and impacts of the alternatives, it is recommended that SR 15 be
widened to a four-lane divided rural typical section as described in this section.

The preferred typical section is a four-lane divided rural typical section with two, twelve
(12) foot travel lanes in each direction. Five foot paved outside shoulders are provided
from Ponce DeLeon Boulevard to 0.85 miles north of Lake Winona Road. A five foot
paved outside shoulder is provided on the northbound lanes and a four foot paved
shoulder is provided on the outside of the southbound lanes of SR 1§ from 0.85 miles
north of Lake Winona to SR 15/ SR 40 intersection. Two (2) foot paved inside shoulders
are also provided thought the entire length of the project. The proposed median is 40 feet
in width. Stormwater runoff is collected in roadway ditches and swales and conveyed to
the pond sites. This typical section requires a total of 200 feet of right-of-way.

It is also recommended that the Deep Creek Bridge be replaced, and reconstructed to
accommodate the wildlife crossing.

The recommended SR 15 / SR 40 intersection alternative is Alternative D2. This
alternative has greatest overall net safety improvement for the intersection. This
alternative was supported by the public and local governments.
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Florida Department of Transportation

JEB BUSH 719 South Woodfand Boulevard DENVER J. STUTLER, JR.
GOVERNOR Deland, FL 32720-6834 SECRETARY
November 10, 2005

Mr. Steve Miller
St Johns River Water Management District

Division of Land Acquisition

4049 Reid Street

Palatka, Florida 32178-1429

Subject: Heart Island Conservation Area — Section 4(f) Applicability
State Road (SR) 15 (US 17) PD&E Project
From De Leon Springs Boulevard to SR 40
Valusia County, Florida
Financial Management Number: 410251-1-22-01
Federal Aid Project Number: 4011 052 P

Dear Mr. Miller;

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), District 5, is evaluating various improvemients to SR 15 (US 17)
from De Leon Spring Boulevard to SR 40 in Volusia County, Florida, SR 15 (US 17) runs along the western
boundary of the 13,900-acre Heart Island Conservation Area, a property owned by the St. Johns River Water
Management District (STRWMD). One of the SR 15 (US 17) improvement alternatives involves the expansion frem
the existing two-lane undivided configuration to a four-lane divided roadway. The proposed expansion of SR 15
(US 17) will require that additional right of way be acquired along the existing corridor in order to construct these
improvements. Right of way needs along the northern portion of the SR 15 corridor may require the potential
acquisition of up to 9.4 acres of land from the Heart Island Conservation Area. The proposed FDOT rcadway
improvements will have no direct or indirect impact to the current uses of the Heart island Conservation Area.

On July 19, 2005 you and Leota Wilkerson attended a meeting with FDOT personnel and the FDOT consultants
currently working on the SR 15 Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Stdy. This letter serves to
document some of the important decisions of that meeting. [ am also requesting a brief statement from you
describing the overall importance of the Heart Island Conservation Area to the mission of the STRWMD. The
FDOT needs a letter from the SITRWMD, as the agency with jurisdiction over the Heart Island Conservation Area, 10
evaluate the applicability of Section 4(f) to this property.

The July 19, 2005 meeting confirmed that the Heart Island Conservation Area is solely owned by the SIRWMD;
that it is primarily used by the public for horseback riding and hunting; that it contains a passive primitive camping
area, and that there are no trails or other recreational facilities along the existing SR 15 boundary. Fire management
and timber harvesting are employed to maintain the property. Wildlife management is identified as a goal of the

Heart
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Mr. Steve Miller
November 10, 2005
Page Two

Island Management Plan, although the property is not officially designated as a wildlife refuge. Most of the Jand
along the SR 15 right of way is pine flatwoods which is not considered significant habitat for listed species or
species of special concern.

The STRWMD has requested that the FDOT consider a shared access point along SR 15 to both the Heart Island
Conservation Area and the power substation. This access point should be sufficiently large to allow large logging

i : &ﬁumn'mkemmmmmﬁ:—
interpretive kiosk should also be a part of any proposed mitigation provided by the FDOT. The SIRWMD has also
requested that stormwater management areas (retention ponds) not be considered within the conservation area
boundaries.

The decision to request this land from the STRWMD will be made once 3 preferred alternative for the SR 15
improvements project is selected. I understand that should this request be made, a map and written request must be
submitted to the STRWMD for your consideration. The compensation and mitigation options discussed at the July
5, 2005 meeting will be formalized at that time.

A letter from you concerning the significance of the Heart Island Conservation Area will allow the FDOT to
complete the Section 4(f) applicability process.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (386) 943.5390 or bob.gleason@dot.state. fl.us.

Sincerely,

e e

Bob Gleason
Environmental Administrator
FDOT - District 5

cc. Bill Walsh, FDOT - District Five
Derek Fusco, FHWA - Tallahassee
Kent Black, HNTB, Inc.
Robert Denney, HNTB, Inc.
Luis Diaz, HNTB, Inc.
Tom Roberts, EMS
Richard Estabrook, SEARCH - Gainesville
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St. Johns River

Water Management District

Kirby B. Graan Ill, Executive Diraclor * David W Fisk, Ass'stant Executive Director

4049 Reid Street  PO. Box 1429 » Palatka, FL 32178-1429 » (386) 329-4500
On tha Internet al www.sjrwmd.com.

Received
December 28, 2005 JAR 09 2006
Mr. Bob GI FDOT
o o2 Lol Environmental Management

Environmental Administrator
FDOT- District &5

718 South Woodland Boulevard
Deland, FL 32720-6834

Dear Mr. Gleason:

This letter is in response to your request for a statement from the St. Johns River Water
Management District regarding our management of the Heart Island Conservation Area
as it relates to the expansion of SR15/US 17.

In evaluating requests for rights-of-way the District has the following criteria within
Administrative Rule 40C-9:

40C-9.380 Right of Way Easements.

(1) The District does not encourage the use of District Lands for utility right-of-
way easements or other similar purposes. However, the District will grant right-of-way
easements if the following criteria are met in the sequence listed below:

(a)  First, an analysis is performed by the person or entity requesting the right-of-
way demonstrating why the right-of-way cannot be located in a manner which will avoid
the District Lands;

(b)  Second, to the greatest extent possible, the proposed right-of-way must be
located within an existing utility right-of-way easement, along the District Land boundary,
or within an existing fireline or roadway;

(c) Third, the proposed right-of-way does not fragment wetiand or other
functioning habitat; and

(d)  Fourth, the proposed right-of-way is not located on or under environmentally
sensitive lands as defined by the District in the land management plan

(2)  The District must ba compensated for the loss of intended use of the land
within the proposed right-of-way.

Specific Authority 373.044, 373.113 FS. Law Implemented 373.139, 373.59 FS. History-
-New 1-16-94. Amended 5-11-94.

The District feels that DOT’s request has met all the requirements for the actual
roadway because: a) the roadway can not be aligned to avoid District land, since the
existing road is trapped between the railroad and District land; b) the widening of the
roadway meets the requirement to co-locate and is along the boundary; c) the right of
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way will impact a small wetland but does not fragment the wetland or other habitat; d)
the requested land does not impact any environmentally sensitive lands. The District is
not convinced that a request for borrow and detention ponds will meet the same tests
because they can be located in such a fashion as to avoid District land.

The Heart Island Conservation Area helps the District meet the Legislative mission by
protecting wetlands and groundwater recharge areas. Both are important because: the
wetlands protect and supply Deep Creek; and the recharge is adjacent to the Priority
Water Resource Caution Area where water use is forecasted to exceed available
groundwater. Heart Island also meets the District's Legislative recharge to provide for
public recreation. The property is open to both passive recreation and public hunting
through a wildlife management area agreement with the Florida Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission.

The widening project will impact the public access/parking area and the trails that
connect to it. While this is not an insurmountable situation because these facilities can
be relocated, the District expects that the cost of the relocation will be borne by DOT.

| hope this letter has addressed all of the issues identified within your request. If it has
not, please contact me at (386) 329-4399.

Sincerely,

Steven R. Miller, Direlﬁ(/(‘{)gm:f

ctor
Division of Land Management

cc: Robert Christianson
Lisa Grant
Leota Wilkinson
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4049 Reid Street » P.O. Box 1429 + Palatka, FL 32178-1429 « (386) 329-4500
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April 10, 2006

Richard W. Estabrook

Principal investigator

Southeastern Archaeological Research, Inc.
315 NW 138th Terrace

Jonesville, Florida 32669

Dear Mr. Estabrook:

This letter is in response to your questions regarding the potential impacts to the
management of the Heart Island Conservation Area resulting from the proposed
widening of US 17 (SR 15). Please realize this letter reflects the District's proprietary
interest only, and in no way affects our regulatory responsibility.

Because the project, as described, is merely widening an existing corridor, and because
DOT has agreed to take the minimum footprint necessary, the St Johns River Water
Management District has determined that the project will not adversely affect the
activities, features, and conservation attributes for which the property was purchased
and is managed. We also feel that the project should not impact public access to, or the
recreational value of, the Heart Island Conservation Area.

I hope that this letter answers your concems. If you have any questions, please contact
me at (386) 329-4399.

Sincerely,

/; 3 e
A et /2;;,:7’
ST

Steven R. Miller, Director
Division of Land Management

cc: Robert Christianson
Jack Eckdahl
Tom Workman

Lisa Grant
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(‘l /] 545 John Knox Road, Suite 200

Tallahassee, Florida 32303

US Department
of Transportation (850} 942-9650

Federal Highway
Administration

In Reply Refer To: ~ HPO-FL
April 13, 2006

Mr. George Gilhooley

District Five Secretary

Florida Department of Transportation
719 South Woodland Boulevard
Deland, Florida 32720

Attention: Mr. Robert Gleason
Dear Mr. Gilhooley:

Subject; Section 4(f)
SR 15 (U.S. 17) from Deleon Springs Boulevard to SR 40
Federal-aid Project No: 4011 (052) P
Financial Project No.: 410251-1-22-01
Volusia County

The project extends from DeLeon Spring Boulevard in DeLeon Springs north 6.42 miles, to SR
40 in Barberville. The proposed improvements to SR 15 (U.S. 17) will require the expansion of
the roadway from its current two-lane undivided, rural typical section configuration to a four-
lane divided urban section. This expansion will require the acquisition of approximately a 50
foot wide strip for 0.7 miles of additional right-of-way (ROW) of the Heart Island Conservation
Area (HICA), a 13, 900 acre wildlife preservation area directly to the roadway corridor.

A corridor analysis identified the existing SR 15 corridor as the only viable corridor to connect
the project termini in DeLeon Springs and Barberville. Within the existing roadway corridor,
three build altematives and a “no-build” alternative are being considered. These altematives
include expanding the roadway to the west towards the railroad (left), expanding to both sides
(center), or expanding to the east (right). Due to projected impacts to the railroad and the cost of
relocating and rebuilding the railroad facilities, the alternatives that expand the roadway to the
west (with left and center alternatives) are not identified as viable alternatives.

The HICA is owned managed by the St. Johns River Water Management District (STRWMD).
The SIRWD will be compensated at the fair market value for any ROW acquisition during the
ROW acquisition phase of the project. And the existing parking area will be relocated further to
the east, and the proposed relocation of the parking area will not change the access or use of the

facility.



Mr. George Gilhooley
April 13, 2006

Steven Miller, the SJRWMD official with jurisdiction over HICA, has agreed in writing that the
proposed project will not adversely affect the activities, features, and attributes that qualify the
property for protection under Section 4(f).

Since the resources of this site are not being adversely affected, it is the intent of FHWA to
pursue a de minimis finding. If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Derek Fusco at (850)
942-9650, extension 3026.

Sincerely,

JRYRRENE

For: David C, Gibbs
Division Administrator

cc: Mr. Bill Walsh, FDOT District Five EMO (MS-501)
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Florida Department of Transportation

JEB BUSH 719 South Woodland Boulevard DENVER J. STUTLER, JR.
GOVERNOR Deland, FL 32720-6834 SECRETARY
June 8, 2006

Mr. Derek A. Fusco, P.E.

District Transportation Engineer
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Florida Division Office

545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, Florida 32303

Dear Mr. Fusco;

Subject: Request for Issue
Section 4(f) Evaluation de minimis Finding
Heart Island Conservation Area
State Road 15
From Deleon Springs Boulevard to SR 40
Volusia County, Florida
Financial Management # 410251-1-22-01
Federal Aid Project # 4011 (052) P

The Florida Department of Transportation, District Five, is proposing to make improvements to
State Road 15 (US 17) from Deleon Spring Boulevard in DelLeon Springs north to SR 40 in
Barberville, a district of 6.42 miles. These improvements will require the expansion of the
roadway from its current two-lane undivided, rural typical section configuration to a four-lane
divided urban typical section. This expansion will require the acquisition of an approximately
500 foot by 0.7-mile strip of additional right of way from the Heart Island Conservation Area
(HICA), a 13,900 acre wildlife preservation area directly adjacent to the roadway.

The HICA is owned and managed by the St Johns River Water Management District
(SJRWMD). The SIRWMD will be compensated at the fair market value for any right of way
acquisition during the right of way acquisition phase of the project. The existing parking area
will be relocated further to the east; the proposed relocation of the parking area will not change
the access or use of the facility. Steven Miller, the STRWMD official with jurisdiction over the
HICA, has agreed in writing that the proposed project will not adversely affect the activities,
features, and attributes that qualify the HICA for protection under Section 4(f).

www dot state flus @ FECYCLED PAPER



Mr. Derek A. Fusco, P.E.
June 8, 2006
Page 2

On April 13, 2006 the Federal Highway Administration issued a letter stating their intent to
pursue a de minimis finding for this property. A Public Hearing was held on April 25, 2006
concerning this project. There was no public comment conceming the Section 4(f) findings or
the intent to pursue the de minimis finding.

I am respectfully requesting that the FHWA complete their review of the Section 4(f) evaluation
for the HICA and issue the de minimis finding.

If there are any questions, please feel free to contact me at 386.943.5390 or
bob.gleason@dot.state. fl.us.

Sincerely,

Yoor Vo~
Bob Gleason

Environmental Administrator
FDOT - District 5

cc. William Walsh, P.E., FDOT District Five Project Manager
Kent Black, P.E., HNTB Project Manager
Robert M. Denney, P.E., HNTB Project Engineer
Richard W. Estabrook — SEARCH, Gainesville

www.dot state.fl.us



e 545 Jahn Knox Road, Suite 200

Tallahassee, Florida 32303

US Department
of Transportation (850) 942-9650

Federal Highway
Administration

In Reply Refer To: HPO-FL

June 16, 2006

Mr. George Gilhooley

District Five Secretary

Florida Department of Transportation
719 South Woodland Boulevard
DeLand, Florida 32720

Attention: Mr. Robert Gleason
Dear Mr. Gilhooley:

Subject: Section 4(f) de minimis Finding
SR 15 (US 17) from Deleon Springs Boulevard to SR 40
Federal-aid Project No: 4011 (052) P
Financial Project No.: 410251-1-22-01
Volusia County

The project extends from DeLeon Spring Boulevard in DeLeon Springs north 6.42 miles to

SR 40 in Barberville. The proposed improvements to SR 15 (U.S. 17) will require the expansion
of the roadway from its current two-lane undivided, rural typical section configuration to a four-
lane divided urban section. This expansion will require the acquisition of approximately a 50
foot wide strip for 0.7 miles of additional right-of-way (ROW) of the Heart Island Conservation
Area (HICA), a 13, 900 acre wildlife preservation area directly to the roadway corridor.

A comidor analysis identified the existing SR 15 corridor as the only viable corridor to connect
the project termini in DeLeon Springs and Barberville. Within the existing roadway corridor,
three build alternatives and a “no-build” alternative are being considered. These alternatives
include expanding the roadway to the west towards the railroad (left), expanding to both sides
(center), or expanding to the east (right). Due to the projected impacts to the railroad and the
cost of relocating and rebuilding the railroad facilities, the alternatives that expand the roadway
to the west (with left and center alternatives) are not identified as viable alternatives.

The HICA is owned managed by the St. Johns River Water Management District (STRWMD).
The STRWD will be compensated at the fair market value for any ROW acquisition during the
ROW acquisition phase of the project. And the existing parking area will be relocated further
to the east and the proposed relocation of the parking area will not change the access or use of
the facility.

o ptinE S0
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Mr. George Gilhooley
June 16, 2006

Steven Miller, the STRWMD official with jurisdiction over HICA, has agreed in writing that
proposed project will not adversely affect the activities, features, and attributes that qualify the
property for protection under Section 4(f).

Since the resources of this site are not being adversely affected, the official with jurisdiction over
the property has concurred that the project will not adversely affect the subject Section 4(f)
property, and the public has been afforded an opportunity to review and comment on the effects
of the project on the Section 4(f) resource through the public hearing process, it is FHWA’s
determination that the requirements of de minimis have been met. As a result, the FHWA finds
that the use of the land from the HICA is a de minimis impact under the provisions of Section
6009 of SAFETEA-LU. If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Derek Fusco at (850)
942-9650, extension 3026.

Sincerely,

DN O e —

For: David C. Gibbs
Division Administrator

cc: Mr. Bob Gleason, FDOT District Five EMO (MS-501)

DAF: awa S:/Progops/District5/ 4(f)SR15 File: 4011 (052) P
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Ms Lawen P Milligan

Florida State Clearinghouse

Depattment of Environmental Protection

3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, Mail Station 47
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000

Re: Volusia County, SAI #FL200602281960C,
FDOT Advance Notification— SR 15 (U.S. 17)
PD&E Study, From De Leon Springs Blvd to
SR 40

Dear Ms Milligan:

The Habitat Conservation Scientific Seivices Section of the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation
Commussion (FWC) has coordinated agency 1eview of the refezenced document, and provides the
following comments and recommendations These are being provided in accordance with the National
Envitonmental Policy Act and the Coastal Zone Management Act/Florida Coastal Management Progiam.

The Florida Department of Transpertation (FDQT), District 5, proposes to widen an approximately six-
mile-long stretch of State Road (S R ) 15 from Ponce de Leon Boulevard to S.R 40. This is 2 rural 10ad
that traverscs 2 mix of upland and wetland habitats including pine flatwoods, hardwood/conifer mixed
forest, and a stream crossing (Deep Creek) along with pastures and low-density residential use A
railroad parallels the west side of the highway "The road is located east of the Ocala National Forest and
Lake Woodruff National Wildlife Refuge The St Johns River Water Managemient District (SJRWMD)

owns land on the east side of the road

The road segment ig in an area frequented by the threatened Florida black bear (Ursus americanus
floridanus). Seven bears have been killed along this stretch of 10ad between 1984 and 2001 This
roadway segment was evaluated for the suitability of highway crossing sites for bears Seven potential
wildlife crossing locations were evaluated One location, at the existing bridge location over Deep Creek,
has been proposed for creation of a wildlife underpass for beats and other wildlife. Other crossing
locations were dropped for various reasons including lack of suitable habitat on both sides of the 1oad,

and proximity to residences, the railroad, and S R. 40

To help mitigate for potential impacts to the Florida black bear, the FDOT has proposed the following for
the wildlife crossing at Deep Creek:

1 Lengthen the existing bridge by 30 feet to the north to c1eate additional wildlife crossing area

with a height of 6 to 8 feet
2. Clean debris and re-grade the south side of the existing bridge to create an upland c1ossing

width of 15 to 20 feet with 4 to 6 feet of clearance

620 South Meridian Street » Tallzhassee « FL = 32388 1600
Visit MyFWC com



Ms. Lavren P Milligan
Page 2
April 3, 2006

3 Constuction of a separate structure that will provide 50 feet of wildlife c1ossing with 8 feet
of clearance for north-bound maffic.

4  Construct the new second bridge so that it is a minimum of 20 feet fiom the existing structute
to allow light to reach the ground and reduce the “tunnel effect” of one wide bridge structure

5 Collect roadside runoff at the bridge to reduce standing water along the right-of-way and at

the railroad crossing

To funnel wildlife to this crossing, the 1ight-of-way would be fenced for one mile north of the c10ssing,
with gates of matching height, for STRWMD personnel to access their lands. Fencing Lo the south would
be limited to % mile due to the presence of private properties FDOT has committed to coordinating with
these property owners to determine if fencing would be allowed along the private property boundaries
Additionally, the STRWMD is evaluating additional land purchases along Deep Creck. If these lands
come under public ownership, FDOT is committed to providing fencing along these parcels south of the

creek

The FWC concuis that the Deep Creek location is the best location for a wildlife crossing along this
stretch of highway. The railroad is also elevated at this location allowing wildlife to pass undeineath the
tracks In addition to the sbove commitments, we 1ecommend that the FDOT monitot both the crossing
and this entire segment of road for a period of at least five years to evaluate the crossing’s effectiveness in
reducing bearfvehicle conflicts. Provided the above meusures are included in the project design, the FWC
has no objections to this proposed highway widening project and has determined that this project is
consistent with Chapters 370 and 372, Florida Statutes.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. If you or your staff would like to coordinate
further on the recommendations contained in this report, please feel fice to contact me at 850-488-6661 or
e-mail me at maryann.poole@MyF WC.com, and I will be glad to hclp make the necessary arrangements.
If your staff has any specific questions regarding our comments, please contact M1 . Steve Lau at out
office in Vero Beach (772-778-5094; e-mail steve.lau@MyFWC.com}

Sincerely,

,{( d'ua/ ,4’1,14,__ /Dép,‘%

Mary Ann Poole, Director
Office of Policy and Stakeholder Coord

map/sl
ENV 1-32
SATFL200602281960C
cc: Dennis David, FWC
Brian Scheick, FWC
Stephanie Simek, FWC
Terry Gilbert, URS Corp
Paul Sebert, EMS Scientists, Engineers, Planners, Inc
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Florida Department of Transportation

JEB BUSH 719 South Woodland Boulevard DENVER J. STUTLER, JR.
(SANALTLS Deland, FL 32720-6834 SRR

June 12, 2006

Steve Jennings, Chief
Forest Management Bureau
Division of Forestry

3125 Conner Blvd. C-25
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1650

Re: DeLeon Forestry Station
Dear Mr. Jennings:

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), District Five, will construct an access
connection from the DeLeon Forestry Station to Spring Garden Ranch Road as part of the
construction of the roadway project to expand the capacity of SR 15 to 4 lanes. This
connection will provide for all turning movements at the full median opening on SR 15 at
Spring Garden Ranch Road: This decision was make in the interest of emergency
response and access needs at the Del.eon Forestry Station, public safety, and the integrity
of the design of SR 15 (US 17).

Designated as Access Alternative I during the Project Development and Environment
(PD&E) Study, this is the alternative preferred by the Department of Forestry. FDOT
will assume the right-of-way and construction costs to provide this connection. The
proposed typical section and concept aerial for this driveway are attached.

It was a pleasure working with Mike Kuypers and his staff during the study. We look
forward to building on this relationship as we move into the design phase of this project.

Should you have any questions or need more information, do not hesitate to call me at
386-943-5411.

Sincerely

5

0

William G. Whlsh, Project Manager
Project Develdopment & Environment Office
FDOT, District Five

Cc: Brian Stanger, FDOT
Kent Black, HNTB Corp.

www.dot.state flus ® RECYCLED PAPER



Florida Department of Transportation

e B ISH 719 South Woodland Boulevard DENVER J. STUTLER, JR.
GOVERNOR Deland, FL 32720-6834 SECRETARY
June 21, 2006
’ RECEIVED
William T. Girard JUN 26 7006

DeLeon Springs, Florida 32130
Re: Full Median Opening at Residence

Dear Mr. Girard:

[ am responding to your letter to Representative Pat Patterson regarding access to your
residence on US 17. Thank you for your correspondence. We appreciate your
participation in the public involvement process for this project.

The project to expand the capacity of US 17 by increasing the number of through travel
lanes from 2 to 4 has been designed as an Access Management Class 3 roadway. Access
management is the process by which access points along a roadway are controlled and
restricted to maintain capacity and control friction and the number of conflict points
along the road. An Access Class 3 is often implemented along roads that have a rural
character and can help to maintain the rural character of an area. A Public Hearing to
change the Access Management Class for this roadway was held on April 25, 2006.

The standards for an Access Management Class 3 allow for full median openings every
2640 feet (1/2 mile). This is precisely the distance from the median opening at Lake
Winona Road to the median opening located in front of the residence of your neighbor to
the north. This is why this median opening was located there. The newly constructed
roadway will have a 40-foot wide median and the width of 2 travel lanes and the outside
shoulder to accommodate a U-turn at this location. The turning radius is more than
adequate to facilitate this turning movement by the vehicles described in your letter. This
movement is actually safer that the current situation where one must contend with traffic
from 2 directions when turning south on US 17 from your residence. This same situation
exists at the median opening at Lake Winona Road.

Although the new roadway will be closer to your residence, the project will be built
within the existing FDOT right-of-way at your location. The required clear zones and
border widths for this type of roadway will be maintained for the safety of motorists and
residents.

www.dot.state fl.us <7 R




I hape that this adequately explains the reasons for the spacing of median openings along
US 17 and the safety issues that you have raised, Please feel free to call me at 386-943-
5411 should you have any further questions or concerns.

Again, thank you for your interest and input into the development of this project.
Sincerely,

é{%am 1. Wils ,%a‘gﬂr

Project Development & Envirdnment Office
FDOT, District Five

Ce: Brian Stanger, FDOT, District Five
Robert Denncy, HNTB Corp.



Received

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE SEP 05 Ul
Sue M. Cobb EDOT
Secretary of State Environmental Management

DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Mr. David C. Gibbs August 30, 2006
Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration

545 John Knox Road, Suite 200

Tallahassee, FL 32303

RE: DHR Project File Number: 2006-6729(b)
Received by DHR: August 24, 2006
Project: Determination of Effects SR 15 (U.S. 17) from DeLeon Springs Boulevard to SR 40
Financial Management #: 410251-1-22-01
Federal-aid Project #: 4011 (052) P
County: Volusia

Dear Mr. Gibbs:

Our office received and reviewed the above referenced project in accordance with Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, 36 CFR Part 800: Protection of
Historic Properties, Chapter 267, Florida Statutes, and applicable local ordinances. It is the
responsibility of the State Historic Preservation Officer to advise and assist, as appropriate, Federal
and State agencies and local governments in carrying out their historic preservation responsibilities;
to cooperate with Federal and State agencies to ensure that historic properties are taken into
consideration at all levels of planning and development; and to consult with the appropriate Federal
agencies in accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, on Federal
undertakings that may affect historic properties and the content and sufficiency of any plans
developed to protect, manage, or to reduce or mitigate adverse effects to such properties.

The cultural resources assessment survey (CRAS) for this project resulted in the identification of
two historic districts listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and seven resources
potentially individually eligible for listing. These include the Strawn Historic Sawmill District
(8V05267), the Strawn Historic Citrus Packing House District (8V05268), the Barberville Post
Office (8Y04295), the Lemmon Plantation House (8V04297), the Deep Creek Bridge (8VQ7105),
the Jacksonville, Tampa & Key West Railroad (8VO7641), the DeLeon Springs Fire Tower
(8VO7662), the DeLeon Springs Billboard (8VO7664), and the Barberville Billboard (8VO7676).
Our office also concluded that the house at 4990 Commerce Avenue (8V02954) is potentially
individually eligible and the Florida Division of Forestry Public Lands Information Office
(8V(O7640) would be contributing to the DeLeon Springs Fire Tower.

500 S. Bronough Street « Tallahassee, F1. 32399-0250 » http://www.ftheritage.com

01 Director’s Office O Archaeological Research Historic Preservation 0O Historical Museums
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Mr. David C. Gibbs
Angust 30, 2006
Page 2

After a field visit undertaken by one of our staff members, Sherry Anderson, as well as information
submitted by your office, it is our understanding that the proposed improvements will not impact
any of the significant resources identified herein with the exception of the Barberville Billboard.
The road will be widened in the present location of the historic billboard necessitating its removal.
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) plans to relocate the billboard within the SR 15
right-of-way in the vicinity of its present location. Additionally, FDOT plans to rehabilitate the
historic image painted on the billboard. Consequently, your office has determined that the project
will have no adverse effect on any of the historic properties. Based on continued coordination with
our office during relocation and rehabilitation of the Barberville Billboard, we concur with these
determinations and further agree that the above described changes to the subject Section 4(f)
property constitute a de minimis impact under the provisions of Section 6009 of SAFETEA-LU.

If you have any questions, please contact Sherry Anderson, Architectural Historian, Transportation
Compliance Review Program, at 850-245-6432 or by email sanderson@dos.state.fl.us.

Sincerely,

lageca

Frederick P. Gaske, Director, and
State Historic Preservation Officer

XC: Bill Walsh, FDOT, District Five
Bob Gleason, FDOT, District Five
Roy Jackson, FDOT, CEMO

















































































