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HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY
METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
LIVABLE ROADWAYS COMMITTEE
MEETING OF FEBRUARY 17, 2016
MINUTES

CALL TO ORDER
Vice Chairman David Hey called the meeting to order at 9:01 am. The meeting was
held in the Planning Commission Boardroom on the 18th Floor of the County Center
Building.
Members present: Lisa Montelione (arrived at 9:10 am); Lea DelTosto; Mark Hudson;
Grant Rimbey; Nina Mabilleau (arrived at 9:30am); Chris Weber; David Hey; David
Horowitz; Laurie Potier-Brown; Mike Williams; Karen Kress; Charles White; Jason
Jackman; Cathy Coyle; Carlos Ramirez (alternate for Sarah Hall); and Arizona Jenkins
(arrived at 9:25 am).
Member excused: Patrick Thorpe; Roger Menendez; Justin Begley; Sarah Hall.
Others present: Lisa Silva, Beth Alden, Allison Yeh, Linda Ferraro MPO staff; Julie
Bond, Amy Lester, CUTR.
PUBLIC COMMENT
No public comment.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES (January 20, 2016)
Mr. Grant Rimbey made a motion to approve the January 20, 2016 LRC minutes.
The motion was seconded by Mr. Mark Hudson and carried.
STATUS REPORTS
A. Fletcher Avenue Social Marketing
Lisa Silva shared her beneficial experience with the CUTR Social Marketing in
Transportation certificate program as well as member Karen Kress. Then Lisa shared
the MPO School pedestrian safety video finalists as a social marketing campaign
example with the committee. Then Dr. Amy Lester, with Center for Urban Transportation
Research (CUTR) at the University of South Florida stated that Fletcher Avenue has one of
the highest pedestrian crash rates in Hillsborough County with a heavily used transit
corridor. It has also been designated one of Hillsborough County’s Complete Streets
Projects.
The Fletcher Avenue Complete Streets Project included:
 Five midblock pedestrian crossings incorporating Rectangular Rapid Flashing
Beacons (RRFBs)
 One mid-block pedestrian crossing with traffic signal
 Raised concrete pedestrian refuge islands
 Raised concrete traffic separators
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Bike lanes and wrong way signs
Energy efficient LED street lighting
Enhanced landscaping
Lowered speed limit from 45 MPH to 35 MPH

Dr. Lester reviewed the results of her research, highlighting observations of pedestrian
behavior before and after the improvements on Fletcher Avenue.
Ms. Kress suggested that a follow-up on CUTR’s Fletcher Avenue Complete Streets
Social Marketing campaign could be included in the UPWP as a candidate project.
Mr. Jenkins suggested conducting a “rodeo” for crosswalks such as the one the MPO
conducts for teaching children bicycle safety at the Children’s Gasparilla Parade each
year.
B. Kennedy Boulevard Overlay
Ms. Cathy Coyle, City of Tampa staff reported that the Kennedy Boulevard Design
Overlay has had many successes, and showed many photos of recent buildings.
She said that the Overlay was originally adopted June, 2006 with revisions to the street
tree and decorative lighting placements effective October 2008. It also improved the
appearance and economic vitality of Kennedy Boulevard. The Overlay created a formbased parameter to ensure compatible architecture elements throughout the corridor.
Some LRC members could recall the MPO corridor study of the early 2000’s and the
committee’s review of the overlay’s original adoption.
C. Unified Planning Work Program Call for Planning Projects
Ms. Allison Yeh, MPO Staff said that the UPWP is a biennial update and is effective
from July 1, 2016 through June 30, 2018. The document includes federal and state
funding for MPO, FDOT, HART, and Commission for Transportation Disadvantaged and
outlines major planning tasks. The document also must comply with federal and state
rules.
Ms. Yeh mentioned some of the current projects staff is working on such as:
• MPO Work Program Development (UPWP)
• FHWA VA Pilot Study Follow-Up w/ THEA
• George Road Complete Street Study
• Walk-Bike Green Artery/ Complete Streets Projects
• Tampa – Hillsborough Greenways Trails Plan
• Freight Logistics Zones
Members suggested planning projects such as additional educational campaigns for
safety; connection for the Temple Terrace Multi-Modal Trail.
D. MPO Mission and Vision Statement Draft
2
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Ms. Alden said that the MPO Board met last year to discuss the MPO’s strengths,
weaknesses and ways to move forward. The members received a survey seeking input
on the MPO’s Vision and Mission.
Results of the survey showed support for the following phrases to be part of the MPO’s
Mission Statement:






long range transportation plan…
responds to the mobility needs….
and economic growth of the community…
as reflected in the comprehensive plans…
cooperation and integration with state and local agencies is essential for the plan
to work…

It also suggested support for the following phrases to be part of the MPO’s Vision
Statement:







long range transportation plan…
guide development of a balanced transportation system….
encourage preservation of neighborhoods…
protect the environment…
promote public safety…
enhance quality of life…

Ms. Alden stated that staff suggests the following Hillsborough MPO Mission Statement:
The Hillsborough MPO is responsible for long-range transportation planning that
responds to our communities’ needs for mobility and economic growth, as
envisioned in local comprehensive plans, and in cooperation with state and local
agencies.
Staff also suggests the following Hillsborough MPO Vision Statement:
The Hillsborough MPO guides the development of a balanced transportation
system that promotes public safety, maintains infrastructure in good repair,
protects neighborhoods and the environment, and enhances quality of life.
During this discussion, members suggested “maintains and improves infrastructure”
rather than just “maintains in good repair.”
OLD BUSINESS/NEW BUSINESS
Ms. Silva reported that work continues with Mr. Angelo Rao on the Complete Streets
conference. She also invited members to participate in a walking tour of Westchase to
be held March 24th in the evening with Ray Chiaramonte.
3
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ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 11:54 am.

4

Board & Committee Agenda Item
Agenda Item
George Road Complete Street Study
Presenter
Domingo Noriega, AECOM (MPO General Planning Consultant)
Summary
The purpose of this study is to evaluate the improvements necessary to
provide a safe bicycle/pedestrian corridor between the Town ‘N’ Country
(TNC) Greenway and the Courtney Campbell Trail (CCT). The George
Road Complete Streets Study Team was specifically tasked with the
investigation of a proposed north-south connection between the existing
TNC Greenway and the north end of the U-path Trail at Skyway Park,
which connects to the CCT. The U-path, on the west side of Memorial Hwy
south of the Veterans Expressway, runs south to the City of Tampa’s
Cypress Point Park and the Westshore area.
The study area is urban in character with very few opportunities for
construction of a shared-use path that is separate from the roadway.
Because of the built-out nature of the environment, the proposed
bicycle/pedestrian routes must consider the full spectrum of possible
bicycle-pedestrian infrastructure improvements including:







Widened sidewalks or sidepaths (typically a maximum of 8 feet wide)
Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows) designated by pavement markings
Expanding roadway pavement for adding bike lanes
Widened road shoulders
Installation of traffic calming elements and refuge areas
Safety devices such as pedestrian/bicycle signals and signing

Recommended Action
Endorse the draft report and recommend approval by the MPO board.
Prepared By
Michele Ogilvie
Attachments
Plan Hillsborough
planhillsborough.org
planner@plancom.org
813 - 272 - 5940
601 E Kennedy Blvd
18th floor
Tampa, FL, 33602

George Road Complete Streets Study – draft
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GEORGE ROAD COMPLETE STREETS STUDY

The purpose of this study is to evaluate the improvements necessary to provide a safe
bicycle/pedestrian corridor between the Town ‘N’ Country (TNC) Greenway and the Courtney
Campbell Trail (CCT). The George Road Complete Streets Study Team was specifically tasked with the
investigation of a proposed north-south connection between the existing TNC Greenway and the
north end of the U-path Trail at Skyway Park, which connects to the CCT. The U-path, on the west side
of the Veterans Expressway, runs south to the City of Tampa’s Cypress Point Park and the Westshore
area.
The ultimate goal for the project is to provide a safe and pleasant bicycle/pedestrian facility that is an
asset to the local community and strengthens the regional trails network. This study was tasked
specifically with identifying:
•

•
•

A north/south connector corridor between the TNC Greenway and the Courtney Campbell
Trail.
Opportunities to improve connectivity to existing and future community assets/facilities.
Conceptual design elements to improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists.

The study area is urban in character with very few opportunities for construction of a shared-use path
that is separate from the roadway. Because of the built-out nature of the environment, the proposed
bicycle/pedestrian routes must consider the full spectrum of possible bicycle-pedestrian
infrastructure improvements including:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Widened sidewalks or sidepaths (typically a maximum of 8 feet wide)
Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows) designated by pavement markings
Expanding roadway pavement for adding bike lanes
Widened road shoulders
Installation of traffic calming elements and refuge areas
Safety devices such as pedestrian/bicycle signals and signing

The figure on this page lists the some of the recommended improvements for each of the three
segments defined for the corridor. Additional discussion and details, as well as “Before” and “After”
photographs of the recommended improvements for the George Road corridor are provided within
the body of this report. As part of these bicycle/pedestrian recommendations consideration should
be given to provide for the following elements:
•
•
•
•
•

Safe transitions between all types of improvements
Wayfind/direction signs
Improved pavement conditions, including roadway resurfacing to eliminate irregularities
Bike friendly grates and manholes
Signal optimization and actuated for bicycle/pedestrian

The George Road corridor proved to be a very challenging environment for bicycle and pedestrian
safety. However, it is the most direct route between the TNC Greenway and the U-path at Skyway
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Sports Complex for access to the CCT. The process of the study entailed looking at existing conditions,
reviewing research of available information, on-site observations, performing a pedestrian overpass
warrant analysis, and performing traffic operational analyses. The George Road improvements
identified in this study would achieve the desired connection between the existing TNC Greenway and
the U-path for a safer and
POTENTIAL IMPROVEMENTS
aesthetically pleasant experience as a bicycle/pedestrian
route for persons of all abilities.
During the course of this study
the Hillsborough and Pinellas
Counties portions of the CCT
have been completed and are
proving to be very popular with
pedestrians and bicyclists. In
addition, the two remaining
northernmost segments of the
Upper Tampa Bay Trail (UTBT)
along with a trailhead at Lutz
Lake Fern Road are being
constructed, so a connection
can be made to the Suncoast
Trail.
There is great momentum and
a favorable environment statewide for the connection of local
trails and pedestrian ways to
close local gaps in trails and to
connect regional and state wide
trails. It is hoped that this study
will ultimately assist with the
development of the appropriate connection between the
TNC community and the Tampa
Bay area’s existing trails for the
recreational and multi-modal
transportation benefits for all
users.

Chapter: EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
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GEORGE ROAD COMPLETE STREETS STUDY
INTRODUCTION
The purpose of the George Road Complete Streets Study is to prepare a preliminary plan with the
specific goal of providing a safe connection for bicyclists and pedestrians between the Town ‘N’
Country (TNC) Greenway and the Courtney Campbell Trail (CCT). The ultimate goal for this plan is to
provide safe and pleasant pedestrian and bicycle facilities to the local community and to strengthen
the regional trails network. This study was tasked specifically with identifying:
•
•
•
•

A north/south connector corridor between the TNC Greenway and the CCT
Opportunities to improve connectivity to existing and future community assets/facilities
Identification of potential improvements to enhance bicycle/pedestrian connectivity
Ranking and prioritization of proposed enhancements

The study area is urban in character with very few opportunities for construction of an exclusive
shared-use path, separated from the roadway. Because of the built-out nature of the environment,
proposed bicycle/pedestrian routes must consider the full spectrum of possible bicycle-pedestrian
infrastructure improvements including:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Sidewalk gap fill-in
Mill and resurface roadway
Widened road shoulders
Expanding roadway pavement for adding bike lanes
Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows)
Installation of traffic calming elements and refuge areas
Safety devices such as bicycle/pedestrian signals and signing

For the purpose of this evaluation, the George Road corridor was broken into three segments as
shown in the figure on this page. The segments are as follows:
•
•
•

Segment 1 –TNC Greenway to Clifton Road
Segment 2 –Clifton Road to Memorial Highway
Segment 3 - Memorial Highway to U-Path at Skyway Sports Complex
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Chapter: INTRODUCTION

In addition to the above, and based on feedback from the community, other improvements were
considered and are included in this study. These included limited vehicular capacity improvements at
the intersection of George Road and Hillsborough Avenue, recommendations for signal timing
enhancements, and a study of the potential implementation of a grade separated bicycle/pedestrian
crossing at Hillsborough Avenue.
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GEORGE ROAD COMPLETE STREETS STUDY
BACKGROUND
In January 2013, AECOM (formerly URS) was retained by the Hillsborough County Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) to assist them with planning for a preferred route through the TNC area
to connect the existing Upper Tampa Bay Trail (UTBT) with the then under construction CCT. The
TNC area has an existing east/west greenway running from Sheldon Road to George Road. The TNC
Greenway provides the community access to the UTBT via Sheldon Road bike lanes and a
neighborhood bike route. Since the most direct north/south route between the UTBT/TNC Greenway
and the CCT is via George Road, this study became known as the George Road Connector Study.
During the course of this study the scope was broadened, from considering only George Road, the
study’s namesake, as the route for the desired connector, to looking at additional route alternatives
through the TNC community. Based on feedback received from stakeholders and the public as
documented in earlier versions of the study, only the George Road alternative was found to be
feasible.

Chapter: BACKGROUND

The next sections of this report provide the details of the existing conditions field review that was
conducted for the evaluation of potential improvements, the proposed recommended improvement,
as well as the preliminary estimated construction costs for the enhanced bicycle/pedestrian route
along the George Road corridor.
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This chapter provides a detailed assessment of the George Road corridor and expands on the
proposed recommendations for bicycling and pedestrian accommodations, while using the existing
infrastructure to the fullest extent possible and avoiding the need for right-of-way acquisition.

As in the initial study, this follow-up analysis identifies required bicycle improvements including the
combined use of Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows) and the construction of a shared use pathway
adjacent to the roadway (commonly referred to as a “sidepath”) as potential measures to make the
corridor more comfortable to a broad range of bicyclists. The potential modifications proposed by this
study can be made within the existing right-of-way of George Road.
Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations under considerations included horizontal and vertical traffic
calming techniques such as lane narrowing, chicanes, raised intersections, mini circles, raised
crosswalks, refuge islands, and speed humps. Also considered are wayfinding signing, intersection
improvements such as bicycle/pedestrian signal lights, signal wait time changes, bicycle sensors on
traffic signal detection loops and improved lighting.

General Comments

All sidewalks along the designated pedestrian path should be audited for Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA) compliance. Where deficiencies are found they should be corrected.

Although it is not encouraged for bicyclists to use the sidewalks as bicycle facilities, it is recognized
that some people will ride on sidewalks. It is therefore recommended that the sidewalks along this
corridor be modified to make enhance accommodations for pedestrians, as well as, for bicyclists who
may choose to use them. Such modifications might include replacing 90-degree angle turns with a
more reasonable radii and protecting the ends of obstructions immediately adjacent to
the sidewalk. New sidewalks should be located where obstructions or drop-offs are
not next to sidewalk.
All traffic signal detection loops should be tested to confirm they will detect bicycles. If
they do not they should be replaced. The “sweet spot” on the loops should be marked
with Bicycle Detector Pavement Markings and supplemented with a “TO REQUEST
GREEN WAIT ON SYMBOL” (R10-22) sign.

Where Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows) are used, they should be supplemented with
“BICYCLES MAY USE FULL LANE” (R4-11) signs.
Signal cycle lengths along the corridor are quite long. Consideration should be given to
reducing traffic signal cycle lengths along this corridor, at least during off-peak periods.

Wayfinding should be provided to direct path users between the path south of Skyway Park and the
continuation of the path north of George Road. These can be in the form of BIKE GUIDE (D11-1c) signs
or horizontal signing (pavement markings mimicking the signs but elongated for better viewing by
bicyclists. In addition, BICYCLE DESTINATION (D1-1C) signs should be installed at the existing trail
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termini to inform path users of how
far it is to the continuation of the
path network. These signs could
possibly also serve as pedestrian
guidance to the paths at either end of
the connector; however, additional
wayfinding for pedestrians may be
needed. If horizontal signing is used
for bikes, similar markings should be
placed on the sidewalk for
pedestrians.

There is likely to be some night-time
demand for this bicycle/pedestrian
connection. For instance, the parks
at either end of the corridor have
lighted playing fields and users may
use the corridor to access those
parks.
Consequently,
improved
lighting should be considered along
this corridor to reduce potential for
evening crashes and increase
bicycle/pedestrian use of the George
Road corridor.
Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS
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Summary of Potential Improvements

POTENTIAL IMPROVEMENTS

Improvement recommendations vary according to the specific conditions along the George Road
corridor. Recommendations include the following types of modifications:
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Provide paved shoulders
Narrow traffic lanes to provide space for bike lanes
Resurface where needed to install Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows)
Eliminate irregularities in pavement such as raised manholes or depressions and make
drainage grates bike friendly
Sidewalk gap fill-in
Adjust signal cycle lengths at least at off-peak periods
Traffic signal cycle loop for bicycle detection
Add wayfinding signs for the length of the corridor
Add traffic calming such as speed pillows, small traffic circles in residential area and trees to
soften treeless streets
Adjust existing speed humps to make them more visible and bicycle friendly
Install pedestrian crossings where needed
Install lighting improvements on the corridor

A graphic showing the locations of the potential improvements including shared lane markings
(sharrows), bike lanes, and paved shoulders with bike lane markings is provided here and a set of
improvement plans on aerial base is included in the appendix.

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

Detailed improvement recommendations are provided in the next section of this report.
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Findings and Recommendations
George Road is the most direct route between the TNC Greenway and the U-path at Skyway Park;
however, it contains a mix of issues that must be overcome. Due to limited right-of-way, the location
and abundance of utilities and stormwater drainage facilities along the corridor, the
recommendations presented in this report are anticipated to be implemented within the existing
right-of-way. The recommendations are presented as a list of improvements which could be
implemented as a single improvement project in the short to midterm horizon (0 to 2 years) and
other for recommendations (mostly capacity oriented) which can be identified as longer term
priorities as they may incur significant improvement costs.
A description of the proposed corridor is provided below, starting at the north limit, the TNC
Greenway, and proceeding to the south end at Skyway Park and the U-Path.
Segment 1 from TNC Greenway to Clifton Street (0.83 mile(s)/4,400 feet)

After the first 1,250 feet, the corridor must be diverted to the east on Johns Road and then utilize
Yorkshire Road for approximately 1,500 feet to proceed south because George Road is not continuous
between Johns Road and W. Paris Street. The section of George Road north of the Clifton Street
drainage channel is in a residential subdivision with many driveways. The right-of-way varies
between 50 and 55 feet wide with 24 feet of paved road. There are typically sidewalks with lawn
buffers on both sides of the road and mailboxes at the curb edge with valley gutters. This segment of
roadway lacks roadway pavement markings delineating the travel lanes. The posted speed is 25 MPH
on George Road and Yorkshire Road except near the existing speed humps where 15 MPH is the
posted speed. This area would have to utilize sharrows due to limited right-of-way to install bike
lanes. Key intersections for Segment 1 include:
•

Yorkshire Road at Johns Road: The T-intersection is currently controlled by a stop sign for the
northbound approach to the intersection (Yorkshire Road). Yorkshire Road is a two-lane
undivided roadway with a posted speed limit of 25 mph. Johns Road is a two-lane undivided
roadway with yellow-painted lane striping and a posted speed limit of 25 mph. Johns Road is the
only east-west access into the Northwest Park residential community. The closest signalized
intersection is Benjamin Road at Johns Road, located approximately 0.50 mile(s) to the east, on the
east side of the Veterans Expressway. The north side of Johns Road is primarily commercial and
industrial commerce park with the south side being residential. Sidewalks are present at the
intersection. There is a speed hump with advanced pavement markings but no sign located 100
feet east of the intersection. To the northwest of the intersection is the northern limit of the
corridor, where George Road ends at Channel G.
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•

•

•

At Paris Street and Yorkshire Road: This road is a 2-lane undivided roadway with a speed limit
of 25 mph. The intersection is stop sign controlled for the westbound approach of Paris Street.
There are speed humps with no signs or advance pavement markings located approximately 250
feet north and south of the Paris Street and Yorkshire Road T-intersection.

At Paris Street and George Road Intersection: This T-intersection is controlled by a stop sign for
the northbound approach of George Road. There is a speed hump with 15 mph sign located 100
feet from northbound approach. Paris Street is a two-lane undivided roadway with a posted
speed limit of 20 mph. The intersection eastbound and westbound approaches have sidewalks on
both sides of the roadway. There is a speed hump with painted marking approximately 150 feet
west of the intersection.
At Clifton Street and George Road Intersection: The intersection is currently controlled by a
stop sign for the northbound and southbound approaches to the intersection (George Road).
George Road is a two-lane undivided roadway with a posted speed limit of 25 mph. Clifton Street

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

The north limit of this route connects with the eastern end of the TNC Greenway where George Road
dead ends at Channel G. For the first 1,250 feet, south of Channel G, George Road has approximately
50 feet of right-of-way with an existing sidewalk on the east side. The existing sidewalk could be
expanded for a sidepath approximately 8 to 10 feet wide.
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Improvement Recommendations
1. Keep debris from accumulating on sidewalks on the east side of George Road near Channel G.
2. Improve and secure guardrail and fencing to the pond (as per Design Standards Index 850 or
860 series) on the east side of George Road near Channel G.
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3. Regular maintenance of trees and foliage along the east side of George Road near Channel G.
4. Install Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows) immediately after intersections and at a maximum
spacing of 250 as per Design Standards, Index 17347 and the MUTCD.
5. Drainage inlets, grates and utility covers should be maintained smooth, flushed with grade and
well seated.
6. Install mini circles at Yorkshire Road and Paris Street, Paris Street and George Road, and
Clifton Road and George Road intersections.
7. Sidewalk Gap Fill-ins.
8. Paint pavement edge of road marking in front of the grocery story along Johns Road.
9. Resurface roadway pavement.
10. Repaint existing speed humps.
11. Implement Street Tree Program from Clifton to Johns Road.
12. Install street lights.

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

is a two-lane undivided roadway with a posted speed limit of 25 mph. This intersection is a one of
two north-south access points to the Northwest Park residential community. The closest
signalized intersection is SR 580 (Hillsborough Avenue) at George Road, located approximately
0.28 mile(s) to the south. The George Road northbound approach has a sidewalk, which is behind
barrier walls due to a bridge on the east and west sides. The George Road southbound approach
has sporadic sidewalks. There is a stop sign but no painted stop bar. This portion of Clifton Street
eastbound approach has sidewalk with a lawn buffer on the north side of the street only. The
westbound approach has sidewalk with lawn buffer on both sides. Valley gutter shoulders exist on
Clifton Street. No roadway pavement markings delineating the lanes on Clifton Street were
present. There is no street lighting in the area.
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Segment 2 from south of Clifton Street to Memorial Highway (1.23 mile(s)/6,500 feet)
South of W. Clifton Street, George Road crosses the drainage channel and then traverses vacant
wooded land and wetlands as it extends south to Hillsborough Avenue. The right-of-way width is
approximately 60 feet wide and there is a 10-foot wide multi-use path behind a guardrail on the east
side of the road. This existing 10-foot wide path is between the guardrail and a fence or wall at the
private property edge.

safety for this location, an evaluation of existing and future traffic conditions was conducted for
this intersection. A traffic operations analysis was performed using currently adopted procedures
outlined in the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology module of Synchro Version 8
software for both existing geometry, existing with improvements and future conditions. The
capacity analysis details for existing and future conditions have been provided in the Appendix.

Commercial properties border the four corners of the intersection of George Road and W.
Hillsborough Avenue. There are recently improved crosswalks with high emphasis markings and
pedestrian signal lights on all legs of the intersection.

•

•

South of Clifton Street to Hillsborough Avenue: This segment of
George Road is approximately 1500 feet in length. Just south of Clifton
Street, a bridge approximately 120 feet long with approximately 5-foot
wide sidewalks and a 3-foot tall concrete wall exists on both sides of the
roadway, crossing an existing drainage channel. On the west side, the
sidewalk continues 5 feet wide with a 4-foot grass buffer and with one
driveway access to Hillsborough Avenue. One the east side, the
sidewalk varies from 5 to 12 feet wide and a typical roadside guardrail.
This section of sidewalk was retrofitted by replacing grass buffer with a
gravel-type pavement, instead of concrete sidewalk pavement.
Although the sidewalk is continuous and level, there are irregularities in
the surface of the path. The guardrail is in good condition with the exception of the end point, near
Hillsborough Avenue, where damage is evident from a collision or high impact.
George Road at Hillsborough Avenue: One of the key
issues commented by the public during the several
workshops for the project dealt with congested traffic
conditions and the ability of bicyclists and pedestrians to
cross the Hillsborough Avenue and George Road
intersection. This is the most traveled of all intersections
within the corridor, so this section provides a summary of
existing and future conditions for this specific location.
Based on public feedback about traffic congestion and
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George Road at Hillsborough Avenue Intersection Operational Analysis
Table 1 shows the results of the existing operations analysis. The results indicate that under the
existing condition with no additional improvements, the intersection is not operating at an
acceptable level of service (LOS) of D or better.

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

In the segment of George Road between Hillsborough Avenue and Memorial Highway the right-of-way
width varies between 60 and 70 feet wide. There are varying conditions of sidewalk, rural type
drainage ditches and roadway paving widths typically ranging from 22 to 26 feet wide but expanding
to 36 feet wide approaching the north side of the intersection of George Road and Memorial Highway.
The land use is generally office and commercial on the east side which generates high volumes of peak
hour traffic, and mostly residential on the west side of the roadway. This segment of George Road is a
collector road that runs parallel to Eisenhower Boulevard and the Veterans Expressway.
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Hillsborough
Avenue and
George Road

Control Lane Group/
Type
Approach
Eastbound
Westbound

Signal

Northbound
Southbound
Overall

117.0/193.8
251.7/171.9
69.1/80.4

F/F
F/F
E/F

58.0/90.5
106.0/151.1
54.9/55.0

E/F
F/F
D/D

The results for the intersection with additional improvements are also shown in Table 1. The
intersection was analyzed using existing geometry and signal timings and phasing with
incremental potential improvements in order to reduce the overall delays and improve the overall
LOS. As shown, the intersection is expected to operate within the acceptable LOS standard with
the following improvements considered:
•
•
•
•

signal phasing converted to split phase for northbound/southbound approaches;
a shared northbound left turn;
an exclusive northbound right turn; and
an additional exclusive southbound (dual) left turn.

For future conditions, the No Build alternative was analyzed using existing geometry and signal
timings and phasing. As shown in Table 2, the results of the future year (2040) operations
analysis indicate that under the future conditions with no additional improvements, the
intersection is not expected to operate at an acceptable LOS.
TABLE 2
FUTURE YEAR (2040) INTERSECTION LOS

Intersection
Hillsborough
Avenue and
George Road

Control Lane Group/
Type
Approach
Eastbound
Westbound
Signal
Northbound
Southbound
Overall

AM/PM Peak
No Build
Build
(Existing Geometry)
(Additional Improvements)
Average Delay
LOS
Average Delay
LOS
58.1/60.6
E/E
53.1/43.7
D/D
56.6/66.1
E/E
48.3/53.0
D/D
129.0/208.4
F/F
44.9/71.0
D/E
267.9/181.4
F/F
91.4/107.8
F/F
79.3/90.5
E/F
54.0/54.9
D/D

The results for the future conditions with additional improvements are also shown in Table 2.
Additional improvements needed were determined in order to achieve a better LOS than under
the No-Build alternative at the intersection. The intersection was analyzed using optimized
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•
•
•
•
•

an additional westbound left turn lane;
an additional northbound left turn lane;
an exclusive northbound right turn lane;
an additional southbound left turn lane; and
an additional southbound receiving lane on George Road, south of Hillsborough Avenue.

It should be noted that this intersection is part of the Hillsborough Avenue Corridor Evaluation
being conducted by FDOT District 7. Findings from that study will provide a more detailed
assessment of long term future needs for this location.
Evaluation of Pedestrian and Bicycle Activity at Hillsborough Avenue

One of the issues raised by the public during earlier phases of the study dealt with the potential for a
grade-separated pedestrian/bike crossing at Hillsborough Avenue. In order to address this issue,
counts of pedestrian and bicycle activity at George Road and Hillsborough Avenue were conducted.
The total pedestrian count was 111 pedestrians and 62 bicycles during the 7-10 AM, 11AM-1PM and
the 3-6PM peak periods. Of these totals, Table 3 provides a summary of the pedestrians and bicycles
counted that crossed from one side of the roadway to the other side along Hillsborough Avenue and
George Road.
TABLE 3
PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE TRAFFIC CROSSING GEORGE ROAD AND HILLSBOROUGH AVENUE
George Road
Date/Time

AM
Midday
PM
Total

West Approach

Hillsborough Avenue

East Approach

South Approach

North Approach

Pedestrian

Bicycle

Pedestrian

Bicycle

Pedestrian

Bicycle

Pedestrian

Bicycle

23

11

26

19

20

16

42

16

10
8
5

3
3
5

6
9
11

4
7
8

7
4
9

4
4
8

17
11
14

6
6
4

The study did not identify major safety issues relating to pedestrian and bicycle flows, as most
cyclists and pedestrians stopped, used the push-buttons and waited for the pedestrian signals
before entering the crosswalk.
Further analysis of a grade-separated pedestrian crossing was conducted as a potential
improvement for pedestrian safety based on the public feedback received. Pedestrian and vehicle
data for the corridor was used in the warrant analysis. Table 4 summarizes warrants for a
potential pedestrian overpass facility. To determine if a grade-separated crossing is warranted,
several sources were referenced including the FDOT Florida Pedestrian Facilities Planning and
Design Handbook. The data required to evaluate the overpass facility warrants include:
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Intersection

AM/PM Peak
Existing Geometry
Additional Improvements
Average Delay
LOS
Average Delay
LOS
45.0/56.4
D/E
50.0/44.2
D/D
50.9/52.0
D/D
49.1/42.7
D/D

timings and phasing with. As shown, the intersection is expected to operate within the acceptable
LOS standard with the following improvements considered for year 2040:

09/03/15

TABLE 1
EXISTING YEAR (2015) INTERSECTION LOS
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Warrant 1 – Volume of Pedestrian and Bicycle Traffic
Warrant 2 – Volume of Vehicle Traffic
Warrant 3 – Proximity of “Safe” Alternative Crossings

Met

TABLE 4
PEDESTRIAN OVERPASS FACILITY WARRANTS HILLSBOROUGH AVENUE AND GEORGE ROAD
Pedestrian Zone 1
Volume Threshold
Warrant

1

2

3

The projected hourly pedestrian and bicycle volume
should be greater than 50 per hour, or 100 in four
hours. Other factors such as pedestrian safety and
the proximity to a school may warrant a lower
pedestrian / bicycle volume threshold.

Vehicle volumes on the roadway that would be
spanned by the overpass should be more than
10,000 in the same four-hour period as the
pedestrian volume, or have an ADT greater than
35,000 vehicles if vehicle speed is over 40 mph, and
the proposed site is in an Urban area.
The proposed site is located more than 600 feet from
the nearest alternative "safe" crossing. A "safe"
crossing is defined as a location where a traffic signal
stops vehicles to create adequate gaps for the
pedestrians to cross.

Conclusion

Hourly

4-Hour

Average
Hourly

50

100

21.35

4-Hour
Period

ADT, if
over 40
mph

4-Hour
Period

10,000

35,000

4-Hour

Hourly

4-Hour

No
ADT, if
over 40
mph

No

4-Hour
Period

ADT, if
over
40
mph

61,200

Yes

Nearest "safe"
crossing (feet)

West Nearest "safe"
crossing (feet)

East Nearest
"safe" crossing
(feet)

Greater than
600 feet

600

600

Yes

No

The overpass analysis warrants were not met; consequently, a grade-separated pedestrian
crossing is not justified at this time.

George Road between Hillsborough Avenue and Memorial Highway: As noted previously, this
section of George Road includes various land uses. The land use to the east are predominately
commercial including a small local grocery store, convenience gas station/store, two churches,
dialysis center, and medical supply facility. The sidewalks existing on the west side include gaps
where there are existing driveways and large drainage ditches. To the west side the land use is
predominately single-family residential. There is existing continuous sidewalk on the west side with
two bridge crossing over drainage channels. The conditions at both bridges include overgrowth
grass, shrubs and trees and some erosion of landside was noted. There were no signs or lighting
directing pedestrians to the bridges. Approximately, 0.4 mile(s) south of Hillsborough Avenue, a
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pedestrian crossing which does not meet the minimum standard for a crosswalk as it is located
directly within an existing driveway as well as does not provide sidewalk access on either side of the
roadway.
Improvement Recommendations

1. Install Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows) immediately after intersections and at a maximum
spacing of 250 as per Design Standards, Index 17347 and the MUTCD from Hillsborough
Avenue to Memorial Highway.
2. Replace guardrails with pedestrian friendly railing with decorative lighting on both sides of the
roadway from Clifton Street to Hillsborough
Avenue.
3. Install customized gateway treatment as an
entry point to TNC near the George Road and
Hillsborough Avenue intersection.
4. Pedestrian bridges should be inspected for
erosion and programmed maintenance of
overgrowth.
5. Improve guardrail with retroreflective
markings on bridge posts and secure fencing
to the pond (as per Design Standards Index
850 or 860 series) on the two bridges located
on the west side of George Road between Hillsborough Avenue and Memorial Highway.
6. Install raised intersection treatments at Alta Monte Drive, Yosemite Drive, Chelsea Street and
Olympia Avenue. Raised intersection provides a traffic calming effect for drivers to slow down
as well as provide for a pedestrian crossing area when signed W11-2 and W16-7P per MUTCD
standard for non-vehicular warning signing.
7. Existing pedestrian crossing should be relocated north approximately 200 feet to the
intersection of George Road and Hess
Drive.
The crossing should be
illuminated, marked and signed in
accordance with the MUTCD, Traffic
Engineering Manual (Section 3.8) and
Index 17346, Design Standards.
8. Repainting of all faded crosswalks
identified within the corridor is
recommended.
9. Install Bike Lane Markings and Striping
between Clifton Street and Hillsborough
Avenue.
10. Resurface roadway pavement.
11. Install landscape medians just south of
Hillsborough Avenue.

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS
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•
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GEORGE ROAD COMPLETE STREETS STUDY
Segment 3 from Memorial Highway to U-Path at Skyway Sports Complex (0.57 mile(s)/3,000
feet)

•

•

George Road at Memorial Highway: Memorial
Highway is a 4-lane divided roadway with a
speed limit of 45 mph. For George Road, the
north approach is 2-lane undivided roadway
and the south approach is 4-lanes undivided
with a posted speed limit of 35 mph. All
approaches include exclusive left-turn lanes.
The intersection is signal controlled with fading
marked crosswalks and pedestrian signals.
There are existing sidewalks which do not meet
ADA compliance standards. In the northwest
quadrant, there a gasoline/ convenience store.
In the northeast quadrant, the sidewalk along
Memorial Highway drops off with no
continuous sidewalk on the east side of George Road.

George Road at Independence Parkway: Independence Parkway is a 4-lane divided roadway
with a speed limit of 40 mph and exclusive left turn lanes. On George Road, the north approach is
4-lane undivided and the south approach is 2-lanes undivided with a posted speed limit of 35 mph
and exclusive left and right turns lanes.
The
intersection is signal controlled with ladder-type
crosswalk markings but there are no additional
pedestrian warning signs near the intersection.
There are slabbed concrete pads at the south
approach which do not meet ADA compliance
standards. In the northeast quadrant is an electrical
power substation. The Rocky Point Golf Course and
Skyway Sports Complex are located in the southwest
and southeast quadrant, respectively. South of
Independence Parkway, there are no existing
sidewalks or paved shoulders along George Road.
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•

•

George Road from Independence Parkway to the Sky Sports Complex: This section of George
Road includes the Skyway Sports Complex on the east side, Rocky Point Gulf Course to the west
and the Dana Shores Community to the south. George Road is a 2-lane undivided roadway with no
sidewalks, open ditches on both sides and a 3-foot paved shoulder on the west side. Just south of
the Skyway Sports Complex is the proposed connection to the U-path.
U-Path Connection south of the project area within Skyway Sports Complex: The bollards at
the west end of Bayport Road are very close together and vegetation along the side of the path

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

Between Memorial Highway and Independence Parkway, George Road becomes a four-lane roadway
with center turn lanes and sidewalks on both sides of the roadway. A marked midblock pedestrian
crossing is located approximately 750 feet south of Memorial Highway with a raised concrete median.
Just south of the pedestrian crossing, the open median area (350 feet) includes a two-way left turn
lane (TWLTL) providing access to parking lots on both sides of the George Road followed by raised
concrete islands (90 feet). Large power transmission poles limit the space somewhat on the east side
for this segment. Both Memorial Highway and Independence Parkway are signalized with existing
pedestrian signal lights and crosswalks on all legs of the intersection. Memorial Highway and
Independence Parkway provide direct east-west access the Veterans Expressway.
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Improvement Recommendations
1. Retrofit both sides of George Road to include bike lanes between Memorial Highway and
Independence Parkway.
2. At Memorial Highway intersection all crosswalks should be restriped with high emphasis
markings.
3. At Memorial Highway intersection sidewalks are in need of repair near the gas station and
should meet ADA compliance standards.
4. Retrofit existing midblock pedestrian crossing, between Memorial Highway and
Independence Parkway, to a high emphasis crosswalk with Rectangular Rapid Flashing
Beacon and landscaping.
5. Install new high emphasis crosswalk with Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon and 120-foot
raised landscaped island median within the center lane. Provide approximately 150-foot
exclusive left turn lane into Independence Park parking lot.
6. Retrofit raised median at Fountain Square II with landscaping.
7. At Independence Parkway intersection south approach, install bike keyhole.
8. Install 800 feet of new sidewalk on the south side of Independence Parkway, east of George
Road. Provide for gated opening to the Skyway Sports Complex.
9. Install 5-foot paved shoulders and stripe for bike lanes on both sides of George Road
between Dana Shores Drive and Independence Parkway.
10. Install raised median with landscaping, replacing the painted striped area near Skyway
Sport Complex entrance/exit.
11. Provide new path via Dana Shores into Skyway Sports Complex to connect with the U-path.
Existing park gates may need to be moved.
12. Install bollards to internal pathway connecting at the parking lot inside the Skyway Sports
Complex to prevent vehicles from this area. Yellow striping should be provided around the
bollards per MUTCD standards.
13. Consideration should be given to removing the bollards or at least all but the central bollard
at the west end of Bayport Road. Yellow striping should be provided around the bollard per
MUTCD standards.
14. Signal upgrades for the George Road intersections with Memorial Highway and with
Independence Parkway should be considered by Hillsborough County Public Works in order
to allow detection of bicyclists. Signals should all have full pedestrian detection features
and count down timers.
15. Resurface roadway pavement.
16. Install landscape medians between Memorial Highway and Independence Parkway.

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

encroaches on the trail and effectively narrows the path considerably. The U-path Trail from the
south enters an ungated derelict road from the southeast corner of the parking lot. From this
point there is no clear bike route through the park or access to Dana Shores Drive or George Road.
The sports complex has a gated split driveway out to George Road and a gated driveway to Dana
Shores Drive. The perimeter outside the baseball fields includes swales.
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GEORGE ROAD COMPLETE STREETS STUDY
COST ESTIMATES
Costs allowance covers typical upgrades and modifications for selected potential improvements including but not limited to lane modifications, signal cycle length adjustments, providing bike sweet spots on
traffic signal detection loops, supplemental bicycle signing, wayfinding signing, receiver sidewalks and bike lanes, pavement repairs to adjust drainage gates and manhole heights. NOTE: These costs are generic
in nature and not based on actual construction drawings. They are for reference purposes only. The costs also do not take into account any right-of-way taking or additional drainage improvements that may be
required based on a comprehensive drainage analysis.
TABLE 5
COST ESTIMATES

SEGMENT 1 FROM TOWN ‘N’ COUNTRY GREENWAY TO CLIFTON STREET (0.83 MILE(S)/4,400 FEET)

Recommended Improvement
Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows)
Mini Circles
Raised Intersection
Street Lighting
Sidewalk Gap Fill-In
Roadway Mill and Resurface
SEGMENT 1 TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST

Quantity/Length
4,300 linear feet
3 intersections
1 intersection
16 lamps/poles
100 feet
0.83 mile(s)

Cost
$21,500
$45,000
$30,800
$78,100
$3,000
$326,830

MOT
15%
$3,225
$6,750
$4,620
$11,715
$450
$49,024

Mobilization
15%
$3,709
$7,763
$5,313
$13,472
$518
$56,378

Subtotal
$28,434
$59,513
$40,733
$103,287
$3,968
$432,233

Scope
Contingency
25%
$7,108
$14,878
$10,183
$25,822
$992
$108,058

PE/CEI
30%
$10,663
$22,317
$15,275
$38,733
$1,488
$162,087

Total
Construction
Cost
$46,205
$96,708
$66,191
$167,842
$6,447
$702,378

PE/CEI
30%
$96,788
$15,622
$85,919
$4,959
$61,100
$10,494
$11,159
$4,959
$9,919
$231,821

Total
Construction
Cost
$419,415
$67,695
$372,314
$21,491
$264,765
$45,474
$48,354
$21,491
$42,981
$1,004,558

$1,085,771

Recommended Improvement
George Rd/Hillsborough Ave Improvements
Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows)
Sidewalk/Guardrail with Lighting (2 sides)
Raised Landscaped Medians
Raised Intersections
Intersection Crosswalk Striping
Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon
Pedestrian Bridge Railings/Warning Signs
Gateway Treatment
Roadway Mill and Resurface
SEGMENT 2 TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST

Quantity/Length
1 NB Right / 1SB Left Turn
6,300 linear feet
2,120 linear feet
2 medians
4 intersections
8 intersections
1 crosswalk
2 pedestrian bridges
1 structure
1.23 mile(s)

PRELIMINARY DRAFT FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSE ONLY

Cost
$195,162
$31,500
$173,245
$10,000
$123,200
$21,160
$22,500
$10,000
$20,000
$467,440

MOT
15%
$29,274
$4,725
$25,987
$1,500
$18,480
$3,174
$3,375
$1,500
$3,000
$70,116

Mobilization
15%
$33,665
$5,434
$29,885
$1,725
$21,252
$3,650
$3,881
$1,725
$3,450
$80,633

Subtotal
$258,102
$41,659
$229,117
$13,225
$162,932
$27,984
$29,756
$13,225
$26,450
$618.189

Scope
Contingency
25%
$64,525
$10,415
$57,279
$3,306
$40,733
$6,996
$7,439
$3,306
$6,613
$157,547

$2,308,538
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SEGMENT 2 FROM CLIFTON STREET TO MEMORIAL HIGHWAY (1.23 MILE(S)/6,500 FEET)
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SEGMENT 3 FROM MEMORIAL HIGHWAY TO U-PATH AT SKYWAY SPORTS COMPLEX (0.57 MILE(S)/3,000 FEET)

Recommended Improvement
Bike Lanes (2 sides)
Sidewalks/Landscaping (1 side 12 feet wide)
Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon
Raised Landscaped Medians
Shoulders with Bike Lane Markings (2 sides)
Speed Cushions
U-Path/Skyway Sports Complex Miscellaneous
Roadway Mill and Resurface
SEGMENT 3 TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST

Subtotal

PE/CEI
30%

Total
Construction
Cost

Quantity/Length

Cost

3,500 linear feet

$88,275

$13,241

$15,227

$116,744

$29,186

$43,779

$189,708

2 medians

$10,000

$1,500

$1,725

$13,225

$3,306

$4,959

$21,491

850 linear feet
1 crosswalks

1,700 linear feet
2 locations
lump sum

0.57 mile(s)

$35,000
$22,500
$38,250
$4,800

$25,000

$228,020

$5,250
$3,375
$5,738
$720
$ -

$34,203

Mobilization
15%

Scope
Contingency
25%

MOT
15%

$6,038
$3,881
$6,598
$828
$ -

$39,333

$46,288
$29,756

$11,572
$7,439

$50,586

$12,646

$301,556

$75,389

$6,348

$25,000

$1,587
$ -

$17,358
$11,159
$18,970
$2,381
$ -

$113,084

$75,217
$48,354
$82,202
$10,316
$25,000

$490,029

$942,317

Costs allowance covers typical upgrades and modifications for selected potential improvements including but not limited to lane modifications, signal cycle length adjustments, providing bike sweet spots on
traffic signal detection loops, supplemental bicycle signing, wayfinding signing, receiver sidewalks and bike lanes, pavement repairs to adjust drainage gates and manhole heights. NOTE: These costs are generic
in nature and not based on actual construction drawings. They are for reference purposes only. The costs also do not take into account any right-of-way taking or additional drainage improvements that may be
required based on a comprehensive drainage analysis.

RANKING

Chapter: RANKING

It is recommended that all improvements listed above be conducted simultaneously. If funding is not immediately available for the entire effort, it is recommended that the southernmost segment (from U Path to
Memorial Highway) be completed first, followed by the segment from Memorial Highway to Clifton Street and lastly the Clifton Street to TNC Greenway. Coordination with FDOT and their ongoing Hillsborouugh
Avenue Corridor Study is recommended in order to ensure prioritization of short and long term improvement needs for the Hillsborough Avenue and George Road intersection.
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Board & Committee Agenda Item
Agenda Item
FDOT Complete Streets Policy Implementation Update
Presenter
Stephen Benson, FDOT
Summary
In September of 2014, Secretary Ananth Prasad signed the first Complete
Streets Policy for the Florida Department of Transportation. This policy
defined the vision for complete streets in the state of Florida and set the
stage for how the Department would begin the process of integrating a
complete streets/context sensitive design philosophy into the agency’s
programs, policies and procedures. Since that time, the Department
formed a statewide Complete Streets task force and contracted with Smart
Growth America to craft an agency-wide Complete Streets Policy
Implementation Plan. The plan was finalized late last year and
implementation process is expected to occur over the next two years.
Today’s presentation will provide you with an overview of the
Implementation Plan and updates on some of the policy changes already
underway.
Recommended Action
None- information only
Prepared By
Lisa K. Silva, AICP, PLA
Attachments
FDOT Complete Streets Policy

Plan Hillsborough
planhillsborough.org
planner@plancom.org
813 - 272 - 5940
601 E Kennedy Blvd
18th floor
Tampa, FL, 33602

Florida Department of Transportation
605 Suwannee Street
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0450

RICK SCOTT
GOVERNOR

POLICY

ANANTH PRASAD, P.E.
SECRETARY

Effective: September 17, 2014
Office: Design Director
Topic No.: 000-625-017-a

COMPLETE STREETS
It is the goal of the Department of Transportation to implement a policy that promotes
safety, quality of life, and economic development in Florida. To implement this policy,
the Department will routinely plan, design, construct, reconstruct and operate a contextsensitive system of “Complete Streets.” While maintaining safety and mobility,
Complete Streets shall serve the transportation needs of transportation system users of
all ages and abilities, including but not limited to:



Cyclists
Freight handlers




Motorists
Pedestrians



Transit riders

The Department specifically recognizes Complete Streets are context-sensitive and
require transportation system design that considers local land development patterns
and built form. The Department will coordinate with local governments, Metropolitan
Planning Organizations, transportation agencies and the public, as needed to provide
Complete Streets on the State Highway System, including the Strategic Intermodal
System.
This Complete Streets Policy will be integrated into the Department’s internal
manuals, guidelines and related documents governing the planning, design,
construction and operation of transportation facilities.

_________________
Ananth Prasad, P.E.
Secretary

Board & Committee Agenda Item
Agenda Item
US 92 Project Development and Environment Study Reevaluation
Presenter
Rick Adair, FDOT
Summary
The Florida Department of Transportation is preparing a Project
Development and Environment (PD&E) study Reevaluation of the original
PD&E study of US 92 from east of I-4 to County Line Road.
US 92 is a critical Link in the transportation network and is both a
designated emergency evacuation route and a reliever to I-4. The section
from Park Road to County Line is identified in the 2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP).
Recommended Action
None; for information and discussion.
Prepared By
Gena Torres
Attachments
US 92 (I-4 to County Line) Re-evaluation Fact Sheet

Plan Hillsborough
planhillsborough.org
planner@plancom.org
813 - 272 - 5940
601 E Kennedy Blvd
18th floor
Tampa, FL, 33602

SR 600 (US 92)
Project Development & Environment Re-evaluation
From I-4 to County Line Road
Hillsborough County | WPI Segment No.: 435749-1
July 2015

JOIN THE
CONVERSATION!
We want your
comments and suggestions.
Now is the time to get involved!
One of the most important
aspects of a PD&E study is public
involvement. Your input is important
to the success of the project and
opportunities to provide input will
be available throughout the study.
This newsletter is being circulated
to those who have contacted us
regarding the project and to all
property owners adjacent to the
study area. If you are not currently
on our mailing list and would like to
be included, please contact:
Stephanie Pierce
FDOT Project Manager
stephanie.pierce@dot.state.fl.us
813-975-6445
800-226-7220
— Or —

RE-EVALUATION BEGINS!
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), District
Seven has begun a Project Development & Environment
(PD&E) Re-evaluation for SR 600 (US 92) from east of I-4 to
east of County Line Road in Hillsborough County, a distance of
approximately 18 miles (see study area map below).
The re-evaluation, which began in January 2015, will consider
a full range of alternatives for improving mobility and safety
along US 92, including adding traffic lanes, adding turn lanes
in key locations and improving bicycle and pedestrian access. A
feasibility analysis of providing grade separation/interchanges
at Park Road and County Line Road will also be conducted.

What is a Re-evaluation?
The purpose of this re-evaluation is to update the original PD&E
environmental document completed in 1993 and approved by
the Federal Highway Administration on March 24, 1994. A reevaluation is the process used to document compliance with
new federal laws and to identify any changes that may have occurred on a project since the
approval of the original environmental document. A re-evaluation is used to update the earlier
study, document changes in the design concept, reassess environmental impacts, incorporate
commitments, and to maintain eligibility for future federal funding before the project
advances to the next phase of project development. The re-evaluation will also determine if
new alternative options exist and compare them to the previously approved improvements.

for Media Inquiries
Kris Carson
Public Information Office
kristen.carson@dot.state.fl.us
813-975-6202
800-226-7220
Study Area Map
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Florida Department of Transportation
District Seven
11201 N. McKinley Drive, M.S. 7-500
Tampa, FL 33612

SR 600 (US 92) Project Development & Environment Re-evaluation

The SR 600 (US 92) re-evaluation began in January 2015. Data
collection is currently underway. A public hearing is scheduled for
Spring 2016. Additional public meetings may be held throughout
the duration of the study as engineering and environmental
analyses are completed. The re-evaluation is anticipated to be
completed by Summer 2016.

Project Website
If you would like to learn more about this study or submit a
comment, please visit the project website at:

July
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Mar

Jan

Nov

Re-evaluation Begins

2016
Sept

Si usted tiene preguntas o comentarios o si simplemente desea
más información sobre este en Español, favor de ponerse en
contacto con Ia señora Elba Lopez al telefono 813-975-6403 o
correo electronico elba.lopez@dot.state.fl.us.

2015
July

TASKS

May

Para Preguntas En Español

Mar

SR 600 (US 92) from Kingsway Rd. to McIntosh Rd. is funded for
design in FY 2016 and SR 600 (US 92) from McIntosh Rd. to SR 566
is funded for design in FY 2016. No other portions of SR 600 (US
92) within the project limits, including this segment, are funded
for design, right-of-way acquisition or construction at this time.

Project Schedule

Jan

FDOT Adopted Five Year
Work Program FY 2015-2020

Data Collection
Engineering &
Environmental Analysis
Public Hearing
Study Complete

http://active.fdotd7studies.com/sr600/i4-to-county-line/
Public participation is solicited without regard to race, color, national origin, age, sex, religion, disability or family status. Persons who require special accommodations under the
Americans with Disabilities Act or persons who require translation services (free of charge) should contact Lee Royal by calling 813-975-6427 or by email to: lee.royal@dot.state.fl.us.

Board & Committee Agenda Item
Agenda Item
US 301 Project Development and Environment Study
Presenter
Rick Adair, FDOT
Summary
The Florida Department of Transportation is conducting two Project
Development and Environment (PD&E) study on US 301. One from SR 60
(Adamo Drive) to I-4 and another from Fowler Avenue to the new SR 56.
US 301 is a critical Link in the transportation network and is both a
designated emergency evacuation route and a reliever to I-75. The Design,
Right-of-Way, and Construction phases are not funded at this time, and
this roadway improvement is not identified in the 2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP).
Recommended Action
None; for information and discussion.
Prepared By
Bud Whitehead
Attachments
US 301 SR60 to I-4 PD&E Project Fact Sheet

Plan Hillsborough
planhillsborough.org
planner@plancom.org
813 - 272 - 5940
601 E Kennedy Blvd
18th floor
Tampa, FL, 33602

January 2016

The Public Hearing is being held in
the following location:
DATE: March 1, 2016
PLACE: Sheraton Tampa East Hotel
TIME: 5:30 - 7:30 p.m. Open House
6:30 p.m. Formal Presentation

Dear Property Owner or Interested Citizens:
You are invited to attend and participate in the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT),
District Seven public hearing for a Project Development and Environment (PD&E) study for
proposed improvements to US 301 (SR 43) in Hillsborough County, Florida. This public
hearing is being held to allow interested persons an opportunity to provide comments
concerning the location, conceptual design, and social, economic, and environmental effects
of widening US 301 from SR 60 (Adamo Drive) to I-4 (SR 400), a distance of approximately
3.3 miles. The widening of US 301 is proposed as a six lane divided roadway with pedestrian
and bicycle facilities. Additional information may be found at the study website:

We Want Your Input!
A successful project depends on the
public’s participation in the project’s
development.

Florida Department of Transportation, District Seven
US 301 PD&E Study from SR 60 to I-4
11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS 7-500
Tampa, FL 33612-6456
REMAINING PD&E SCHEDULE
Public Hearing
PD&E Study Complete

March 2016
Summer 2016

FUNDING SCHEDULE
FDOT’s Adopted Five-Year Work Program
Fiscal Years 2016 - 2020
PHASE

FUNDING YEAR

Design
Right-of-Way
Construction

Currently Not Funded
Currently Not Funded
Currently Not Funded

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Date:
Tuesday, March 1, 2016
Place:
Sheraton Tampa East Hotel
10221 Princess Palm Avenue
Tampa, FL 33610
Time:
5:30 - 7:30 p.m. Open House
6:30 p.m. Formal Presentation

Para Preguntas En Español
Si usted tiene preguntas o comentarios o si simplemente desea más
información sobre este Proyecto en Español, favor de ponerse en
contacto con la señora Elba Lopez, al telefono: 813 975-6403, o correo
electrónico: elba.lopez@dot.state.fl.us.
Right-of-Way Acquisition (ROW) Procedure
We understand that when a transportation project proposes the acquisition
of private property, you may have questions and concerns. To better
educate and inform you about the right-of-way acquisition process and
your rights, the department has created real estate acquisition and
relocation brochures. These brochures and other education materials will
be available at the public hearing.
Copies of the brochures may also be found on our website:
http://www.dot.state.fl.us/rightofway/Documents.shtm
We are interested in hearing your concerns and answering your questions.
We also encourage you to speak with the department’s Project Manager
or a Right-of-Way Representative at your convenience.
Non-Discrimination Laws
Public participation is solicited without regard to race, color, national
origin, age, sex, religion, disability or family status. Persons who require
special accommodations under the Americans with Disabilities Act or
persons who require translation services (free of charge) should contact
Chris Speese, Public Involvement Coordinator, at (813) 975-6405, or by
email to: christopher.speese@dot.state.fl.us at least seven (7) days before
the public hearing.

To provide comments, ask questions, and
make suggestions about the project,
contact:

Kirk Bogen, P.E.

Environmental Management Engineer
813-975-6448
800-226-7220
kirk.bogen@dot.state.fl.us
or

Kris Carson

Public Information Officer
813-975-6202
800-226-7220
kristen.carson@dot.state.fl.us
Send written comments to:

Kirk Bogen, P.E.

Environmental Management Engineer
Florida Department of Transportation
District Seven
11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS 7-500
Tampa, Florida 33612-6456
Email Comments:
kirk.bogen@dot.state.fl.us
You may submit written comments or
other exhibits, in place of or in addition to
oral comments, at the hearing or by
mailing your comments to the address
preprinted on the back of the attached
comment form or enter them on the
project website at http://
active.fdotd7studies.com/us301/sr60-toi4/. All comments or other exhibits must
be postmarked no later than Friday,
March 11, 2016 to become part of the
official public hearing record.

http://active.fdotd7studies.com/us301/sr60-to-i4/
This letter serves as notice to property owners (pursuant to F.S. 339.155) that all or a portion
of their property is within 300 feet of the edge of right-of-way of the proposed project.
However, this does not mean that all properties will be directly affected.
Draft project documents and other
project-related
materials
will
be
displayed,
and
a
PowerPoint
presentation will run continuously during
the open house. A court reporter will be
available to receive comments in a oneon-one setting. Written comments can
also be submitted at the hearing, mailed
to
FDOT,
or
emailed
to
kirk.bogen@dot.state.fl.us.
All comments must be postmarked or
emailed no later than Friday, March 11,
2016.
At 6:30 p.m., FDOT representatives will
begin the formal portion of the hearing,
which will provide an opportunity to
make formal oral public comments.
Following the formal portion of the
hearing, the informal open house will
resume and continue until 7:30 p.m.
You can attend any time during the twohour meeting to review project
information and talk one-on-one with
project
team
members.
FDOT
welcomes and appreciates everyone’s
participation.
If you have any questions about the
project or the scheduled hearing, please
contact:
Kirk Bogen, P.E.
Environmental Management Engineer
(913) 975-6448
kirk.bogen@dot.state.fl.us
Sincerely,

Kirk Bogen, P.E.
Environmental Management Engineer

Draft project documents will be available
for public review at the following locations from
February 8, 2016 to March 11, 2016

78th Street
FDOT District Seven
Community Library
11201 N. McKinley Drive
7625 Palm River Road
Tampa, FL 33612
Tampa, FL 33619
Mon-Fri: 8 a.m. - 5 p.m.
Mon: 12 p.m. - 8 p.m.
Tues: 10 a.m. - 8 p.m.
Wed-Sat: 10 a.m. - 6 p.m.
Sun: Closed
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What is a Project Development and
Environment (PD&E) Study?
A PD&E study is a comprehensive evaluation of social,
cultural, economic and environment effects associated with a
proposed transportation improvement. This analysis enables
the FDOT to reach a decision on the type, location and
conceptual design of proposed improvements for US 301 to
accommodate future traffic demand in a safe and efficient
manner. It represents a combined effort by transportation and
environmental professionals who analyze information and
document the best alternative for a community’s transportation
needs.
The PD&E study efforts are accomplished by working in
cooperation with other state/federal agencies and local
governments. This coordination allows the FDOT to better
determine the effects a transportation project will have on the
natural and human environment. A State Environmental Impact
Report (SEIR) is being prepared, which summarizes the
potential effects to the social, cultural, natural and physical
environment.

US 301 PD&E Study—Public Hearing
alternative, operating conditions are anticipated to worsen with
time, in addition to increased travel delays and traffic
congestion. There is also an increased potential for crashes
along the roadway and at intersections. The no-build
alternative forms the basis for comparison to the viable study
alternatives analyzed for this project.

Recommended Build Alternative
The recommended build alternative was developed after analysis
of anticipated growth and future transportation needs on the

corridor. Two typical sections are being proposed and both will
require additional right-of-way.
The recommended build alternative from SR 60 to just north of
Overpass Road/21st Avenue includes six 11-foot travel lanes
(three in each direction), 7-foot designated buffered bicycle
lanes, a 22-foot raised median, and 5-foot sidewalks with curb
and gutter on both sides of the roadway. The design speed is
45 miles per hour.

SR 60 (Adamo Drive) to Overpass Road/21st Avenue

Project Description and Need
US 301 is a major north-south roadway used for travel through
Hillsborough County. It is an important roadway in the Tampa
Bay area regional transportation network, carrying regional
traffic from west central Florida to other areas of the state and
the nation. The focus on this study is the proposed widening of
the section of US 301 from SR 60 (Adamo Drive) to south of
I-4 (SR 400). As many as 36,000 vehicles per day currently
travel along US 301 and it is important to consider how this
corridor will continue to serve this region in the future.
The need to widen US 301 to six lanes is based on several
factors:


By the year 2040, traffic on US 301 will grow to an
estimated 52,500 vehicles per day, causing the existing
four-lane roadway to operate below desired standards.



US 301 is a designated emergency evacuation route.



US 301 is identified as a regional roadway by the
Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) and is included in the regional roadway network.
It is a critical link in the local and regional transportation
network, supporting a growing economy and the safe
and efficient movement of freight and goods throughout
the state.

The recommended build alternative from just north of Overpass
Road/21st Avenue to just south of I-4, includes six 12-foot travel
lanes (three in each direction), 6.5-foot paved inside shoulders, 7foot designated buffered bicycle lanes, a 30-foot raised median
with curb and gutter in the median and 5-foot sidewalks on both
sides. The design speed is 50 miles per hour.

Overpass Road/21st Avenue to I-4

No-Build Alternative
The no-build alternative, or do-nothing alternative, is
considered a viable alternative and will remain so for the
duration of the study. The no-build alternative assumes that no
improvements will be made to US 301 through the year 2040,
except routine maintenance. Even though there are no design,
right-of-way or construction costs associated with the no-build

An alternatives comparison matrix detailing the potential
relocations, environmental effects, right-of-way needs, and
project costs associated for the recommended build alternative
and the no-build alternative is shown to the right for your
review.
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US 301 PD&E Study—Public Hearing

Environmental Evaluation
FDOT evaluated environmental and socioeconomic factors
related to the proposed widening in accordance with the
FDOT PD&E Manual. The evaluation considered the project’s
effects on threatened and endangered species, wetlands and
floodplains, cultural and historic resources, contamination
sites, right-of-way acquisition and relocations, land use,
stormwater management and permitting, noise, air quality,
construction effects and aesthetics. Based on these
evaluations, we do not anticipate significant effects to the
environment associated with widening US 301.

Access Management
Access management controls the locations where vehicles
can turn through the median. The current access classification
for US 301 from SR 60 to SR 574 is Access Class 5, and from

SR 574 to I-4 is Access Class 3. While modifications to
median openings will be made during the widening alternative,
the proposed Access Classification along US 301 will not
change.
A combination of directional and full access median openings
is proposed. Directional median openings allow only some
turning movements through the median, whereas full access
median openings allow turns in all directions. FDOT considers
driveways and crossroads when planning the median opening
locations. The recommended access management plan
closes six existing median openings and converts five other
existing full median openings to directional median openings.
Seven existing full median openings are recommended to be
maintained. The locations of recommended directional and full
median openings will be shown on the project concepts at the
public hearing.

Alternatives Comparison Matrix

January 2016

The Public Hearing is being held in
the following location:
DATE: March 1, 2016
PLACE: Sheraton Tampa East Hotel
TIME: 5:30 - 7:30 p.m. Open House
6:30 p.m. Formal Presentation

Dear Property Owner or Interested Citizens:
You are invited to attend and participate in the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT),
District Seven public hearing for a Project Development and Environment (PD&E) study for
proposed improvements to US 301 (SR 43) in Hillsborough County, Florida. This public
hearing is being held to allow interested persons an opportunity to provide comments
concerning the location, conceptual design, and social, economic, and environmental effects
of widening US 301 from SR 60 (Adamo Drive) to I-4 (SR 400), a distance of approximately
3.3 miles. The widening of US 301 is proposed as a six lane divided roadway with pedestrian
and bicycle facilities. Additional information may be found at the study website:

We Want Your Input!
A successful project depends on the
public’s participation in the project’s
development.

Florida Department of Transportation, District Seven
US 301 PD&E Study from SR 60 to I-4
11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS 7-500
Tampa, FL 33612-6456
REMAINING PD&E SCHEDULE
Public Hearing
PD&E Study Complete

March 2016
Summer 2016

FUNDING SCHEDULE
FDOT’s Adopted Five-Year Work Program
Fiscal Years 2016 - 2020
PHASE

FUNDING YEAR

Design
Right-of-Way
Construction

Currently Not Funded
Currently Not Funded
Currently Not Funded

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Date:
Tuesday, March 1, 2016
Place:
Sheraton Tampa East Hotel
10221 Princess Palm Avenue
Tampa, FL 33610
Time:
5:30 - 7:30 p.m. Open House
6:30 p.m. Formal Presentation

Para Preguntas En Español
Si usted tiene preguntas o comentarios o si simplemente desea más
información sobre este Proyecto en Español, favor de ponerse en
contacto con la señora Elba Lopez, al telefono: 813 975-6403, o correo
electrónico: elba.lopez@dot.state.fl.us.
Right-of-Way Acquisition (ROW) Procedure
We understand that when a transportation project proposes the acquisition
of private property, you may have questions and concerns. To better
educate and inform you about the right-of-way acquisition process and
your rights, the department has created real estate acquisition and
relocation brochures. These brochures and other education materials will
be available at the public hearing.
Copies of the brochures may also be found on our website:
http://www.dot.state.fl.us/rightofway/Documents.shtm
We are interested in hearing your concerns and answering your questions.
We also encourage you to speak with the department’s Project Manager
or a Right-of-Way Representative at your convenience.
Non-Discrimination Laws
Public participation is solicited without regard to race, color, national
origin, age, sex, religion, disability or family status. Persons who require
special accommodations under the Americans with Disabilities Act or
persons who require translation services (free of charge) should contact
Chris Speese, Public Involvement Coordinator, at (813) 975-6405, or by
email to: christopher.speese@dot.state.fl.us at least seven (7) days before
the public hearing.

To provide comments, ask questions, and
make suggestions about the project,
contact:

Kirk Bogen, P.E.

Environmental Management Engineer
813-975-6448
800-226-7220
kirk.bogen@dot.state.fl.us
or

Kris Carson

Public Information Officer
813-975-6202
800-226-7220
kristen.carson@dot.state.fl.us
Send written comments to:

Kirk Bogen, P.E.

Environmental Management Engineer
Florida Department of Transportation
District Seven
11201 N. McKinley Drive, MS 7-500
Tampa, Florida 33612-6456
Email Comments:
kirk.bogen@dot.state.fl.us
You may submit written comments or
other exhibits, in place of or in addition to
oral comments, at the hearing or by
mailing your comments to the address
preprinted on the back of the attached
comment form or enter them on the
project website at http://
active.fdotd7studies.com/us301/sr60-toi4/. All comments or other exhibits must
be postmarked no later than Friday,
March 11, 2016 to become part of the
official public hearing record.

http://active.fdotd7studies.com/us301/sr60-to-i4/
This letter serves as notice to property owners (pursuant to F.S. 339.155) that all or a portion
of their property is within 300 feet of the edge of right-of-way of the proposed project.
However, this does not mean that all properties will be directly affected.
Draft project documents and other
project-related
materials
will
be
displayed,
and
a
PowerPoint
presentation will run continuously during
the open house. A court reporter will be
available to receive comments in a oneon-one setting. Written comments can
also be submitted at the hearing, mailed
to
FDOT,
or
emailed
to
kirk.bogen@dot.state.fl.us.
All comments must be postmarked or
emailed no later than Friday, March 11,
2016.
At 6:30 p.m., FDOT representatives will
begin the formal portion of the hearing,
which will provide an opportunity to
make formal oral public comments.
Following the formal portion of the
hearing, the informal open house will
resume and continue until 7:30 p.m.
You can attend any time during the twohour meeting to review project
information and talk one-on-one with
project
team
members.
FDOT
welcomes and appreciates everyone’s
participation.
If you have any questions about the
project or the scheduled hearing, please
contact:
Kirk Bogen, P.E.
Environmental Management Engineer
(913) 975-6448
kirk.bogen@dot.state.fl.us
Sincerely,

Kirk Bogen, P.E.
Environmental Management Engineer

Draft project documents will be available
for public review at the following locations from
February 8, 2016 to March 11, 2016

78th Street
FDOT District Seven
Community Library
11201 N. McKinley Drive
7625 Palm River Road
Tampa, FL 33612
Tampa, FL 33619
Mon-Fri: 8 a.m. - 5 p.m.
Mon: 12 p.m. - 8 p.m.
Tues: 10 a.m. - 8 p.m.
Wed-Sat: 10 a.m. - 6 p.m.
Sun: Closed

Board & Committee Agenda Item
Agenda Item
Advanced Notification of PD&E for I-75 Express Lanes from Moccasin
Wallow Rd to North of Bruce B. Downs Blvd
Presenter
Rich Clarendon, MPO staff
Summary
The Florida Department of Transportation is updating a Project
Development and Environment (PD&E) Study of a project to improve the
operational capacity of I-75, by adding two Express Lanes (ELs) in each
direction from south of Moccasin Wallow Road in Manatee County to North
of Bruce B. Downs in Hillsborough County. The length of the study corridor
is approximately43 miles and includes Sun City Center Boulevard (SR
674), Big Bend Road, and Gibsonton Drive, US 301, SR 60, Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr. Boulevard, Interstate 4, Fowler Avenue, and Bruce B.
Downs interchange evaluations.
Previously, two PD&E studies for I-75 from Moccasin Wallow to south of
US 301 (419235-1) and south of US 301 to North of Fletcher (419235-3)
were conducted. They evaluated the corridor for managed or special use
lanes (SULs) in the median of I-75. Both Class of Action determinations
were Type 2 Categorical Exclusion, approved by Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) on March 29, 2007. A public hearing was held May
6, 2010. Since then the FDOT, through the Tampa Bay Express (TBX)
Master Plan document, is revising the number of managed lanes from six
SULs to four ELs along the I-75 corridor. The northern project will be
extended north of Bruce B. Downs to account for transitioning.
FDOT has provided an Advance Notification Package. The MPO and other
reviewing agencies have the opportunity to provide input to regarding a
project's potential effects on the natural, physical, cultural, and community
resources. These comments help to determine whether a proposed project
is feasible. The input provided brings forth issues that need to be
addressed during the PD&E phase. Project information is made available
to the public through the ETDM Public Access Site (https://etdmpub.flaetat.org/est/).
Recommended Action
Solicit committee and public comments.
Prepared By
Plan Hillsborough
planhillsborough.org
planner@plancom.org
813 - 272 - 5940
601 E Kennedy Blvd
18th floor
Tampa, FL, 33602

Rich Clarendon, AICP
Attachments
Advanced Notification Package

$GYDQFH1RWLILFDWLRQ3DFNDJH
Project #14267 - I-75 from Moccasin Wallow Road to North of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard
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II. Fact Sheet
'LVFODLPHU
',6&/$,0(57KH)DFW6KHHWGDWDFRQVLVWVRIWKHPRVWXSWRGDWHLQIRUPDWLRQDYDLODEOHDWWKHWLPHWKH$GYDQFH1RWLILFDWLRQ3DFNDJH
LVSXEOLVKHG8SGDWHVWRWKLVLQIRUPDWLRQPD\EHIRXQGRQWKH(7'0ZHEVLWHDWKWWSHWGPSXEIODHWDWRUJ
6SHFLDO1RWH3OHDVHEHDZDUHRIWKHVHOHFWHG0LOHVWRQHGDWHZKHQYLHZLQJSURMHFWGDWDRQWKH(7'0ZHEVLWH6QDSVKRWVRISURMHFW
DQGDQDO\VLVGDWDKDYHEHHQWDNHQIRU3URMHFWDWYDULRXVSRLQWVWKURXJKRXWWKHSURMHFW VOLIHF\FOH2QWKHZHEVLWHWKHVH
3URMHFW0LOHVWRQH'DWHVDUHOLVWHGLQWKHWKHSURMHFWKHDGHULPPHGLDWHO\DIWHUWKHSURMHFWFRQWDFWLQIRUPDWLRQ&OLFNRQDQ\RIWKH
GDWHVOLVWHGWRYLHZWKHLQIRUPDWLRQDYDLODEOHRQWKDWGDWH

2YHUYLHZ

#14267 I-75 from Moccasin Wallow Road to North of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard
'LVWULFW'LVWULFW'LVWULFW
&RXQW\+LOOVERURXJK0DQDWHH
3ODQQLQJ2UJDQL]DWLRQ)'27'LVWULFW

3ODQ,'1RW$YDLODEOH
)HGHUDO,QYROYHPHQW)+:$)XQGLQJ2WKHU)HGHUDO3HUPLW

3KDVH3URJUDPPLQJ6FUHHQ
)URP0RFFDVLQ:DOORZ5RDG
7R1RUWKRI%UXFH%'RZQV%OYG
)LQDQFLDO0DQDJHPHQW1R


&RQWDFW,QIRUPDWLRQ0HQQD<DVVLQ 0HQQD<DVVLQ#GRWVWDWHIOXV
3URMHFW:HE6LWHKWWSZZZIGRWGVWXGLHVFRP
6QDSVKRW'DWD)URP&XUUHQW'UDIW'DWD

D3XUSRVHDQG1HHG
Capacity
In 2013, the traffic volume on I-75 between Hillsborough/Manatee County Line to
SR 674 was 50,000 Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) with a Level of Service (LOS) B. SR 674 to Big Bend Road
carried 81,000 AADT (LOS C). Between Big Bend Road to Gibsonton Road, the traffic volume on I-75 was 102,500 AADT
with a failing LOS D. The traffic volume on Gibsonton Road to US 301 was 131,000 AADT with failing LOS F. SR 60 to I-4
the traffic volume on I-75 was 132,500 AADT with a failing LOS F. The section of I-75 from I-4 to north of Fowler Avenue
carried 119,000 AADT with a failing LOS E. I-75 between Fowler Avenue to Bruce B. Downs Boulevard was 83,500 AADT
with a LOS C.
The projected future 2040 LOS is unacceptable showing LOS E and F with an AADT ranging between 110,611 and
223,473 as shown in Table 1. Without the proposed improvements, the operating conditions will continue to deteriorate
resulting in unacceptable levels of service for the entire study corridor.
System Linkage
I-75 is a north-south interstate highway that is a major trade and tourism corridor. I-75 is part of the Strategic Intermodal
System (SIS). Preserving the operational integrity and regional functionality of I-75 is critical to mobility, as it is a vital link
in the transportation network that connects the Tampa Bay region to the remainder of the state and the nation.
Social Demands and Economic Development
The University of Florida's Bureau of Economic and Business Research (BEBR) projects that Hillsborough County is
projected to grow to 1,845,013 by 2040 with medium population growth, which is an increase of approximately 45%. The
current population of Hillsborough County is 1,276,410. As the population increases, roadway volumes are projected to
increase as well. Additionally, the US Census (Commuting to Work 2006-2010) shows that workers commute from Pasco
and Hernando Counties to Hillsborough County and vice versa: approximately 51,525 workers drive to Hillsborough
County from Pasco County and an additional 6,902 drive from Hernando County, while 9,548 workers commute from
Hillsborough County to Pasco County and 628 drive to Hernando County. Approximately 505,000 Hillsborough County
residents work within Hillsborough County. Employment is projected to grow from approximately 700,000 to approximately
1,050,000 (a 50% increase) between 2000 and 2040.
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This tremendous growth is largely due to the number of approved new developments, many of which are Developments of
Regional Impact (DRIs), within the project corridor. The substantial new development occurring in Pasco County to the
north is also expected to significantly increase traffic on I-75 and other major routes leading to employment centers in
Hillsborough County.
Legislation / Plan Consistency
The Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization for Transportation's Imagine 2040: Hillsborough Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) (Adopted November 12, 2014) indicates that the express lanes for I-75 are in the 2040 Cost
Feasible list of projects from south of US 301 to north of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard. The portion of the express lanes
from SR 674 to south of US 301 has been identified in the 2040 Needs Plan. South of SR 674, express lanes on I-75 were
not identified.
Modal Interrelationships
I-75 is part of the highway network that provides access to regional intermodal facilities such as the Tampa International
Airport, several general aviation airports, MacDill Air Force Base, a number of seaports, transit stations, cruise ship
terminals and major CSX intermodal rail facilities. As such, I-75 has been designated as an SIS corridor. Improvements to
I-75 within the project limits will enhance access to activity centers in the area, and movement of goods and freight in the
greater Tampa Bay region.
Safety
Table 2 shows the number of crashes along the I-75 corridor between 2009 and 2013 and the safety ratios for the I-75
corridor from Hillsborough/Manatee County Line to Bruce B. Downs Boulevard as compared to the average statewide
crash rates for the same types of facilities. As shown in Table 2, the average crash rate for the I-75 corridor is lower at
0.46 than the statewide average crash rate of 0.744.
Safety within the I-75 corridor will be enhanced due to the additional capacity that will be provided. Roadway congestion
will be reduced, thereby decreasing potential conflict with other vehicles.
Emergency Evacuation
I - 75 is a critical evacuation route and is shown on the Florida Division of Emergency Management's evacuation route
network.

E3URMHFW'HVFULSWLRQ
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) is updating a Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study to
improve the operational capacity of I-75, an existing 6-lane limited access facility, by adding two Express Lanes (ELs) in
each direction from south of Moccasin Wallow Road in Manatee County to North of Bruce B. Downs in Hillsborough
County. The length of the study corridor is approximately43 miles and includes Sun City Center Boulevard (SR 674), Big
Bend Road, and Gibsonton Drive, US 301, SR 60, Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard, Interstate 4, Fowler Avenue, and
Bruce B. Downs interchange evaluations.
Previously, two PD&E Studies for I-75 from Moccasin Wallow to south of US 301 (419235-1) and south of US 301 to
North of Fletcher (419235-3) were conducted. The study evaluated the corridor for managed or special use lanes (SULs)
in the median of I-75. The Programming Screen Summary Reports for the southern and northern portions (project #8001
and #8002) can be referenced in the Environmental Screening Tool (EST) and can be found as an attached document to
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this project. Both Class of Action determinations were Type 2 Categorical Exclusion, approved by Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) on March 29, 2007. The joint public hearing was held May 6, 2010. Since then the FDOT, through
the Tampa Bay Express (TBX) Master Plan document, is revising the number of managed lanes from six SULs to four
ELs along the I-75 corridor. The northern project will be extended north of Bruce B. Downs to account for transitioning. All
updated supporting documentation will be divided into 2 projects, however, the Type 2 Categorical Exclusion will include
the entire length of both projects.

F3UHOLPLQDU\(QYLURQPHQWDO'LVFXVVLRQ
L6RFLDODQG(FRQRPLF
/DQG8VH&KDQJHV
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

Entire Project:
During the Environmental Screening Tool (EST) Geographic Information System (GIS) analysis, the Southwest Florida
Water Management District (SWFWMD) 2011 Florida Land Use and Land Cover screening identified that the five major
existing land uses within the 500-foot project buffer area of the entire corridor are Transportation - 2,132.3 acres (41.3%),
Open Land - 397.5 acres (7.7%), Hardwood Conifer Mixed - 319.6 acres (6.19%), Residential Low Density - 238.1 acres
(4.61%), and Crop Land and Pastureland - 237.1 acres (4.59%). There are 82 Planned Unit Development (PUD) within
the 500-foot project buffer area and 21 Developments of Regional Impact (DRIs).
The Hillsborough County Adopted 2025 Future Land Use Map (amended through June 14, 2015) indicates that in the
southern portion of the project corridor the land use will be primarily Agricultural, Suburban Mixed Use, Community Mixed
Use, and Urban Mixed Use. In the northern portion between US 301 and I-4 the land use is shown to be primarily
Regional Mixed Use (Westfield Brandon Mall) and Urban Mixed Use. From I-4 to Fletcher Avenue it is shown as
Community Mixed Use, Agricultural, and Public/Quasi-public. At the northern terminus, from Fletcher Avenue to north of
Bruce B. Downs Boulevard the land use is shown as primarily Residential and Agricultural.

The Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for Transportation's Imagine 2040: Hillsborough Long
Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) (Adopted November 12, 2014) indicates that the express lanes for I-75 are in the 2040
Cost Feasible list of projects from south of US 301 to north of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard. The portion of the express
lanes from SR 674 to south of US 301 has been identified in the 2040 Needs Plan. South of SR 674, express lanes on I75 were not identified.
The proposed project is not expected to require significant additional right-of-way (ROW). However, the additional ROW
will not affect the future land use patterns in the study area.
6RFLDO
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

Entire Project:
Social resources are listed in Contaminated Sites, Aesthetics, Land Use, Economic, Mobility, Recreation Areas, and
Historic and Archaeological Sites.
The EST Sociocultural Data Report (SDR) was used for demographic data (the SDR can be found within the Community
Coordination section of the EST). The SDR uses the Census 2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data and reflects
the approximation of the population based on area of the 500-foot project buffer area intersecting the Census block
groups along the entire project corridor. Using the 500-foot buffer, the SDR identified the following demographics:
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Population and Income
The SDR identified 2,098 households with a population of 5,809 people. The median family income is $60,170. Several
households are below poverty level (13.39%) but only 2.62% of households receive public assistance income.
Race and Ethnicity
The minority population makes up 36.86% of the total population and is comprised of "Black or African American Alone"
with a population of 1,236 persons (21.28%), "Some Other Race Alone" with a population of 385 persons (6.63%), "Asian
Alone" with a population of 249 persons (4.29%), "Claimed 2 or More Races" with a population of 223 persons (3.84%),
American Indian or Alaska Native Alone with a population of 27 persons (0.46%), and Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific
Islander Alone with a population of 20 persons (0.34%). There are 1,364 persons (23.48%) that have a "Hispanic or Latino
of Any Race" ethnicity.
To conduct a detailed analysis of minority totals within the Census Block Groups the 2010 US Census Block Data was
utilized since it provides more information than the SDR for this type of data. This data gives totals for the entire Census
block group and does not reflect the approximation of the population based on the 500-foot buffer area intersecting the
Census block groups. This data identified 49 block groups with a total population of 12,977 people that have a minority
population greater than 40%. These block groups are distributed evenly throughout the entire project corridor. It is
anticipated that this project will have no adverse effects to these minority areas, but during Project Development, the
Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) will further analyze improvements in these areas to avoid disproportionately
high or adverse effects to any distinct minority populations identified in that area.
Ageand Disability
The median age is 33 and persons 65 and over comprise 8.49% of the population. There are 290 people (8.18%)
between the ages of 16 and 64 that have a disability.
Housing
There are 2,374 housing units. The housing consists of single family units (57%), multi-family units (35%), and mobile
home units (8%). These units are owner occupied (47%), renter occupied (41%), and vacant units (12%).
Language
There are 39 persons (0.74%) that speak English "not at all" and 153 persons (2.89%) that speak English "not well".
Based on US DOT Policy Guidance, the FDOT has identified four factors to help determine if Limited English Proficiency
(LEP) services would be required as listed in the FDOT PD&E Manual,
Part 1, Chapter 11, Section 11.1.2.2. Based on a review of these factors and the fact that LEP population accounts for
3.63% of the population for this project, LEP services may be required. Refinement of the LEP population totals and
requirements will be further evaluated in Project Development as part of the public involvement efforts.
Social Resources
The EST GIS analysis identified within the 500-foot project buffer area:
- Vandenberg Airport (Aviation Transportation Facility)
- Six Existing Recreational Trails; Alafia River Trail, Golden Aster Scrub Preserve Trail, Hillsborough River Park State
Recreational Trail, Little Manatee River State Trail, Lower Hillsborough Wilderness Preserve Trail, and University
Flatwoods Bikeway
- Two local Florida Parks and Recreational Facility Boundaries; Williams and Tanner Road ad Golden Aster Scrub
Preserve and Trails
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- South Coast Greenway Corridor (Office of Greenways and Trails [OGT] Hiking Trail Priority)
- Three OGT Multi-use Trail Opportunities; Hillsborough Polk Connector, Pasco County to Tampa Bypass Canal, and
South Coast Greenway Corridors
- Two OGT Paddling Trail Opportunities; Hillsborough River and Little Manatee River State Paddling Trails
- Seven Public Lands; Golden Aster Scrub Nature Preserve, Cypress Creek Preserve, Cockroach Creek Greenway, New
Tampa Nature Park, Bullfrog Creek Wildlife and Environmental Area, Little Manatee River, and Lower Hillsborough Flood
Detention Area
- Six Religious Centers
- One Geocoded Social Service Facility
A proactive public involvement approach will be implemented for the project to ensure that opportunity is given to all
residents and businesses along the corridor to provide input into this project.
While additional ROW may be required, the project will be designed to minimize potential relocation impacts to the
greatest extent practicable. All relocation activities will be implemented so that there are no disproportionate adverse
impacts to any distinct minority, ethnic, elderly, or handicapped groups and/or low-income households. This project will be
developed in accordance with the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Act of 1968, along with Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act, Executive Order 12898 (Environmental Justice) which requires federal agencies to take the appropriate steps
to identify and address any disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of federal
programs, policies, and activities on minority and low-income populations. Where there is potential for disproportionately
high and adverse effects on minority and low-income populations, proactive measures will be taken to involve the affected
community in the decisions related to alternative selection, impact analysis, and mitigation.

5HORFDWLRQ3RWHQWLDO
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

Entire Project:
During the EST GIS analysis, the SWFWMD 2011 Florida Land Use and Land Cover screening identified that the five
major existing land uses within the 500-foot project buffer area Transportation, Open Land, Hardwood Conifer Mixed,
Residential Low Density, and Crop Land and Pastureland. There are two Mobile Home Parks (MHP) located within the
500-foot project buffer area; Fern Valley MHP and C & B MHP.
The SWFWMD Residential Areas 2011 data shows that residential areas within the alternative's 500-foot project buffer
area include:
Residential Low Density - 238.1 acres (4.61%)
Residential High Density - 118.2 acres (2.29%)
Residential Medium Density - 87.4 acres (1.69%)
Relocations may be required for the project. A review of the conceptual design plans shows the need for additional ROW
for the SR 674, Big Bend Road and Gibsonton Drive interchange along with in the vicinity of the SR 60, I-4, and Fletcher
Avenue interchanges and along sections of I-75 from north of SR 60 to north of I-4 and from north of Fowler Avenue to
north of Fletcher Avenue. The majority of these relocations are due to ROW acquisitions needed for interchange
improvements. Pond siting was not completed as part of this PD&E Study and, therefore, the potential relocations
associated with stormwater retention ponds and/or floodplain compensation ponds were not yet evaluated. While
additional ROW will be required, the project will be designed to minimize potential relocation impacts to the greatest
extent practicable. The project will be evaluated for disproportionately high and adverse effects, and, where it is found that
disproportionate impacts would result, every effort will be made to avoid or minimize those impacts and, where impacts
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are unavoidable, special public outreach will be undertaken to involve the affected population in the decisions regarding
the alternatives, including mitigation, if needed.
If relocations are required a Conceptual Stage Relocation Plan (CSRP) will be prepared as part of this project. In order to
minimize the unavoidable effects of ROW acquisition and displacement of people, the FDOT will carry out a ROW and
relocation program in accordance with FS 339.09 and the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
Policies Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-646 as amended by Public Law 100-17).
)DUPODQGV
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South (Moccasin Wallow Road to South of US 301):
A review of the conceptual design plans shows the need for additional ROW for the SR 674, Big Bend Road and
Gibsonton Drive interchange locations only. In addition, it has been determined that these three interchanges are located
within the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Urbanized Area for Tampa Bay and thus coordination with the Natural
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) is not required. Since no additional ROW is required for the implementation of
the mainline improvements to I-75, coordination with the NRCS for farmlands (Form AD-1006) is not required at this time.
Should future project phases require the acquisition of ROW for the purposes of pond siting or future design changes, a
reevaluation of the Farmland Assessment would be conducted at that time.
North (South of US 301 to North of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard):
Implementation of the proposed improvements would require the acquisition of an estimated 109.9 acres of additional
ROW. This additional ROW will be needed mostly in the vicinity of the SR 60, I-4, and Fletcher Avenue interchanges and
along sections of I-75 from north of SR 60 to north of I-4 and from north of Fowler Avenue to north of Fletcher Avenue.
The project's study area is entirely located within the FHWA-approved urbanized area of Tampa-St. Petersburg and does
not meet the definition of farmland as defined in 7 CFR 658.
Therefore, the provisions of the Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1984 do not apply to this project. Should future project
phases require the acquisition of ROW for the purposes of pond siting or future design changes, a reevaluation of the
Farmlands involvement would be conducted at that time.
$HVWKHWLF(IIHFWV
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Entire Project:
There are two existing concrete noise barriers along the corridor; ID Nos. 972 and 374. The proposed project is located
near primarily transportation, open land, hardwood conifer mixed, low density residential, and crop land and pastureland
uses as described under the Relocation issue. This project will maintain these land uses and would not change the
current aesthetics in the area.
The proposed project would widen I-75 within the existing median. This would prevent the encroachment of the highway
closer to the existing residential areas and minimize project effects to the local community. Additionally, it should also be
noted that the potential for noise barriers could become a negative appeal to local residents. The FDOT is committed to
gathering input from the community and obtaining a positive desire for noise barriers prior to committing to their
construction.
(FRQRPLF
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

Entire Project:
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A review of the EST GIS analysis data indicates that within the 500-foot project buffer area there are 82 PUD and 21
DRIs.
A portion of the project is located within the Hillsborough County (EZ-2902) Enterprise Zone. An Enterprise Zone is a
specific geographic area targeted for economic revitalization. Enterprise Zones encourage economic growth and
investment in distressed areas by offering tax advantages and incentives to businesses locating within the zone
boundaries. Currently there are 57 Enterprise Zones located within Florida.
The University of Florida's Bureau of Economic and Business Research (BEBR) shows that Hillsborough County is
projected to grow to 1,845,013 by 2040 with medium population growth, which is an increase of approximately 45%. The
current population of Hillsborough County is 1,276,410. As the population increases, roadway volumes are projected to
increase as well. Additionally, the US Census (Commuting to Work 2006-2010) shows that workers commute from Pasco
and Hernando Counties to Hillsborough County and vice versa: approximately 51,525 workers drive to Hillsborough
County from Pasco County and an additional 6,902 drive from Hernando County, while 9,548 workers commute from
Hillsborough County to Pasco County and 628 drive to Hernando County. Approximately 505,000 Hillsborough County
residents work within Hillsborough County. Employment is projected to grow from approximately 700,000 to approximately
1,050,000 (a 50% increase) between 2000 and 2040.
This tremendous growth is largely due to the number of approved new developments, many of which are DRIs, within the
project corridor. The substantial new development occurring in Pasco County to the north is also expected to significantly
increase traffic on I-75 and other major routes leading to employment centers in Hillsborough County.

0RELOLW\
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Entire Project:
Within the 500-foot project buffer area of the entire project corridor, the EST GIS analysis identified the Vandenberg
Airport, 10 Bus Transit Routes, six existing recreational trails, one Office of Greenways and Trails (OGT) Hiking Trail
Priority, three OGT Multi-Use Trails Opportunities, two OGT Paddling Trails Opportunities, and two Mobile Home and RV
Parks. The I-75 corridor crosses over railroad tracks just south of Woodberry Road and at Broadway Avenue in Brandon.
It should also be noted that the Tampa Executive Airport is with 1/4-mile of the project corridor.
I-75 is part of the highway network that provides access to regional intermodal facilities such as the Tampa International
Airport, several general aviation airports, MacDill Air Force Base, a number of seaports, transit stations, cruise ship
terminals and major CSX intermodal rail facilities. As such, I-75 has been designated as an SIS corridor. Improvements to
I-75 within the project limits will enhance access to activity centers in the area, and movement of goods and freight in the
greater Tampa Bay region.
The project's effect on other modes of transportation such as pedestrian, bicycle, and transit will be dependent on the
design of the interchanges as well as the existing overpasses that may need to be reconfigured during project
implementation. Inclusion of such treatments will be considered during the final design phase. Additionally, there are
proposed recreational trails within the project area that may require consideration during the final design phase.
The proposed project retains the existing outside ROW for future use as a potential multimodal envelope. This may
include future rail or high speed bus and will be coordinated during future project phases, if required. Minor changes in
travel patterns could occur at the Big Bend Road interchange due to proposed new ramps which could affect access to
Old Big Bend Road.
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Entire Project:
The proposed project would widen the existing I-75 mainline facility within the median. Therefore the Bullfrog Creek
Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area, Cockroach Creek Greenway and the Little Manatee River Preserve,
Tampa Bypass Canal, Bolding Tract, the Temple Terrace Sports Complex, Eureka Springs Park, the Lettuce Lake
Regional Park, the Hillsborough River State Recreational Trail, the New Tampa Nature Park, the Flatwoods Wilderness
Park, the Jefferson Road Equestrian Area Trails, the Trout Creek Trails, and the two walkthrough facilities provided for
hikers, birders, and bank fishermen at the intersection of the Tampa Bypass Canal with Fowler Avenue. The FDOT is
currently coordinating with the agencies in charge of managing adjacent resources.
Construction impacts to these resources will be avoided through application of Best Management Practices (BMPs) and
adherence to FDOT's Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction.
The FDOT will take all measures to develop avoidance alternatives and/or measures to minimize harm to these resources
to the greatest extent practicable.
+LVWRULFDQG$UFKDHRORJLFDO6LWHV
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South (Moccasin Wallow Road to South of US 301):
The FDOT prepared a Cultural Resource Assessment Survey (CRAS) Report for the proposed project.
Background information revealed 10 archaeological sites and one resource group located within or adjacent to the
project's Area of Potential Affect (APE). As a result of field surveys, evidence was found at only three of the 10
archaeological sites identified during background research. None of these sites were considered potentially eligible for
listing in the National Registry of Historic Places (NRHP). One new archaeological site and one archeological occurrence
(AO) were also discovered. The newly discovered archaeological site was not considered eligible for listing in the NRHP
and the AO was not considered significant and did not warrant further study.
Background research indicated one previously recorded historic resource formerly located within the I-75 project APE was
demolished in 1998. Field surveys resulted in the identification and evaluation of eight newly discovered historic
structures. All were residential buildings, constructed between ca. 1945 and ca. 1960. All of these structures represent
commonly occurring types of architecture for the area and thus none were considered potentially eligible for listing in the
NRHP.
The Florida Department of State, Division of Historical Resources (SHPO) determined in a letter dated January 19, 2010,
that the proposed project will have no adverse effect on any resources on or eligible for inclusion in the NRHP.
A CRAS Addendum will be included in the current PD&E Study.
North (South of US 301 to North of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard):
The FDOT prepared a Cultural Resource Assessment Survey (CRAS) Report for the proposed project.
Background research resulted in the identification of 29 archaeological sites located within or adjacent to the project APE.
Of these, 12 sites were evaluated by the SHPO as eligible for listing in the NRHP. As a result of the field survey, cultural
materials associated with 10 of the previously recorded sites were recovered and two archaeological occurrences (AOs)
were newly discovered. No evidence of the other 19 previously recorded sites was found.
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Of the 10 previously recorded sites discovered within the I-75 project APE, six sites (8HI99, 8HI472, 8HI476A, 8HI476B,
8HI507, 8HI510) were determined NRHP-eligible. However, based on the limited cultural materials recovered, the lack of
additional information of significance to the FDOT's understanding of regional prehistory, and the extensive amount of
disturbance to most of these sites within the project APE, the portion of each NRHP-eligible site located within the I-75
project APE was not considered contributing to the significance of the resource. Thus, project development will have no
involvement with any archaeological sites that are listed, determined eligible, or considered potentially eligible for listing in
the NRHP. No further archaeological survey was recommended.
Background research and historical/architectural field survey of the project APE resulted in the identification of eight
previously recorded historic resources and 15 newly identified resources, including two resource groups (historic railroad
corridors).
With one exception, all the previously recorded historic resources were evaluated by the SHPO as ineligible for the
NRHP; 8HI7840 was not evaluated.
None of the 15 newly recorded historic resources were considered potentially eligible for the NRHP, either individually or
as part of a historic district. The 13 Frame and Masonry Vernacular style residential and commercial buildings,
constructed between 1930 and 1959, represent unexceptional examples of their respective kind; the integrity of most have
been compromised by unsympathetic alterations and additions.
Two newly recorded railroad corridors (8HI11481 and 8HI11482) - once historically part of the Seaboard Air Line and
Atlantic Coast Line, respectively - have been altered by modern upgrades. While insufficient information exists to assess
the significance of each railroad corridor, as located within the I-75 project APE, both 8HI11481 and 8HI11482 are
considered ineligible for listing in the NRHP.
Originally recorded and evaluated in 2003 as ineligible for listing in the NRHP, updated historical research, including
informant information, suggests that 8HI8742, a Frame Vernacular style residence located at 10426 Tanner Road, is
potentially NRHP-eligible. Constructed ca. 1891, the Tanner Residence was considered significant at the local level under
Criterion A for its association with the early settlement of this portion of Hillsborough County, and under Criterion C as a
fine example of early 20th century rural vernacular architecture. In addition to the residence, the boundary of this historic
resource included the surrounding 1.28-acre parcel and the adjacent 1.42-acre property which contained a barn structure
and historic orange grove, respectively. In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966,
as amended, and its implementing regulations, a Draft Section 106 Consultation Case Study Report was prepared to
evaluate the effects of the proposed undertaking on the potentially eligible property.
In a letter dated January 19, 2010, SHPO concurred with the findings and recommendations of the CRAS report.
A CRAS Addendum will be included in the current PD&E Study.

5HFUHDWLRQ$UHDV
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Entire Project:
Locations of boating, fishing, canoeing, hiking, nature study, and birding - within the 1-mile project buffer area, including
the Tampa Bypass Canal, Bolding Tract, the Temple Terrace Sports Complex, Eureka Springs Park, and the Lettuce Lake
Regional Park, the Hillsborough River State Recreational Trail, the New Tampa Nature Park, the Flatwoods Wilderness
Park, the Jefferson Rd Equestrian Area Trails, and the Trout Creek Trails Bullfrog Creek Mitigation Park Wildlife and
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Environmental Area, Cockroach Creek Greenway, Golden Aster Scrub Nature Preserve, Little Manatee River and Little
Manatee River Preserve Trails, Vance Vogel Park and the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve. There are two walkthrough
facilities provided for hikers, birders, and bank fishermen at the intersection of the Tampa Bypass Canal with Fowler
Avenue. The Lower Hillsborough Flood Detention Area is also in the project area.
The proposed project would widen the existing I-75 mainline facility within the median and, therefore, none of these
resources are anticipated to be directly or indirectly impacted by the proposed improvements to I-75.
Construction impacts to these resources will be avoided through application of BMP and adherence to FDOT's Standard
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction.
&XOWXUDO5HVRXUFHV'DWD5HSRUW
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South (Moccasin Wallow Road to South of US 301):
The FDOT completed a Wetland Evaluation and Biological Assessment Report (WEBAR) for the proposed project.
A total of 111 jurisdictional wetland and surface waters and 74 other surface waters (OSWs) were identified and mapped
along the project corridor. Ten (10) jurisdictional habitat types are present within the ROW, with a total potential wetland
impact area of approximately 45.18 acres. An additional 5.33 acres of impacts to OSWs is also possible. The total
acreage of wetlands and jurisdictional surfaces waters within the existing ROW is approximately 88.80 acres and
approximately 14.61 acres of OSWs. Surface waters proposed for impact consist primarily of ditches and ponds that are
located within the existing interchanges. Most of the proposed project's impacts will occur within the median of the existing
facility and within the interchange areas. Wetlands which may be impacted are generally of low to moderate quality with
existing disturbances from previous roadway construction, maintenance activities and prevalence of nuisance and exotic
species. Wetland impacts due to the construction of this proposed project are anticipated to be mitigated pursuant to
373.4137, F.S., or by the creation, enhancement, or preservation of wetlands within the project's watershed to satisfy all
mitigation requirements of Part IV, Chapter 373, F.S. and 33 USC. 1344.
The Uniform Mitigation Assessment Method (UMAM) was conducted to evaluate preliminary wetland functions and values
for representative wetlands for each type of wetland identified along the project corridor for the Recommended Alternative.
UMAM analysis was conducted for representative wetland habitats and was not conducted for other surface water
systems.
Scores range from 0.30 to 0.77, with potential functional loss calculated to be approximately 25.31 for impacts associated
with the Recommended Alternative.
A WEBAR Addendum will be included in the current PD&E study.
North (South of US 301 to North of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard):
A WEBAR was prepared as part of this project.
Sixty-nine wetlands and 29 surface waters were observed, classified, and documented. Thirteen jurisdictional habitat
types were also present within the ROW. The UMAM was applied to evaluate preliminary wetland functions and values for
representative wetlands for each type of wetland identified along the project corridor for the recommended alternative.
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The total areas of wetlands and jurisdictional surface waters within the existing ROW are approximately 85.85 acres and
45.77 acres, respectively. Most of the wetland impacts associated with the recommended alternative improvements will
occur within the median of the existing facility and within the interchange areas.
Wetlands that may be impacted are generally of low to moderate quality with existing disturbances from previous roadway
construction, maintenance activities, and prevalence of nuisance and exotic species. The total potential wetland impact
area is approximately 60.34 acres. An additional 10.60 acres of impacts is also possible to other surface waters. UMAM
scores ranged from 0.27 to 0.80. The total potential functional loss for impacts associated with the recommended
alternative was calculated to be approximately 27.16.
Wetland impacts due to the construction of this project are anticipated to be mitigated pursuant to 373.4137, FS, or by the
creation, enhancement, or preservation of wetlands within the project's watershed. A WEBAR Addendum will be included
in the current PD&E study.
:DWHU4XDOLW\DQG4XDQWLW\
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South (Moccasin Wallow Road to South of US 301):
The FDOT completed a Water Quality Impact Evaluation (WQIE) checklist for this project and it is contained in the project
files. In addition, an Alternative Stormwater Management Facilities Report (ASMFR) was also prepared. The proposed
stormwater facility design will include, at a minimum, the requirements for stormwater treatment as required by SWFWMD
in Chapter 40E-4 FAC. This includes additional treatment for discharges to OFWs and impaired waters.
The Little Manatee River, within the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve, is characterized as an Outstanding Florida Waters.
The design of stormwater management systems will incorporate the most current rules of SWFWMD.
The FDEP Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) nutrient loading criteria are expected to supersede the current water quality
criteria at the time of permit applications. An updated WQIE will be included in the current PD&E study.
North (South of US 301 to North of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard):
A Water Quality Impact Evaluation (WQIE) checklist, completed as part of this project, is available in the project files. In
addition, a Pond Sizing Technical Memorandum (PSTM) was also prepared. The proposed stormwater facility design will
include, at a minimum, the requirements for stormwater treatment as required by SWFWMD in Chapter 40E-4 FAC.
The Hillsborough River is characterized as an Outstanding Florida Water.
The design of stormwater management systems will incorporate the most current rules of SWFWMD.
The FDEP's TMDL nutrient loading criteria are expected to supersede the current water quality criteria at the time of the
permit application. An updated WQIE will be included in the current PD&E study.
)ORRGSODLQV
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

South (Moccasin Wallow Road to South of US 301):
The FDOT prepared a Location Hydraulic Report (LHR) to address base floodplain encroachments and to evaluate the
impacts of the proposed improvements on each floodplain in accordance with Chapter 24 of the FDOT PD&E Manual.
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Field inspections were conducted in April 2008 to identify any obvious drainage problems. Additionally, local maintenance
offices as well as asset management contractors were contacted to determine any history of flooding problems within the
study area. As a result of this evaluation and coordination, no flooding problems associated with existing drainage
conditions have been identified within the study limits.
The majority of the encroachments will be longitudinal with some transverse encroachments associated with additional
embankment for the bridge approaches. Floodplain compensation sites (FPC) sites will be provided for volume
compensation for all floodplain impacts as a result of the expected floodplain encroachments.
There are 11 Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) designates special flood hazard areas within the existing
study limits. For the ultimate-design typical section (assuming use of entire ROW), the flood hazard areas were evaluated
to determine the potential maximum floodplain encroachments. The existing roadway is above the 100-year floodplain
elevations and is not included as an encroachment. The existing roadside and median swales within the 100-year
floodplain elevation limits, as shown on the Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs), are included as potential areas where
floodplain encroachments may occur. These areas will be refined during the design phase when more detailed survey and
stormwater management facility siting information is available.
All of the floodplain encroachments resulting from the proposed improvements are expected to be minimal due to the
proposed alignment following the same alignment as the existing roadway. In addition to expected floodplain
encroachments, there are three regulated floodway areas within the study limits. A No-Rise Certification and a
conveyance analysis will be required during the subsequent design phase, at all regulated floodway crossings to ensure
there is no net loss of historic storage or other impacts to offsite properties due to the proposed improvements.
Based on the FDOT's floodplain categories, this project falls under Category 4: "Projects on Existing Alignment Involving
Replacement of Existing Drainage Structures with No Record of Drainage Problems". Floodplain encroachments do not
vary significantly with any of the alternatives and FPC sites will be provided for volume compensation for all floodplain
impacts as a result of the floodplain encroachments: The proposed structures will perform hydraulically in a manner equal
to or greater than the existing structures, and backwater surface elevations are not expected to increase. As a result,
there will be no significant adverse impacts on natural and beneficial floodplain values. There will be no significant change
in flood risk, and there will not be a significant change in the potential for interruption or termination of emergency service
or emergency evacuation routes. Therefore, it has been determined that this encroachment is not significant.
An LHR Addendum will be prepared for this study.
North (South of US 301 to North of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard):
An LHR has been prepared as part of this project to address base floodplain encroachments and to evaluate the impacts
of the proposed improvements on each floodplain in accordance with Chapter 24 of the FDOT PD&E Manual. Additionally,
local maintenance offices and asset management contractors were contacted to determine any history of flooding
problems within the study area. As a result of this evaluation and coordination, no flooding problems associated with
existing drainage conditions have been identified within the study limits.
For the ultimate-design typical section (assuming use of entire I-75 ROW), the flood hazard areas were evaluated to
determine the potential maximum floodplain encroachments. The existing roadway is above the 100-year floodplain
elevations and is not included as an encroachment. The existing roadside and median swales within the 100-year
floodplain elevation limits, as shown on the FIRMs, are included as potential areas where floodplain encroachments may
occur. The floodplain encroachments resulting from the proposed project are expected to be minimal because the
proposed alignment would follow the same general alignment as the existing roadway. The majority of the 100-year
floodplain encroachments would be longitudinal. There are seven areas where transverse encroachments may occur.
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FPC sites will provide volume compensation (cup for cup) for all floodplain impacts resulting from floodplain
encroachments.
The 100-year floodplain encroachment areas will be refined during the final design phase when more detailed survey and
stormwater management facility siting information is available.
According to the Floodway Boundary Maps and coordination with the FEMA representatives for Hillsborough County, the
project crosses two regulatory floodways: Delaney Creek, which crosses I-75 at Station 1439+60 and Cow House Slough,
which crosses I-75 at Station 1925+00.
It is anticipated that the floodways will not be adversely affected for the following reasons:
- Hydrologic and hydraulic analysis will be performed using standard engineering practice to demonstrate there will not be
an increase in flood levels.
- The project's drainage design will be consistent with FEMA, FDOT, and SWFWMD's Stormwater Management Master
Plan design guidelines. Therefore, no significant changes in base flood elevations or limits will occur.
- Encroachments into the floodplain will be mitigated for by providing compensation within the same floodplain.
A No-Rise Certification and a conveyance analysis will be required, during the subsequent final design phase, at all
regulated floodway crossings to ensure there is no net loss of historic storage or other impacts to offsite properties due to
the proposed improvements.
Based on the FDOT's floodplain categories, this project falls under Category 4: "Projects on Existing Alignment Involving
Replacement of Existing Drainage Structures with No Record of Drainage Problems". Floodplain encroachments do not
vary significantly with any of the alternatives and FPC sites will be provided for volume compensation for all floodplain
impacts as a result of the floodplain encroachments:
The proposed structures will perform hydraulically in a manner equal to or greater than the existing structures, and
backwater surface elevations are not expected to increase. As a result, there will be no significant adverse impacts on
natural and beneficial floodplain values. There will be no significant change in flood risk, and there will not be a significant
change in the potential for interruption or termination of emergency service or emergency evacuation routes.
Therefore, it has been determined that this encroachment is not significant.
An LHR Addendum will be prepared for this study.
&RDVWDO=RQH&RQVLVWHQF\
&RDVWDO=RQH&RQVLVWHQF\'HWHUPLQDWLRQLV5HTXLUHG<HV
3URMHFWLVVXEMHFWWRDFRQVLVWHQF\UHYLHZDVUHTXLUHGE\&)5

:LOGOLIHDQG+DELWDW
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

South (Moccasin Wallow Road to South of US 301):
The FDOT has prepared a WEBAR for the proposed project, which also included an evaluation of potentially affected
species.
Federally protected species which may be affected by the project include the eastern indigo snake, Florida golden aster,
Florida scrub jay, West Indian manatee and wood stork. The WEBAR noted that the project would have no affect on the
American alligator. The bald eagle is afforded federal protection through the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the
Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA). Two bald eagle nests were documented to be within 660-feet of the I-75
corridor. Field reviews were conducted to verify the presence of these nests in November 2008. During these reviews no
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nests were documented as being at the documented locations; however, that inspections would occur again during the
nesting season prior to construction activities commencing. Multiple avenues of protection will be employed to negate and
minimize any potential affects to these species.
State protected species which may be affected by the project include all of the above mentioned species, with the
exception of the bald eagle. Additional state species include the American oystercatcher, black skimmer, Florida sandhill
crane, gopher tortoise, least tern, little blue heron, reddish egret, roseate spoonbill, and tricolored heron. The same
measures of protection discussed above will also be employed to minimize and negate any potential affect to these
species.
Although habitat near this project may support protected species, construction of this project predominantly within or
adjacent to the existing right-of-way is unlikely to adversely affect resources protected by the Endangered Species Act of
1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1513 et. seq.). The WEBAR determined that the proposed project improvements are not
likely to have an adverse affect on any federally or state protected species.
A WEBAR Addendum will be included in the current PD&E study.
North (South of US 301 to North of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard):
A WEBAR was prepared as part of this project which included an evaluation of potentially affected species.
Federally protected species that may be affected, but are not likely to be adversely affected by the project include the
Florida wood stork and eastern indigo snake. The project will have no effect on the Florida scrub-jay.
State protected species that may be affected, but are not likely to be adversely affected by the project include the above
mentioned species and the wading birds (including the limpkin, white ibis, little blue heron, snowy egret, tricolored heron,
and roseate spoonbill), the gopher tortoise and its commensal species, the bald eagle, the Florida sandhill crane, the
southeastern American kestrel, the least tern, and Sherman's fox squirrel.
No listed plant species were observed within the project area. Therefore, the project is not anticipated to adversely affect
protected plant species.
Multiple measures will be employed to negate and minimize any potential affects to all protected species occurring or
potentially to occur in the study area. Some of the measures employed will include BMP during construction, adherence to
FDOT's Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction, and utilization of special provisions for the eastern
indigo snake. The WEBAR indicated that the proposed project improvements are not likely to adversely affect the
existence of any federally and/or state-listed threatened or endangered species, even though some are known and/or
expected to occur in the study area. In addition, WEBAR noted that the project is not near, and will not affect, any areas
designated as critical habitat by the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).
A WEBAR Addendum will be included in the current PD&E study.
&RDVWDODQG0DULQH
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

South (Moccasin Wallow Road to South of US 301):
The FDOT conducted an Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) Assessment as part of preparing the WEBAR. Interagency
coordination between FDOT and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) resulted in a list of Major EFH categories for
managed species in the Gulf of Mexico. A list of the species considered to potentially utilize the Little Manatee and Alafia
River habitats is Red Drub (Sciaenops ocillatus), White Shrimp (penaeus setiferus), Gag Grouper (Mycteroperca
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microlepis), and Gray Snapper (Lutjanus griseus).
An updated EFH evaluation will be included in the WEBAR Addendum during the current PD&E study.
North (South of US 301 to North of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard):
An EFH Assessment was conducted as part of preparing the WEBAR. The WEBAR concluded that this project would not
affect any essential fish habitats.
An updated EFH evaluation will be included in the WEBAR Addendum during the current PD&E study.
LY3K\VLFDO
1RLVH
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

South (Moccasin Wallow Road to South of US 301):
The FDOT prepared a Noise Study Report (NSR) for the proposed project.
Within the project limits, 979 noise sensitive sites have the potential to be affected by traffic noise with the proposed
improvements. The sites consist of 975 single-family residences, common use pools in two subdivisions, an assisted
living facility (Cypress Creek Assisted Living Residence), and the recreational area of a school (Spoto High School).
The results of the analysis indicated that existing (2007) and future (2035) traffic noise levels without the proposed
improvements to I-75 (No Build alternative) approach, meet, or exceed the FHWA's Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC) at
502 of the evaluated noise-sensitive sites. And, in the future (2035) with the proposed improvements (Build alternative),
traffic noise levels would approach, meet, or exceed the NAC at 852 of the evaluated sites. Notably, when compared to
existing conditions, traffic noise levels are not predicted to increase greater than 8.6 dBA with the proposed improvements
to I-75. As such, none of the sites would experience a substantialincrease in traffic noise (15 dBA or more) as a result of
the project.
Noise abatement measures were evaluated for each of the 852 affected sites. The measures were traffic management,
alternative roadway alignments, buffer zones, and noise barriers. Based on the results of the analysis, traffic management
and alternative roadway alignments would not be reasonable methods of reducing predicted traffic noise impacts at the
affected sites. Further, providing a buffer between the highway and future noise-sensitive land uses can be implemented
as part of the local land use planning process so this measure is not considered a reasonable method of abating future
traffic noise at existing noise-sensitive sites.
The results of the analysis indicate that construction of noise barriers is potentially both a feasible and reasonable
abatement method to reduce predicted traffic noise levels at up to 828 of the 852 affected sites. There do not appear to be
any feasible and reasonable methods to reduce predicted traffic noise at the remaining 24 sites.
An updated NSR will be included in the current PD&E study.
North (South of US 301 to North of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard):
An NSR was prepared as part of this project.
Within the project limits, 2,617 noise sensitive sites have the potential to be affected by traffic noise with the proposed
improvements. Of these sites, 2,570 sites are private residences (814 single-family residences and 1,756 multi-family
residences). Also, there are 33 sites located at recreational areas, 7 sites are churches, 6 sites are located at hotels
(interior), and the remaining site is a school (Hillsborough Community College).
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The results of the analysis indicated that existing (2007) and future (2035) No Build Alternative traffic noise levels
approach, meet, or exceed the FHWA's NAC at 467 of the evaluated noise sensitive sites. Future (2035) Build Alternative
traffic noise levels would approach, meet, or exceed the NAC at 944 of the evaluated sites. Notably, when compared to
existing conditions, traffic noise levels are not predicted to increase greater than 10.5 dBA with the proposed
improvements to I-75. As such, none of the sites would experience a substantial increase in traffic noise (15 dBA or more)
as a result of the project. It should also be noted that some sites may experience a decrease in predicted traffic noise
levels (up to 4.3 dBA) with the proposed improvements. This can be attributed to the sites being shielded from other
roadways by portions of the proposed roadway that may be constructed on fill, acting as a barrier.
Noise abatement measures were evaluated for each of the 944 affected sites. The measures were traffic management,
alternative roadway alignments, buffer zones, and noise barriers.
Based on the results of the analysis, traffic management and alternative roadway alignments would not be reasonable
methods of reducing predicted traffic noise impacts at the affected sites. Further, providing a buffer between the highway
and future noise-sensitive land uses can be implemented as part of the local land use planning process. Therefore, this
measure is not considered a reasonable method of abating future traffic noise at existing noise-sensitive sites.
The results of the analysis indicate that construction of noise barriers is potentially both a feasible and reasonable
abatement method to reduce predicted traffic noise levels at up to 594 of the 944 affected sites. There do not appear to be
any feasible and reasonable methods to reduce predicted traffic noise at the remaining 350 affected sites.
An updated NSR will be included in the current PD&E study.
$LU4XDOLW\
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

Entire Project:
The referenced proposed project is located in Manatee and Hillsborough Counties, areas that are currently designated as
being in attainment for the following criteria air pollutants: nitrogen dioxide, particulate matter (2.5 microns in size and 10
microns in size), sulfur dioxide, carbon monoxide, lead and ozone.
The proposed build alternative was subjected to a carbon monoxide (CO) Screening Model that makes various
conservative worst-case assumptions related to site conditions, meteorology and traffic. The FDOT's Screening Model,
CO Florida 2004 (released September 7, 2004) uses the US Environmental Protection Agency approved software
(MOBILE6 and CAL3QHC) to produce estimates of one-hour and eight-hour CO levels at default air quality receptor
locations. The one-hour and eight-hour estimates can be directly compared to the one- and eight-hour NAAQS for CO that
are 35 parts per million (ppm) and 9 ppm, respectively.
The project is located in an area which is designated attainment for all of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards
under the criteria provided in the Clean Air Act. Therefore, "the Clean Air Act conformity requirements do not apply to the
project."
An updated Air Quality Report will be included in the current PD&E study.
&RQWDPLQDWLRQ
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

South (Moccasin Wallow Road to South of US 301):
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FDOT prepared a Contamination Screening Evaluation Report (CSER) for the proposed project.
Of the 25 sites evaluated in the CSER, none were assigned "High" risk ratings, five were assigned "Medium" risk ratings,
12 were assigned "Low" risk ratings and eight were assigned a "No" risk rating. The five sites assigned "Medium" risk
ratings include the South County Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant, Macasphalt Spill, Hillsborough County
Maintenance Unit 3, Hillsborough County Fleet Management 3, and a Phosphoric Acid Sludge Spill on Big Bend Road.
At the five facilities ranked "Medium" due to potential contamination near the project areas, additional environmental
assessment activities were recommended.
A CSER Addendum will be included in the current PD&E study.
North (South of US 301 to North of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard):
A CSER was prepared for this project.
Eighty-seven sites were identified as having the potential for contamination that could potentially affect the project. Of
these sites, there were no "High" risk sites, 18 sites were rated "Medium" risk, 65 sites were rated "Low" risk, and 4 sites
were rated "No" risk. With the exception of two sites (Jernigan Trucking, Inc. and The Outsider Pool Tables), the sites that
were rated "Medium" risk are related to spill incidents that occurred within the I-75 ROW. For the two other sites rated
"Medium" risk, additional environmental assessment activities are planned in order to determine the potential impact from
these sites on construction. Typically, the rating of field-tested sites with no evidence of contamination would be revised to
"Low". Because of the nature of the businesses conducted or formerly conducted (e.g. spill incident sites), some sites
could remain rated as having a "Medium" potential, even if field-testing did not reveal the presence of contamination.
A CSER Addendum will be included in the current PD&E study.
,QIUDVWUXFWXUH
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

Entire Project:
Within the 500-foot project buffer area, the EST GIS analysis identified the Vandenberg Airport, two cellular antenna
locations, four Federal Aviation Administration obstructions, and 10 wireless antenna structure locations. The I-75 corridor
crosses over railroad tracks just south of Woodberry Road and at Broadway Avenue in Brandon. It should also be noted
that the Tampa Executive Airport is within 1/4-mile of the project corridor.
Contamination infrastructure is listed under the Contamination issue.
The FDOT will conduct continuous coordination with appropriate stakeholders and will take all measures to avoid and/or
minimize harm to any infrastructure resources.
1DYLJDWLRQ
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

Entire Project:
As part of this PD&E Study, the FDOT submitted Bridge Project Questionnaires (BPQ) for the Little Manatee and Alafia
Rivers to the FHWA, and FHWA determined that U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) bridge permits will be required before
improving both bridge crossing locations. The proposed project would widen the existing structures, maintaining the
existing low member elevations of the existing bridges.
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The study area also includes the Tampa Bypass Canal and Hillsborough River which are being used for recreational
boating by small boats, kayaks, and canoes. The proposed project would maintain and/or increase the existing low
member elevations at the existing bridges crossing over these waterways. Also, precautions will be taken to minimize
disruption of these water-born activities during construction.
Y6SHFLDO'HVLJQDWLRQV
6SHFLDO'HVLJQDWLRQV2XWVWDQGLQJ)ORULGD:DWHUV
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

Entire Project:
Outstanding Florida Waters
The Little Manatee River, within the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve, and the Hillsborough River are characterized as
Outstanding Florida Waters.
The design of stormwater management systems will incorporate the most current rules of SWFWMD and Florida
Department of Environmental Protection's (FDEP) Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) nutrient loading requirements for
these resources.
6SHFLDO'HVLJQDWLRQV$TXDWLF3UHVHUYHV
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

Entire Project:
Aquatic Preserves
The existing I-75 facility crosses the Little Manatee River, which is in the Cockroach Bay Aquatic Preserve. This resource
may be impacted by the widening of I-75 in the future. The future design of stormwater management systems will
incorporate the most current rules of the SWFWMD as well as FDEPs TMDL nutrient loading requirements to meet
discharges to these resources.
The FDOT is aware that an easement may be required for portions of the project area located over Sovereign Submerged
Lands (SSL). If required, the SSLs easement will be processed by SWFWMD concurrently with the Environmental
Resource Permit (ERP) application.
6SHFLDO'HVLJQDWLRQV6FHQLF+LJKZD\V
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

Entire Project:
Scenic Highways
The EST GIS analysis identified no Scenic Highways within the 500-foot project buffer area.
The proposed project is expected to have no involvement with Scenic Highway resources.

6SHFLDO'HVLJQDWLRQV:LOGDQG6FHQLF5LYHUV
3URMHFW3('&RPPHQWV

Entire Project:
Wild and Scenic Rivers
The EST GIS analysis identified no Wild and Scenic Rivers within the 500-foot project buffer area.
The proposed project is expected to have no involvement with Wild and Scenic River resources.
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III. Form SF-424: Application for Federal Assistance
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IV. Transmittal List
Official Transmittal List
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.

Organization
Bureau of Indian Affairs
City of Plant City
FDOT District 1
FDOT District 7
Federal Aviation Administration
Federal Emergency Management Agency
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Transit Administration
Federal Transit Administration
FIHS Central Office
FL Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services
FL Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services
FL Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services
FL Department of Economic Opportunity
FL Department of Economic Opportunity
FL Department of Environmental Protection
FL Department of State
FL Department of State
FL Department of State
FL Department of State
FL Department of Transportation
FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
Florida Inland Navigation District
Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Hillsborough County MPO
Hillsborough County MPO
Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida
Muscogee (Creek) Nation
National Marine Fisheries Service
National Marine Fisheries Service
National Park Service
Natural Resources Conservation Service
Pasco County MPO
Poarch Band of Creek Indians
Sarasota/Manatee MPO
Seminole Nation of Oklahoma
Seminole Tribe of Florida
Seminole Tribe of Florida
Seminole Tribe of Florida
Southwest Florida Water Management District
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Name
* Regional Director, Franklin Keel,
Scearce, Phil
Pipkin, Gwen G.
Rhinesmith, Robin
* Airports District Office
* Mitigation Division, Chief
Cunill, Buddy
Kendall, Cathy
Sullivan, Joseph
Williams, Marvin L.
Hibbert, Jennifer
Mitchell, Stan
Hatim, Khaleda
Bohl, Steve
Morris, Vincent
Weston, Michael
Biblo, Adam
Preston, Matt
Stahl, Chris
Jones, Ginny L.
McClarnon, Daniel
McManus, Alyssa
Parsons, Timothy
McGilvray, Peter
Gilbert, Terry
Goff, Jennifer
Poole, MaryAnn
Sanders, Scott
* Mr. David Roach
Horwitz, Martin
Alden, Beth
Yeh, Allison
* The Honorable Mr. Colley Billie, Chairman
* The Honorable Mr. George Tiger, Principal Chief
Rydene, David A.
Sramek, Mark
Barnett, Anita
Robbins, Rick A.
Lajmiri, Manny
* The Honorable Mr. Buford Rolin, Chairman
Maholtz, Mike
* The Honorable Mr. Leonard M. Harjo, Principal Chief
Backhouse, Paul N.
Swing, Alison
* The Honorable Mr. James E. Billie, Chairman
LaRiche, Chastity
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47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.

Southwest Florida Water Management District
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
US Army Corps of Engineers
US Army Corps of Engineers
US Army Corps of Engineers
US Army Corps of Engineers
US Army Corps of Engineers
US Army Corps of Engineers
US Coast Guard
US Coast Guard
US Department of Health and Human Services

59.
60.

US Department of Housing and Urban Development
US Department of Interior

61.
62.
63.
64.
65.
66.
67.

US Department of Interior
US Environmental Protection Agency
US Environmental Protection Agency
US Environmental Protection Agency
US Environmental Protection Agency
US Fish and Wildlife Service
US Fish and Wildlife Service

Ritter, Monte
Cooper, Suzanne T.
Meyer, John M.
Barron, Robert B.
Kizlauskas, Andrew A.
Ostrofsky, Tarrie L.
Turner, Randy
Unger, Kelly E.
Wegmann, Deborah L.
Overton, Randall D.
Tate, William G.
* National Center for Environmental Health Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention
* Regional Environmental Officer
* Bureau of Land Management, Southeastern States
Field Office
Director, USGS-FISC
Gates, Kim
Sanchez, Madolyn
Somerville, Amanetta
Walls, Beth
Mena, Lourdes
Wrublik, John

* Hardcopy recipient
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HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY
METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
MEETING OF FEBRUARY 2, 2016
MEETING SUMMARY

CALL TO ORDER
Chairman Les Miller called the meeting to order at 9:02 AM and was held in the Board of
County Commission Chambers.
PUBLIC COMMENT
Twelve individuals spoke against the TBX project in the Transportation Improvement
Program and FDOT Work Program.
COMMITTEE REPORTS
Ms. Gena Torres read the various MPO Committee reports and also comments received
on the MPO’s Facebook account.
CONSENT AGENDA
A. MPO Minutes (January 5, 2016 MPO Regular Meeting)
B. Transportation Improvement Program/STIP Amendment – HART State of Good
Repair, Fixed Guideway
C. Bylaws Amendment
D. Committee Appointments
A motion was made by Commissioner Sandra Murman to approve Consent Agenda
Items A, C and D. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Stacy White and
carried.
Commissioner Murman made a motion to approve Consent Agenda Item B. The
motion was seconded by Councilman Harry Cohen and following a roll call vote,
the motion carried 13-0.
ACTION ITEM
A. Letter of Support for Smart City’s Challenge Grant Application
In response to the US DOT Smart City Challenge, the City of Tampa is putting together
a proposal to conduct a “smart city demonstration. The US DOT has issued a notice of
funding for up to $40 million to demonstrate and evaluate a holistic, integrated approach
to improving surface transportation performance within a city, integrating this approach
with other smart city domains such as public safety, public services, and energy.
Mr. Joe Waggoner made a motion to Direct staff to transmit a letter of support on
behalf of the MPO Board, and to assist Tampa with preparation of the grant
application as resources are available this fiscal year. Mr. Wallace Bowers
seconded the motion.
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Chairman Miller turned the gavel over to Vice Chairman Cohen and amended the
motion that the MPO put a cap of $25,000 of resources for this effort. Mr. Waggoner
and Mr. Wallace accepted the amendment which carried.
STATUS REPORTS
A. Automated Vehicles in Transit
The members heard a presentation from Dr. Steve Polzin of the Center for Urban
Transportation at USF regarding automated and connected vehicles. Speculation on
automated or connected vehicles has ranged from highly optimistic and positive
perceptions to skepticism regarding the maturation of the technology and the
consequences.
B. Coast to Coast Bike Share
Mr. Eric Trull of Coast Bike Share, Tampa’s official bike share program stated that the
program has 300 bikes across downtown, Hyde Park, Ybor City, Channelside, Davis
Island and Harbour Island. The program has been in operation locally for eight months
and has well over 10,000 members and its purpose is to get people out of their cars and
explore the city. Thirty-six percent of the riders come from the City of Tampa and 6%
from the metro area.
C. Using Water Transit to Connect to the Region
Mr. Ed Turanchik, Legal Counsel to HMS Ferries presented an overview and update on the
MacDill Air Force Base to South County commuter ferry project, the proposed St. PetersburgTampa project and the possibility of water transportation on a regional basis.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT
A. Vision Zero Next Steps
Ms. Alden stated that the MPO’s Policy Committee will lead the effort with four working
workshops during the year to discuss and develop an action plan for the Vision Zero
concept.
B. School Transportation Committee
Ms. Alden said that staff has been working with the School District to create a School
Transportation Committee which will be chaired by MPO Member Cindy Stuart. Over the
next twelve months, the committee will focus on such issues as traffic circulation,
enforcement of traffic laws, traffic safety, Safe Routes to School program candidate
project, etc.
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C. Tampa Bay Transportation Management Area (TMA) Leadership Group
Operating Procedures
Ms. Alden presented changes to the operating procedures of the TMA Leadership Group.
Those changes show that the group will have an advisory role to the MPOs who will have
the final approval of projects.
Ms. Alden mentioned the MPO’s Student Video Contest received 33 entries from local
students. The videos are from student with a message of how to walk safely to and from
schools. Hillsborough Community College’s Ybor Campus will be judging the videos and
prizes are being donated by the Columbia Restaurant and the Tampa Bay Lightning.
Ms. Alden said that the list of her activities over the past month was provided to the
members in their folders.
ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 11:00 AM.
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Committee Reports
Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting of February 17
After polling their members, they voted to have their meetings start at 9 AM in the
future, and to occur on the 2nd Wednesday of the month. This will avoid conflicts
with other committee meetings. They also designated Mr. Bill Roberts as their
representative to TBARTA’s Citizens Advisory Committee.
The CAC heard a report from the Environmental Protection Commission staff on
the new, federal, more stringent air quality standards for ozone, which potentially
could affect our transportation planning.
They also weighed in on the MPO’s Unified Planning Work Program, suggesting
that we should study the need for a transit hub in the Sulphur Springs vicinity.
On the MPO’s proposed Mission Statement, members suggested the MPO
“provides for” rather than “responds to” our communities’ needs for mobility.
members asked for another workshop/dialogue with FDOT on the Tampa Bay
Express project. This has been scheduled to take place at their next meeting.
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting of February 15
The TAC members were asked to consider transportation projects for the Unified
Planning Work Program. They had no comments on the proposed MPO Mission
and Vision Statements.
The committee enjoyed hearing about the Fletcher Avenue Social Marketing
project, documenting behavior of pedestrians and cyclists, and encouraged that the
results be shared more widely with roadway design engineers.
Members were interested in the presentation on the City’s progressive overlay
requirements for Kennedy Boulevard and the winning videos from the Student
Traffic Safety Video Contest.
Policy Committee Meeting of February 23

Plan Hillsborough
planhillsborough.org
planner@plancom.org
813 - 272 - 5940
601 E Kennedy Blvd
18th floor
Tampa, FL, 33602

Committee members asked that the MPO’s Planning Work Program for the next
two fiscal years include a PD&E study of a new trail connecting the South Coast
Greenway northward to the Selmon Greenway.
The committee also reviewed dates for its Vision Zero collaborative workshops, and
requested a presentation on FDOT use of colored pavement be distributed.

Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) Meeting of February 10
The committee asked that two projects be included in the updated UPWP:
 First, the committee asked that the very successful Bicycle Friendly Business
designation is replicated to become countywide.
 The second request is a project that looks at the entire county holistically, to retell our bicycle and pedestrian story. The evaluation of a unified approach to
education, engineering and enforcement with updated bicycle and pedestrian
numbers should lead to further local ownership of our strengths and
weaknesses.
The BPAC supports these two projects as efforts that recast Hillsborough County
as a pedestrian and bicycle friendly place.
On the MPO’s draft Vision Statement, members suggested a “seamless,
multimodal” (rather than “balanced”) transportation system … that enhances quality
of life “for all.”
Livable Roadways Committee (LRC) Meeting of February 17
For the MPO’s Planning Work Program, LRC members suggested:
 a follow-up on CUTR’s Fletcher Ave Complete Streets Social Marketing
campaign;
 additional education campaigns for safety.
On the MPO’s draft Vision Statement, members suggested “maintains and
improves infrastructure” rather than just “maintains in good repair.”
City of Tampa staff reported that the Kennedy Boulevard Design Overlay has had
many successes, and showed many photos of recent buildings. Some LRC
members could recall the MPO corridor study of the early 2000’s and the
committee’s review of the overlay’s original adoption.
Transportation Disadvantaged Coordinating Board (TDCB) Meeting of February 26
Summary not available at time of agenda mail-out.

Tampa Bay Transportation Management Area (TMA) Leadership Group Meeting of
February 5
THEA Director Joe Waggoner presented THEA’s Strategic Plan. Group members
were pleased to hear about the proposed Selmon West project, and asked about
the $30 million price difference between regular toll lanes and bus toll lanes, which
would go towards park & ride stations, vehicles, and other capital expenses.
The group also reviewed and supported some changes to its Purpose &
Organization Statement, which you’re asked to confirm today. Work began on the
annual update top five priority list for the tri-county area, and will continue. The
next meeting will also include discussion of the draft scope for HART’s tri-county
premium transit study.

TBARTA MPO Staff Directors Meeting of February 12
Held by conference call, this meeting wrapped up the regional discussions of the
Planning Work Program and the regional planning tasks for next fiscal year. Other
topics included the annual certification review of the MPOs, and the TBARTA top
priority list for the larger region.
Preparations were made for a regional coalition of MPO and TBARTA trails
planning staff to go together to the February 29 meeting of the Florida Greenways
& Trails Council in Gainesville. The Council is slated this spring to recommend the
next major cross-state trail corridor to FDOT, and $50 million is available for the
new SUN Trail system next fiscal year.
Pinellas, Hillsborough, and
Sarasota/Manatee MPOs have shovel-ready projects to incrementally build a
continuous trail along the southwest coast of Florida. Hillsborough County’s South
Coast Greenway is an important piece.

U.S. Transportation Secretary Foxx
Announces $500 Million in Eighth Round
of TIGER Funding
Tuesday, February 23, 2016
WASHINGTON –Today, U.S. Transportation Secretary Anthony Foxx announced $500 million will be
made available for transportation projects across the country under an eighth round of the highly
successful Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) competitive grant
program.
“The TIGER program funds vital transportation projects that provide real benefits to communities all
across the country. Every year, we see hundreds of compelling applications that have the potential to
improve people's access to economic opportunities, make people safer, and improve their wellbeing.” said Secretary Foxx. “I am proud that for seven rounds, TIGER has been able to make a
valuable contribution to improving our nation’s transportation infrastructure, and I look forward to
this year’s competition.”
Like the first seven rounds, FY 2016 TIGER discretionary grants will fund capital investments in surface
transportation infrastructure and will be awarded on a competitive basis for projects that will have a
significant impact on the nation, a metropolitan area, or a region.
The 2016 TIGER grant program will continue to make transformative surface transportation
investments by providing improvements over existing conditions. The grant program will focus on
capital projects that generate economic development and improve access to reliable, safe and
affordable transportation for communities, both urban and rural.
The Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2016, does not provide dedicated funding for the planning,
preparation, or design of capital projects; however, these activities may be funded as part of an
overall construction project.
Since 2009, TIGER has provided nearly $4.6 billion to 381 projects in all 50 states, the District of
Columbia and Puerto Rico, including 134 projects to support rural and tribal communities. Demand
has been overwhelming, and during the previous seven rounds, the Department received more than
6,700 applications requesting more than $134 billion for transportation projects across the country.
The highly competitive TIGER grant program supports innovative projects, including multi-modal and
multi-jurisdictional projects, which are difficult to fund through traditional federal programs. These
federal funds leverage money from private sector partners, states, local governments, metropolitan
planning organizations, ports, and transit agencies. The 2015 TIGER round alone is leveraging $500
million in federal investment to support $1.4 billion in overall transportation investments.
TIGER funding is provided in the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2016, signed by President Obama
on December 18, 2015. Applications are due April 29, 2016. For more information on how to apply,
please visit www.transportation.gov/TIGER.

