District One
Priority Project Information Packet

Please fill out this application completely. Please ensure all attachments are LEGIBLE
Applications containing insufficient information will not be reviewed by the FDOT.

Name of Applying Agency: City of North Port

Project Name: Price Boulevard Widening, Toledo Blade Boulevard to Panacea
Boulevard/Haberland Boulevard

Project Category:
Congestion Management TRIP [ CIGP O
Transportation Alternative [ Transit/Modal [] SCOP [ SCRAP[]

For more information on State Grant Programs (CIGP, SCOP, SCRAP, TRIP) please click here.

Is applicant LAP certified? Yes No [

Is project on State Highway System? Yes [J No
If the project is off the state system and the applicant is LAP certified the project will be
programmed as a LAP project.

Is the roadway on the Federal Aid Eligible System? Yes No [
If yes, provide Federal Aid roadway number: 17000572

If no, give local jurisdiction: NA

http://www.fdot.gov/statistics/fedaid/

Detailed Project Limits/Location:

Describe begin and end points of project, EX., from ABC Rd. to XYZ Ave. Limits run south to
north or west to east. Include jurisdiction (city/county), project length, attach a labeled project,
map.

City of North Port - Price Boulevard, from east of the widenedToledo Blade Boulevard
intersection to just east of the Panacea Boulevard/Haberland Boulevard intersection, an
approximate length of 2.35 miles. Replace existing two way/two lane rural drainage roadway
with a four lane divided median urban section roadway.

Discuss how this project is consistent with the MPO/TPO Long Range Transportation
Plan?

Page Number (attach page from LRTP): Page 3-3 of the 2040 LRTP. The widening of this
segment of Price Boulevard addresses roadway capacity needs and complete streets/multi-
modal needs for the roadway, roadway lighting increasing safety of motorists, bicyclists and



pedestrians plus improved emergency response. Coordination with SCAT will identify bus stop
improvements for inclusion in the project. Price Boulevard is a thirteen mile long east-west
roadway in the City of North paralleling I-75. The designation of an industrial activity center on
the east side of I-75 in the Yorkshire Street and Raintree Boulevard area, a new interchange on
I-75 at Yorkshire Street and an improved connection of Price Boulevard to Veterans Boulevard
in Charlotte County will be of significant importance to projected growth in this area.

Discuss the project in the local jurisdiction’s Capital Improvement Plan?

(Attach page from CIP): This segment of Price Boulevard is not in the City of North Port’s
current five year Capital Improvements Program.

Project Description

Phase(s) requested:

Planning Study [] CEl

PD&E PE ROW CST

Project cost estimates by phase (Please include detailed cost estimate and
documentation in back-up information):

poucio e, | | e |0 5 L0
[PD&E] 1875000 1875000 0 0 0
[PE] 3750000 3750000 0 0 0
[ROW] 2000000 2000000 0 0 0
[CST] 28750000 28750000 0 0 0

Total Project Cost: $ [35,375,000]

Project Details: Clearly describe the existing conditions and the proposed project and desired
improvements in detail. Please provide studies, documentation, etc., completed to-date to
support or justify the proposed improvements. Include labeled photos and maps. (Add additional
pages if needed):

Existing roadway is a rural section two lane/two directional roadway with a continuous sidewalk
on the north side of the roadway. Existing roadway lighting consists of lights mounted on power
poles along the northerly right-of-way. New roadway will be an urban four lane divided roadway,
with energy efficient roadway lighting, irrigation, landscaping, and either continuous sidewalks
and bicycle lanes, or multi-use paths, on both sides of the roadway. The existing pole and span
wire traffic signal assembly at the Panacea Boulevard/Haberland Boulevard intersection will be
replaced with a pole and mast arm assembly improving reliability in high wind conditions. Traffic
signal warrant studies and turn lane analysis will be conducted during the design phase at the
Jeannin Drive and Nordendale Boulevard intersections and included in the construction phase if
justified.



Constructability Review

For items 2-9 provide labeled and dated photos (add additional pages if needed)

1. Discus other projects (ex. drainage, utility, etc.) programmed (local, state or federal)
within the limits of this project? There are none.

2. Does the applicant have an adopted ADA transition plan? Yes U] No

Identify areas within the project limits that will require ADA retrofit. (Include GIS
coordinates for stops and labeled photos and/or map.)

Thre are no areas that require an ADA retrofit and the entire project will be designed and
constructed in compliance with ADA.

3. lIs there a rail crossing along the project?

Yes [] No
What is the Rail MP?
NA

4. Are there any transit stops/shelters/amenities within the project limits?
Yes [ No X

How many? NA

Stop ID number: NA
5. ls the project within 10-miles of an airport? Yes O No K

6. Coordinate with local transit and discuss improvements needed or requested for bus
stops?
(add additional pages if needed):
Coordination with SCAT will occur during design

7. Are turn lanes being added? Yes No []

If yes, provide traffic counts, length, and location of involved turn lanes.
Turn lanes will be designed with the project.

8. Drainage structures:
e Number of culverts or pipes currently in place: Three culvert crossings at the
Twin Lakes Waterway, the Blue Water Waterway and the Bass Point Waterway
evaluated during the project design for extension or replacement.

e Discuss lengths and locations of each culvert along the roadway: These three
culvert crossings will be catalogued during the project design and evaluated for
extension or replacement.

e Discuss the disposition of each culvert and inlet. Which culverts are “to remain”

and which are to be replaced, upgraded, or extended? All existing culverts and




inlets not on the three waterways mentioned above will be evaluated for
extension, replacement, or elimination.

o Discuss drainage ditches to be filled in?
(Discuss limits and quantify fill in cubic yards) Drainage ditches will be filled in as the

design will change the drainage from rural to urban.

o Describe the proposed conveyances system (add additional pages if needed.)
Curb & gutter drainage with inlets, pipes and stormwater treatment ponds.

o Are there any existing permitted stormwater management facilities/ponds within
the project limits? Yes No [

o If yes, provide the location and permit number (add additional pages if needed)
Permit #44032843 — Price Boulevard intersection at Toledo Blade Boulevard and
Permit #44032843 — Price Boulevard/Panacea Boulevard/Haberland Boulevard
Intersection Widening.

* Discuss proposed stormwater management permits needed for the
improvements. Stormwater management system permitting will occur with design
development, as the impervious area is being increased and drainage along the
project limits is changing from rural to urban.

o List specific utilities within project limits and describe any potential conflicts (add
additional pages if needed): Overhead electric and communication lines and
underground water transmission and communication lines are located along the
northerly unpaved right-of-way.

» Discuss Bridges within project limits? NA.

e Can bridges accommodate proposed improvements? Yes [ No
If no, what bridge improvements are proposed? (Offset and dimensions of the
improvements, add additional pages if needed):
NA
9. Has Right-of-way (ROW), easements, or ROW activity already been performed/acquired
for the proposed improvements? If yes, please provide documentation

Yes No (O

If ROW or Easements are needed detail expected area of need (acreage needed,
ownership status):
No right-of-way is expected to be needed for the road widening (reference

Attachment E). Storm water pond sites will be needed and identified during
design development and permitting.



10.

11.

12.

13.

Discuss required permits (ERP, Drainage, Driveway, Right of Way, etc.): An
Environmental Resource Permit from the Southwest Florida Water Management District
and Sovereign Submerged Lands Determination from the Florida Department of
Environmental Protection will be needed.

If none are needed, state the qualified exemption:
NA

Are there any wetlands within the project limits? Yes [J No

If yes, list the type of wetlands, estimated acreage and if mitigation will be required.
Please note whether the project is within the geographic service area of any approved
mitigation banks. Provide any additional information:

Potential impacts to wetlands - reference Attachment G

Are there any federal or state listed/protected species within the project limits?
Yes O No

If yes, list the species and what, if any mitigation or coordination will be necessary: No
impacts to federal or state listed/protected species were identified in the 2009 Price
Boulevard Corridor Study — reference Attachment G.

If yes, discuss critical habitat within the project limits: NA
Discuss whether any prior reviews or surveys have been completed for historical and

archaeological resources (include year, project, results)
No reviews or surveys for historical or archaeological resources have been conducted.

14. Are any Recreational, historical properties or resources covered under section 4(f)

15.

16.

property within the project limits? Yes [ No
(Provide details) No recreational, historical properties or resources covered under
section 4(f) are within the project limits - reference Attachment G.

Discuss whether any prior reviews or surveys have been completed for sites/facilities
which may have potential contamination involvement with the proposed improvements.
This should include a discussion of locations which may directly impact the project
location, or be which may be exacerbated by the construction of the proposed
improvements. No potentially contaminated sites were identified in the 2009 Price
Boulevard Corridor Study — reference Attachment G.

Are lighting improvements requested as part of this project? Yes No O
Please provide a lighting justification report for the proposed lighting.

Existing roadway lighting consists of lights mounted on Florida Power and Light poles.
Energy efficient roadway lighting will be included in this project.




17. 1s a mid-block crossing proposed as part of the project? Yes No [

If yes, please provide the justification for mid-block crossing.

A mid-block crossing exists at the Nordendal Boulevard intersection and will be evaluated during design
for the widening project.

>

nTmoow

Required Attachments

Detailed Project Scope with Project Location Map with sufficient level of detail (Please
include typical section of proposed improvements)

Project Photos — dated and labeled (this is important!)

Detailed Cost Estimates including Pay Items

LRTP and Local CIP page

Survey/As-builts/ROW documentation/Utility/Drainage information

Detailed breakdown of ROW costs included in estimate (if ROW is needed/included in
request or estimate)



Applicant Contact Information

Agency Name:

Mailing Address: 4970 City Hall Boulevard; North Port, FL. 34286

Contact Name and Title: Ben Newman, P.E., Projects Engineer

Email: bnewmar/r@—a ofnorthport.com Phone: 941-240-8320

. ' . 2
Slgnature:K [ YN Date: lz //0‘ //Z%
Your signatur&indfates Qﬁvat the information included with this ap,dlicatio'n is accurate.

Maintaining Agency:
Contact Name and Title: Juliana B. Bellia, Director Public Works
Email: jbellia@cityofnorthport.com Phone: 941-240-8051

SignatureQjo@W Date: \)\\YJ \5

Your signature }erves as a commitment from your agency to maintain the facility requested.

MPOI/TPO:

Contact Name and Title: Click here to enter text.

Email: Click here to enter text. Phone: Click here to enter text.
Signature: Date:

Your signature confirms the request project is consistent with all MPO/TPQO plans and
documents, is eligible, and indicates MPO/TPQO support for the project.
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ATTACHMENT A

Detailed Project Scope

Project Location Map

Project Limits

Typical Roadway Cross-section




PRICE BOULEVARD WIDENING

TOLEDO BLADE BOULEVARD TO PANACEA BOULEVARD/HABERLAND
BOULEVARD

PROJECT SCOPE

This approximately 2.35 mile long segment is currently a two lane/two direction
rural section arterial roadway. Price Boulevard has no stop conditions within the
project limits.

There is a sidewalk along the entire north side of the project limits. There are no
bicycle lanes or mass transit stops on this segment of Price Boulevard. Roadway
lighting consists of lights mounted on FPL power poles along the north side of the
right-of-way. Energy efficient roadway lighting will be included in the road widening
project. A span wire traffic signal assembly at the Panacea Boulevard/Haberland
Boulevard intersection will be replaced with a pole and mast arm traffic signal
assembly. The existing right-of-width is one hundred feet. The project will construct
a four-lane divided median roadway with a raised center median. Stormwater
inlets, piping, structures and treatment ponds will be required. Sidewalks and
bicycle lanes, or a multi-use path will be positioned along each side of the travel
lanes.

Overhead and underground communication lines exist in the northerly unpaved
right-of-way. All utilities will be coordinated with and offered the opportunity to
extend or expand their infrastructure with the project. There are three culvert
crossings that are to be extended or replaced with the road widening. No bridges
are located within the project limits. A mid block crosswalk is located at the
Nordendale Boulevard intersection.

Traffic signal warrant studies and turn lane analysis will be performed for the
Jeannin Drive and Nordendale Boulevard intersections. Mass transit will be
contacted for potential stop locations.
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City of North Port
Location Map
East Price Boulevard
Road Widening
Project Limits
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ATTACHMENTB

Project Photos
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ATTACHMENT C

Detailed Cost Estimate




Price Boulevard Widening - Toldeo Blade Blvd to Panacea Blvd/Haberland Blvd

Length - 12425 LF - 2.353 miles

No bridges

Price Boulevard Widening - Sumter Blvd to Toledo Blade Blvd - 60% Plans Submittal Construction Cost Estimate
14,351 LF - 2.718 miles
Construction Cost Estimate - $24,696,952.26
Traffic Signal Assembly - Pole/Mast Arm

S  753,014.73 For 3 locations S 250,000.00 One Location

No bridges
Assume traffic signal assembly replacement at the Panacea Blvd/Haberland Blvd Intersection
Assume new traffic signal assembly at the Jeannin Drive intersection

$24,696,952.26 - $250,000 (one traffic signal assemly) S 24,446,952.26

$  24,446,952.26 124251F/14351LF= $ 21,166,008.06

Construction $ 25,000,000.00
PD&E (7.5% of Construction) $ 1,875,000.00
PE (15% of Construction) $ 3,750,000.00
CEl (15% of Construction) $ 3,750,000.00
Pond Sites $ 2,000,000.00
Total $ 36,375,000.00

bn (12-14-18)



ATTACHMENT D

2040 LRTP Sheet 3-3




GOALS, OBJECTIVES, PERFORMANCE MEASURES & TARGETS

Table 3-1: Strategic Mobility Plan Goals Alignment with MAP-21

government
comprehensive plans
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ATTACHMENTE

ROW Documentation — Plat Maps




i !
. | |
. l
i
|
: v : ‘ : T FUEE E R . — s -
y - j . ! O G
. v TWENTY AFIRST  ABDITION| [0l | 70 . PORTY CRARLOTTE  SURDIVISION eTTTE—y = -
. : GUTHRIE =~ 1022, nkz W\ 5,,%.& o ‘n.= ! :z-;/‘ . u;; OR. o . ! k= e ‘% ~
o = ! ‘2 X J— OO} JB\u 8 TNV o ) :
o " —_ B M TS ; o L U TR A 7w 2 U1 - : ; . i
.- = N A - e —— |
‘ ) ‘ e ! 32 siad »l/ ez " (= w2l b mrw.R? e EXISL22X137C.M.F; 7
% a ) i =7 I g g C @Euscur rea
< g W ia F ; & g Mggg et g rroVIDE 50' R/M.TO |, -
1059 - / . o 'w 2Lt so %%":T/ 2 DRAINAOE :
: t / O 21 . R= Y
O ! L = v o /060 Rl ) p
- 3622 9% C1tp || =Sz ncnen, /S 5 12 N~ e2a
£ ) TNV 208 =N\ on e \ s ST e D) J 233 W g e
: A ) WL s ) (WS 7 0T 12 (e = e e A |
e === . e s — ; .
S =N == — e —— ) B 20 e —Sim - T /062 3
; R TR v -t 1 e = =
2057 C. MAWISPPL. waF mﬂ! IV 2L s wa na £ “Nezio TG lea Rt T Z S
WA 214, INCOUT IR 20484 CMEWISPAL, | e . _,/ g0 I - @z mtcur 1 §
DB Con 1056 \| 8| P samar e 3 |- ; . ol [ X
& S . 8 |
. @ T e el 067 : - ~ 3
B 5 9| & o : . i o - i)
: ) . ;l 6%-25°2 16 (LI I' . <| s
$ . 20495 ¢. M.PW/SPPL. N - o ’ . -~ . X Y i W
) WEIN 214, WE T 1.6 : ME/?CE ! g e i wl - i ST (o g I L o ‘ES); il (/ = 3
= TS s o= = e e el N - —— L N> )
2 —— — . e e = v g Y i
_ A = (£ Tuas T e Coan " Noctimnrene (2 =B X .
" / LIMIT WeR—] .
e ‘ / ) 3 e E- j
2 . . . d b=
S T - -E/ & 205 1 e g 2
* 36%=25 I CME, ' 2 .
wense = . -~
z 7 3 5 | 9 :
= ZAK[T’EOPT _ﬁc faniad g 224 2 ”l e e s ST e " NS I L o
; - ! — & £ < =2 - A
; B d T = e T e i) e —— & 4 3
o = : s i r 7 :
: N AR S T Ton " Vans =y =75 T o ey W R4
' & fo Y] e : : y R
7 8 15 <
- )l :\ ,,.< Pl Leww 1065 2 IS, |eroavemens k
' i 0 \ (e, so * o hY *
§ Y ‘ =34 s .
' = : 3 v N '.
W W % 5‘)1 : 2
: ) 5 S Vo o . g ot e ST oy N
@) = - ,\{ H ;:1 0 S 1773 Ao Py o &
/ ; = - —
w X oes § - = ) te S T « :
u Q 1 N Y
” : @ N ;9 i PR
- i ] h
‘§§ K\_J/“ e ‘ lose | zee
W < Py 5
Lo \ 5& _ § b B ;\. . . s’l 203
. Y . Ll / 5 e 3. 236 e P 5 i
Q) £
Fo 3 = |}l W ‘ - — s B R o WY S o
o , | = o 76567 & Aors__ws = o P S 7N
B} | ~ (A = fo e WS '
. . ) . ES =
N ,! i © /067 P ¥ r070 = .
) . ; ; . ;
’ SHEET 7 ;
: : -
- - ) 8 .
. % (e T Lk
GENERAL DEVELOPMENT . CORPORATION | "}
_ N \ 2 MIARI FLORIDA b
' e oL . — + PAVING AND DRAINAGE =
~~—FOR PIPES v ol P ok T A - A PORTION OF TWENTY-FOURTH ADDITION 3
. @ LLOYD ST .5EE s . TO PORT CHARLOTTE SUBDIVISION *
. SHEET 7 n = . see's 22 8 2 __Twe 3oz, 2 nog, =2
" \ n RSTaMESOMEN Pad Wt G hioa
) ) ~ T




'
1
| 25

LI (I
MATCH. LINE | A-A"
. t I e 2

 _1

7CE  SUBDIVISION < .

!

5

*FORTY~ NINTH ADDITION 70 PORT CHARLO

GEHRRAL DEYELOPHEHI

pmﬁo AND» nmmﬁn




e
Sy -

e
3 == 2 N

]

e
ol 5 o (2PN DoN
o ,."u N SR

y T Ty T
e

¥

TR

s
Q“-“%
(-.* ¥

R e s RE ; R/ : ; AT VRIS o

A E ey

ioh
e

>
A s

AR

£

X i

RS S s A SR A oS

A

T e e e LT




e ere— e e
BRI S s S s SRR

INDRT 49" ADOITIONwTO T PORTY 2 B, S =

e
L e e -

gk 7




P NOT | DivioeD !
9'\/7"»' . ;&S:{; s’
R -]
T

H

T
¥

14 ‘¢




N To
o ADOVT IO,
R NI

=

<

S

0 a3y .
-ﬂ__l,;,, 5‘.’[ .‘ﬂ;ﬁ-"l » l ]
\

o

i

'7'15"1_; I

E’tﬁan

SEE SHEET 4
—— hNNT
SHARLOTTEY ]

or B, vav

7

s ® BI76 .

7

o
e [

. PAVINGY ¢ DRAINAGE
- THIRTY~THIRD * ADDITION TO .
. FORT CHARLOTTE SUBDNISION
- IN 0ICS.19.20,29 20TWR9S RGE 128
GENERAL .HIV!LGPHI!" CORPORATIONT
B R o A -

‘|2
=




B —— yn-_-«m-—;?-q - P s
o o N .
3 T
. v L p (3 a
PTY' FOURTH "ADDITION 1:a oot cwadyorre) SuspvISIoN

(wor  susorvioEs)

/(\-mf—g; 2 wes mevuaal
© WS =/60 FL.=/2d > o TE

$ 2 30= gCasp oy,
4’ BoTTOM 3! 33,

LoV e A
J z‘ﬁrfwu o’.r'; ﬁf- ez .

hoclkd- N v‘:'.'»“.‘:f'

Ziv1d J0 2NIT .
(025040%7) AVMHOIH LT

wssprfs.

| 858srow | &

‘,wy'

~Z5

A«
\

\ E&-;:""?J’v_ \a.sa00
y or. Llak o
N\ Starzor FLorioa 7

N

C




. i
! .
. i o
s . 1
|
|
—e s -—- —— ve— e e - T [ . . - -
DR . | ) [ " ! == - =
= sy < | . B
D 3 ) s T T
N T e ' | o ool
2 ,? TAV- oot TR | VS 7 d e
o o NN peevish -,:5“ ™ P . 3 i
! § § o ‘ 1 3 -'/ ’?‘/‘ 8 k! RS - ev &7
o= s - : " . . i
X o ek, ) : - SEE.SHEET 2 - ) .
“ J ¢ i Sihiey BV e e : i
; 7 S\ A !
s 4 ' 5 o (SN 4
Loy g . x ) &gt Ak | e ‘ _ .
f S .
-~ - b
(e} R,
\
hY
S
- 3 .
- N .
3 //
- ~
~ K
3
T X
Sl 3
g ' g
S f , é : . L
e /4 Ct 205, ;LEGEND OF mnrzmr{c{s. ITEMS
— . W 18 -
= ; Qe £g” 4 Coe emar)(xoiivled =z~ Denores LiniTs oF Stopesl
&, . BT iy e . REGRADING - . -
A : 8 . ~
- T A
, - —~tl e “
i oo :
o As BdiLy™
N Fco. 1957
e HareY W Allozna
A Rea. Pror: tles. Uo.5850"
: STATE Or FLORIDA -
N ' r-\ WS- 4] ; WoR SokmmgE T
- =o'y swrss T

NSNS
k J_PENezOTN |
H N E R M NI OF beek )| By
—"GENERAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
HiAMI - : *-FLORIDA .
S PAVING. C-DRAINAGE ~= "~
2 FDRIV=FIFTH ADOLTIONTO- |/ . =
. PORT GHARLOTTE SUBDIVISION.*
. o iy SARASOTA; COUNTY, " \EL :
JAMES E CLARK .
REG. ENGR. Na..

; e A Rk i o=




P ae memm rmmie o seiimsee mee o R Bt il L. i - MR, L - "
Z : i \ . g ol oS - y O . By
\b - : - L/ L = L (-bée y-l'gv 5 ‘ ' A
‘ -mmg’-mpamﬂmrm -i | SEE SHEETT. ! RSHAPE DL T 16° 80T, IS 2.5 A, = \‘
z o WS ;
Choe Caxi=2 ! e e ”m = z J%
W 7 O FL. .
e " A.. MVEFTY ,‘;ﬂ'um“mzﬁthmuA 4 A )1
<2 erk ourraa 4213 WS | E = B :
/4C8 SAEET/ZD ety | . pet =
A pon )i n - \
e 3ua8 DA, o ;»' = | / K
—" v - s N
p2 nrrﬁ./.:é e P 1 2N 1A z N E
4 1 i RECRADE, SWALE D ' P E "Sz 3 2
o . R /4 S IREN R !
= E—— AR | THRY X i
e S oo &4 ~ R, “‘R\ N 2
e et . NN i
B \'. o/ 1 i N e A Lsas) :\\a Y %t i
2z ;%: E 57»‘\"25".:.;.-“,/ ' NN ’\-13\ <
T3k S A apl B REY ~ b
‘\»\s ,,',,.,..ﬂ,mmarﬂ-; ||3§ 5 / ‘E. Exg\ # by
) N —209— - - A NS 5 'R
N pasrile) 22 s 11\ ,", NS - R 3 ” ,
- 227 TR e - S .
) o ///r.m':c-f’.;“ 3 i 3; 7 ' 'l‘.
[ 225, M\ 3 .
9 ) Zod \ % }':‘% ( N :
FAIROAKS ) % 5 Y\ \ PR -
— 7, 5 i’ v :
0 e o —2/08— . D)\ ser T . [
= 7 £, e 20—\ & \3 £
| \ : ;
\ : 5 § ‘ ~
g bk § )
) s . e )
Y X LEGEND OF MAINTENANCE ITEMS
< : .
A > ., 3 % Ve Denores Liwms oF Storg
v N
. o S e J e E eme
& @R | §| o
Ve E
Vf
EEE z: T |\l
™ 1wl XS ‘%‘?ﬁ"’}}‘%wﬂw} B v ou % I
& sk, RO 43S Yl ooty
5 ¢ == 27 O 155 .
g 2 o ; . 1 ' G T R O
™ m —2/05— g ;
RN 3 g Sn Wi §
A i - ‘.’};_L ‘6\% Y
E . <o=-CIRCLE = - —_— 2 ¥
\ — —
7 __,__;___%U_;‘_M—/ . W i p£CA0R ¥
- —— = i e s~
e . .2 35”‘"’_":4«4‘: - v 5
> : ! e~ TN ¢
(untlt) 3’ A 2 —ef02 e, N i j 1o B3t | ;
! g =] L > : 3 . i EEE £ R
a5 o . . .
@ SoacT SEEE" o\ i . 110" garmH : .
/\\s Bl e~ " g L WATERWAY" ol w5 -
L\ \E T( N ) ALt - ) * wes i)t“"k’gx%; 20,0
o 7 o s = R mra
¥ i ;:,\- < ol b, 2o > > s == £° A
\E , o 25 e N . / : Fes. ECT
S < p:L‘UM' s \ H ™, ' g .
0 = o \, € o _ 0
e GOG % .u"‘/ 4 \, N . =l —
L ,/5.;; |t 2 ; SEE SHEET /2 - kS 5%, 7 R e P
AP o ,.;..';:,1‘,",{65" | S ) SO . — S e 2 . Svare OF Fromioa, " i P
, ’ Y . L " —J GENERAL DEV i
W .y . Bnleny St e ] GENEGAE, DEVELOPHENT COR Sma ot
= ) % b X o0 oue A\ s PAVING Y. DRAINAGE G
C . 3\ i % | i e e %/;_ugzv-ﬂﬁr/fma/r/a/vm.: .
"l o 7,/ , Y ! i g REVIEWED N{P,\MQDIF‘ED P A R; mf!léL:JrE SU%%%DM'
Y s ¢ { ; . "{'w_';l‘_'\ o
YA | . 1 o e ‘1 RE-Ng 23207 -
- Ut , o JEATEpF FLORIA ', o
g N S 4 LT & . -
= 2 YN B hG {




1
~
~
A
e

L H
\ .\ 5
5 i \ , 51
i , -7 N . . e XN
! %
; _
= - = _y - ; - 5 5 B e e - - R as s Wssiva ey [ e, fm—— e
i J ' ' . [ N I el ¥ S e :
4 - X i )
i ! i / ag :
|
!
i
' .
! ot
! -
SEE  SHEET M= Nl "
A ~
| .
178 DR M. { 9
o aa;/{”.-:/::/.-s “IREE.A | {
i X > Nk OF HIRCOUKT CINCLE | ~
o\ ! ’
¥ . !
) B¢ . ) i w g
G5 60% 91"crP (v - L 4 o A 2/4, : ¥
TR TR S Q R T 7 -
. Aﬂgr.“nmna:#:u:: L = o & &.‘l‘a;' L T ) S -~ ¢
2 '.4"-;“ J ur 7 \ A < ; P D S NGy — 1 2T T ml X =
'Qe aa 1.1 y 1N Oar 1705 o Z \"% N oo, e o FLimres i) \“ECOWAPE 70 70! BorTong ~

il

> e i
| SEENSHEST, N8 1T\

Vo
T

LEGEND OF MAINTENCE [TEMS .

~ /s Denores Liwts oF Suorg Resmona- -
O  Drwores Smupsar To pe Removeo

Hazxy Walol 9
-Rcs, Prov. DGR NA.E838 . "

ARt e
VTR

Tk

STaTz O FLogioa L
DEVELOPMENT. CORPORATION
. Lag "~ FLORIDA -

. T . PAVIN 5 -~ .
« . FORTY-FIFTHADQITIEN TO"

. ORI w.wzorr:.\’suaamg‘m -

1 " SARASOTA' COUNTY,. ~ FLO




¢ Ouaniaec

REVISIONS.

gzarAlgans
:

[S22-48-41238 3417 e HivoN

-

Fez okt 4 Fimd londam Yo dd he

3

ST, snl L, OO

——

A/

DaTe

Rea. ProF. EMNGR No. 3838 - |

Srars o FLomioa
CIVIL ENGINEER

MIAMI, FLORIDA’

FLORIDA

Hazry W Adozew/s

.\n\...;.i 40 Luviy
& 9

ING 8 DRAINAGE
RTY=NINTH ADDITION TO - *

VI

E=tta——s _ ~Spmmm

vl

z;

aa

ST ——

Z

Rad it

T CH._[As Conr 7

Y/ 2

i

ey pem—

5

et

T T TR

00

o7y N OF)SH

SARASOTA COUNTY, FLORDA

-0 P

e ATMETLVA

PORT CHARLOTTE SUEDIVISION

MIAE

—— e

i —

5

& .
3
=
<
o
]
I
o
=]
o
=
z
i
=
o
=]
-
g
(]
a
-
<
o
i
=
frr

JAMES E CLARK
RLG, ENGR, No.

\nﬁl‘\llmmm.\ =

S — S W S s SN

R Y

e

%

-

Zasak:

RS

} dng k Al;r.:v{\.v f\k‘»:

AN o

o ‘lv‘

N

B (S

T 5?;

DRATNAGE \\ m\‘—

. SR BOrToM A S5,

noismiaens’ 218 THYHD  L8Od
p; bt

)

‘N .
JEANL/N /




- v a

e, o)A

2 L S v
‘ 1vd 40 LHITESSE, . |
P — \ L) e
= ——8= = .y 1 m
Cer s X =2 5

e
Req. Prov. ENGR Qo 8858
Srare OF Flomisa ... °

o S22 - . e, 7
e BN g NS P
muluw.ufhonww ¢ nwmlu\\lll. T ——

e—==Too——a¢

s W1 < xn“‘h:uﬂnnui‘lhl.n;u\. —\ .Pn

=S i g

; = ¢ SRR L .

.v . - _..mm,-. S M_/lll.ﬁ\

WA " Vo o B . o« \ AL

; s 1150 RN VAT

; S e — - :

s. X . St B.05I0Y, ez 16y »J‘ - 7 2 T I Y

i . D I & a Ta zm._.\azqmw_ P i)

. N "

ik fu. - 1® | RN

- N+ S i
: e Q .
i . g e
= 1

23°BOTTOM 4155,

=5
—2425—
Py
o
i 25
5 5
ez ¥
of A
1.
JIF
— 242 T—

e

' — #08I)
] NI HGE s,
! 1 - & u% _ \
. W./. AR %
. . N fn m - 4 m \ f»
- .. vq . . s .W ) # w. . v_-.E t _ :
Z MNE ? 75,02, .
. it <. . > ﬂ A
i . A.I H A .wn‘ = : < —
: . o =PRI 7 S NEEE a7 ¥ PN
/ﬁ_ X | it M) ‘ ) o

18TFE O
1 (EIEERPRIZS
g .5 B/
[ s e
|

4, ! "
o N——— _
) ==

F. wa

AR,

|
| a0
AL :
F/ z
Kz
CRALEIS

: =0 7
N ST RITAANVEO - o
N\),_/ 2 1@. i - . w_ _Ua. Wi
S " H/.Im!&l.\.v:l

=

aN023S - ALMIHL L £ o

lypd 0L Noluaev




- P VT Ty PR T PR J
: t = ” 46
T ) 2 . z. | sl
_ - i N S
; - : . 5 &3 “Zg [43] 1
| AT g |
k1 % |3 | Bzl
i - e ad o o=@ RN
m Nt - 2 I
: LB I 2 (B |
I54(8 {38 & |og J6HEN
Ty o Uc s o g=3 M -
1y | o |83% !
. To ol < $ R 1 w mmMm w:
-V m H mmw nmm_
> ~~. @ FH I mn ]
U T I a3
g EfN
] HHE
3014106800 8 10N | |l |- ]
. = N i
' N e o /.r.d mE i
R . ivad 40 LRI TSRS e e | P A
&= M S R B T bl [ <[5 1 LS el
i ] i T A s ||\1)||||..|.|.i.[ |||||| PM.WWM:’FI 5= /mVWhhnhh Ma sm——an——mom LA .m
AVMYILYM 3 ______HINONS___ B L7 M 4 1Y L
s | e R R R = -—1 ) ®
R e e N — e e e et . | o e e o ;
=AW ,./ /ﬂm/mmwﬂ,.mmh“wlhhw..m i, A== FnW._. = nlw e . 3
SNNEE 5/ B
I\

=S

i \
N\ e
AN /y ,/:J,NNA.,.«M o P
@y -

)
o

¥ 9
R-590
|
L
B[072I" &

4 ~Hd L &
- ; . q00AEO |
i e | - F
L G | BIRE & } , = _
: W LR 3 A 9 4 3 T SR LA T :
o —J 8> T Fw,,.cs_ S/ VNIV G- we - FOUNIy e S0 Al
' X 08T 39V A A, A 2 3! 165y 7= e B
i ZS00E S/ + 1D, &QQ.E, _\I_/ . 2 A m
T e - D e L .<\ LA UL i
: _ 2 Sy S £ gl -
.\ ] i L RN
] o e >
| o 7.8 8
Y o B R
D | X I :
3 \ =N -
! T~ it dete . A s
0 it Y o=
s dgiml S i allhe N =
e o 0 N I =t _lwn.lhl ==} Hl||xn..w||\|:|%ww_, VAS N .v\hl!lnllu”..{““hf .W. & /-3 QWU\NQ\M ] |h\m@1.:lﬂ\/!hh
— T J ———ivid doq lINIT—~ _ —— y@wl LI : . .
"y oY pa— | S -~ - - b 4 ptam B
T R\ s “NOI[Idd% GNOIIS N\~ ATUTHI 2
 Aeoryeie A /_‘ — - P : re
-\ .g— g B s . 4 L O
: f = 9 g L ’ o> N LT 2 E
’ - LR Tlem R 9 AP
3 .- —_ - . % . Y 5.
PRI O PRI FAL SRR TN RG-S &
I I DR AT S PRSI A I LR 2




. g -
_/ - ;“ ! Coe e - — g v A ...‘.i.. oo TR B PRNE e SN N v - e Rl R s e e e L — e e ommate = Sowen, aNSE = —e
-~ = 3 ! SEE SHEET Na 2 s ’ . ) ! X
. Lx] - . i s B}
‘IZA /—\ l/’ ‘ . %
~ 1 i &s° sorronr - R-395
o %/ — ZE £ e A e e RIGNT
N \ i3 -
M N
K N 2Haz -
: FITZGERALD =
b ‘-n’:l"/u7:/r=:.
P
— ]
- 0
s -
. 2 ;
3
;2 ;
£ = S0 s
R | X 3
N ) 5 S 834400 ‘ {
- b : y
. 3 % "
. < = i
X : - ‘
v ¥ 8 ‘
. . S T Q 5
- g 3 1 § "
- Q 0 3 S i
: 4 y S "t
. . & g 4
—— o~ o 9 4
<7 Z K g e
o 2 (0] s e
— X ! i
A Q i
Q N i
e e} Q IS -~ 1
P ° vox 4 e ,f - \'::
e = . el
i = g |3 | et '
N~ w |Q ! LEGEND OF MAINTENANCE [TEMS 7 |
¥ e X . =i
. . @ E . ~~= Dowores Liwrs or Storz Reckaumg . - S
S % i
e § g
2= " ] olad
£ i = . - i
: T As Bdur!'. #
4\ 4 Sa 1288 . . ¢ i
= e T =y Koy
] Reg. Reor. DGR Wa 58! \ e ~r
Vot STATC OF FLORIOA i, _.If
W 2 asgausnmmnmnsnurﬂ P PR
3 i YT o
N - <rife OF FLonGi . !
- = .
! GENERAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION | -~
~ .~ HMIAML FLORIDA .
- PAVING .8 DRAINAGE * -
. FORTY-NINTH ABDITION TO “ 4
; PORT CHARLOTTE SUBDIVISION® | -°| = :
i SARASOTA COUNTY, FORDA - * fi-
b " [ Lo . e Lo f. ok i | -
R N Iy B n L YT (1% - "‘ ® A% poTLT Gy - o = T HevisibREs ) i ey "~ et

R I L 28 3 * m.;__.es_zL__I;;_:..
% _.,il_-._aL.-.“.[,Z‘ - e s oL R B ‘. o iy

E )
0 e s o1 WS ereecl IR0 1 BT RO ARSI FES




-

=

RAT}S
DA e

7L Adorods ;
ior. Dak. No 5855 17

me%—qﬁ
T
TET e

= el
4/ \EEERD:oF MARTENAN

/- BWING 8 DRARAGE

H]
\
yl.‘ DEVELOPMEN CO‘FPD
Y FORTY-NINTH-ADD) ;
S
H R

Vi

7 477

g
- y* A
BN R

e S
i FIR)

oy

GENE

o3

R

[~ dm

23Z

sirz i .
CI VAV
g

Y SIS, e ),

Gk“mﬂ

o —— .

ERER = a1 NI N
- i 5 Ty — {7 v

! ’ P 1 & - i ' %

. 1
_— Nolsialggns  311078VHD  1dod QL NOILIGAY NHINIILXIS

A




ATTACHMENT G

2009 Price Boulevard Corridor Study




. bales, and other construction techniques approved by the regulatory agencies. Final de’cennmaﬁon for an
EFH evaluation will be made by the NMFS during the permit process.

6.0 PERMITTING AND REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS

Trpacts to wetlands and hydric-cut aquatic features associated with the proposed improvements to
Price Boulevard appearimminent. Both state and federal entities will require permits for impacts to
wetlands within the project corridor (Table II). Other permitting agencies involved in the review will
include state and federal wildlife agencies and the Division of Historical Resources. It is anticipated that
wetlands, wildlife, and cultural resources will be coordinated through the following agencies:

Southwest Florida Water Management District (SWEFWMD)

o  U.S., Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)

o Florida Depatiment of Environmental Protection (FDEP)

o Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC)

o U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) .

e NOAA - National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)

o Florida Division of Historical Resources

TABLE II - AGENCIES AND ASSOCIATED PERMITS

U.S. Army Corps of Engincers Section 404, Dredge and Fill Permit
Southwest Florida Water Management District” | Individual Permit (Chapter 40D-4, F.A.C.)
Florida Department of Environmental Protection Rule 62-621.300(4), F.A.C; SSL Determination
U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service TBD .

6.1 SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT,

Permitting related to impacts within jurisdictional wetlands will be addressed through the
SWFWMD Sarasota Service Office. Jurisdictional boundaries of wetlands, hydric-cut aquatic features,
and othet surface water features will need to be established pursuant to Chapter 62-340 F.A.C., Part IV,
Chapter 373, F.S. Establishment and survey of seasonal high water elevations will also be reqmred
Preliminary Unified Mitigation Assessment Methodology (UMAM) was conducted for wetlands with the
potential to be impacted during construction. Impacts will be designated as forested, herbaceous, or open

water for mitigation purposes.

A determination of final impact acreages within the project ROW will be required to complete the
UMAM. Estimated impacts for the entire project approximate 2.00 acres; however, the project may be
constructed in phases. Proposed impact acreage estimated by phase includes: .

Phase 1 — 100’ foot ROW — center alignment — 0.67 acres
Phase 2 — 120’ foot ROW —north alignment — 0.60 acres

Phase 3 — 120°foot ROW —mnorth alignment — 0,134 acres
Phase 4 — 120°foot ROW — north/center alignment — 0.60 acres

The District issues three types of ERPs depending on the proposed impact: individual, general
and noticed general permits. Assuming that all phases are constructed, and that impacts along the corridor
are not eliminated or minimized (less than one acre) an Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) application
for an Individual permit will be necessary for this, project. Governing Board action is required for all
individual permits. The application fee for Individual Permit (as of January 2009) is $2,500.00.
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6.2 U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Permit requirements related to the dredge or discharge of fill into “Waters of the United States™
will be addressed through the Section 404, Dredge and Fill Permit process. Issues related to work on
structuves constructed in navigable waters will be regulated under Sections 9 and 10 of the Rivers and
Harbors Act of 1899 and will require a Department of the Army (DA) permit. Permit coordination for
this project will occur through ‘the Tampa Regulatory Office.

As part of the DA permit process, establishment the landward extent of federally jurisdictional
wetlands, and hydric-cut aquatic features will be established in accordance with the routine methodology
described in the Chapter 62-340, FAC, Delineation of the Landward Extent of Weilands and Surface
Waters, and the dtlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Interim Regional Supplement to the 1987 Wetland
Delineation Manual of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). The USACE will require
completion of Rapanos forms (as of June 2007) which requires a detailed assessment of all wetland and
OSW connections with navigable waterways. Review of all applications for DA permits will require
consideration of the project in terms of public interest, effects on wetlands, fish and wildlife, and water
quality, as well as consideration of historical, cultural, scenic and recreational resources, Mitigation will
be required for impacts to jurisdictional wetlands. Due to the estimated acreage of impact (2.00 acres)
associated with the proposed alignment, this project will not qualify for Nationwide Permit #14
established for Linear Transportation Projects. Should wetland impacts be minimized during the design
phase, use of NWP#14 should be reconsidered.

6.3 WETLAND MITIGATION

It is anticipated that unavoidable wetland impacts will ocour as a result of the proposed road
widening., However, the quality of the project wetlands has been compromised by adjacency to the
existing roadway and disturbance associated with construction of the roadway, ditching, development of
residential and commercial infrastructute, and invasion by nuisance and exotic vegetation. Wetlands and
aquatic features will be evaluated for mitigation requirements as part of the ERP and Section 404 permit
process, with the exception of non-jurisdictional OSW features and roadside swales. Mitigation will be
required pursuant to 5.373.4137 Florida Statutes (F.S.) Part IV, Chapter 373, F.S. and 33 U.S.C.s, 1344,
Final determination of jurisdictional wetland areas and mitigation requirements will ocour during the
design phase of the project.

The Price Boulevard corridor lies entively within the SWFWMD designated Lower Myakka River
- Basin (LMRB) of the Myalkka River Watershed. Mitigation for unavoidable wetland impacts associated
with Price Boulevard will-be restricted to this basin. On-site mitigation is an option. The cost of on-site
mitigation will include land acquisition, design and permitting, swrvey and construction, planting and
monitoring, and long-term management and maintenance. Private mitigation banks and municipal
Regional Off-site Mitigation Area (ROMA) facilities may offer regionally significant alternatives to on-
site mitigation, Currently, one private mitigation bank exists within the LMRB. The Myakka -River
Mitigation Bank is located in eastern Sarasota County. As of August 2008, both forested and herbaceous
credits were available at the bank. The current cost per credit included freshwater forested =
$135,000/credit and herbaceous = $95,000/credit. Finally, Sarasota County Road Program cwrently
manages and operates the Myakka River ROMA for municipal infrastructute projects occurring within
the LMRB. The project is permitted, but construction has not yet begun. However, the permit is phased,
and an initial credit release was approved by the SWFWMD following the issuance of the conservation
easement. Price per credit will need to be coordinated directly with Sarasota County Road Program
environmental staff.
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6.4  FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

. Authorization is required for any construction activity over Sovereign Submerged Lands (SSL).

The FDEP regulates SSL issues. The water management districts have been delegated-the authority to
take action on most authorizations, and the issue of SSL is addressed as part of the ERP process, The
extent of SSL authorizations are dependent upon the type of activily being -proposed. Minimal
encroachment into SSL may be considered a "deminimus” (Chapter 373.406, F.S,) activity and may.
qualify for a Consent of Use (Chapter 18-21.005, F.A.C.). A request for a Sovereign Submerged Lands
Determination was submitted to the FDEP. The response was received December 11, 2008, Current state
records contain insufficient information to determine ownership of the run to Little Salt Spring, Big
Slough, Cocoplum Canal, or any of the other stream, canals or wetlands within the impact area of the
proposed project. Therefore, at this time, the proprietary requirements that normally apply to state owned
lands should not be applied to these water features (Appendix C).

In addition to SSL issues, the FDEP will regulate pollutant discharged associatsd with
construction of the project. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).delegates authority to the
FDEP to implement the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) stormwater
permitting program in the State of Florida. A NPDES stormwater permit will be required along with an
appropriate Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. The program is designed to minimize erosion and
sedimentation and regulate discharges of stormwater run-off, Per DEP Rule 62-621.300(4), FA.C,, a
Generic Permil for Stormwater Discharge fiom Construction Activities that Disturb Five or More Acres
of Land (CGP) (DEP Document 62-621.300(4)(a)) will be required.

6.5 FLORIDA FISH AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION COMMISSIO.N FWC)

Coordination with the FWC will be required if state protected wildlife, such as the gopher
tortoise, the Florida scrub jay, the Eastern indigo snake, the gopher frog or the Sherman’s fox squirrel are
identified within the project corridor. Many of these species are also protected under federal guidelines
and will be reviewed during the federal permit process.

The gopher tortoise is listed as threatened by the FWC, but it is not federally listed. The gopher
tortoise occupies a variety of plant communities, preferably habitats with well-drained sandy soils and
suitable herbaceous forage. Appropriate habitat for the gopher tortoise is present along segmnents of the
corridor; however, no tortoises or tortoise burrows were observed during the 2008 field surveys. If the
gopher tortoise or tortoise burtows are identified during construction, the City of North Port will need to
notify the FWC in order to mitigate for any impacts to this species, According to the guidelines
(September 2007), this will require coordination for a relocation permit,

6.6 1,8, F1SH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

The USEWS will review this project as part of the federal permit process and will make a
determination of the project effects on federaily threatened species. Coordination for federally listed
wildlife will occur out of the USFWS, Vero Beach Service Office. Federally protected wildlife with
potential to occur along the project corridor includes the Eastern indigo snake, crested caracara, Florida
scrub jay, and the wood stork. Fotmal species surveys may be required where suitable habitat exists.

According to the USFWS 2007 survey data, the Florida scrub-jay is present within the vicinity of
the Price Boulevard study corridor and occupied scrub habitat is possible along Big Slough. Formal
surveys will be required to determine the presence or absence of this species. Formal surveys are required
to be conducted according to the Florida Scrub-Jay General Survey Guidelines.and Protocols established
by the USFWS.
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The USFWS oversees permitting issues associated with the Florida scrub-jay through the
authority of the Endangered Species Act. Tmpacts to occupied scrub-jay habitat will be considered a
“take”, The level of ‘take” (if any) will need to be established as part of the USACE federal permit
process through coordination with the USFWS. An incidental take permit may be necessary if scrub-jays
are deemed present in the area, This permit is required to allow the lawful “take” of habitat occupied by a
federally protected species. An incidental take permit requires consultation with the USFWS.

6.7 NOAA - NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE (NMFS)

Coordination associated with Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) is through the NOAA National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS) office in St. Petersburg, Florida. The NMFS office was contacted to discuss
potential impacts associated with this project. EFH consultation is not likely to be required for this project
unless a tidal jnfluence is determined to be associated with the existing aquatic features, Regulation by
this agency (if any) would involve Best Management Practices such as phased construction, turbidity
barriers, silt screens, hay bales, and othet construction techniques approved by the regulatory agencies,

6.8 FLORIDA DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Coordination with the Division of Historical Resources will be required to solicit comments
regarding whether the activities associated with the proposed project will adversely affect significant
historical or archaeological resources, Impacts to historical or archaeological tesources will be considered
as part of the state and federal permit process. As part of the determination process, .an archaeological
survey performed by a qualified professional approved by the Florida Archeology Council or the Division
of Historical Resources will be required. Additionally, the applicant may be required to develop and
implement a plan to demarcate and protect significant historical and archaeological resources reasonably
expected to be impacted by the project. As patt of the review of the Price Boulevard project, M. Steve
Koski, staff Archeologist at the Little Salt Springs University of Miami research facility was solicited for
information on the archeological remains near the project corridor. Mr. Koski expressed concern
regarding impacts to possible remains in the area and about further deterioration of water quality as part

of the road expansion.
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3.1 YETLANDS AND SURFACE WATERS

The study corridor was assessed for jurisdictional wetlands, aquatic features, upland excavated
ditches, and roadside swales, Wetland resources within the project study area were initially identified
through the review of aerial photography (Aerials Express 2006). Subsequent to this review, ficld
reconnaissance was conducted on August 24 and 29, 2007, during which each wetland was individually
classified and characterized in accordance with the FLUCFCS, and the U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service’s
National Wetlands Inveritory habitat classification system (NWI),

Wetland boundaries were visnally approximated using the US Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) 1987 Wetland Delineation procedure, and the criteria identified in Chapter 62-340, Florida
Administrative Code (F.A.C)). The Uniform Mitigation Assessment Methodology (UMAM) was
performed on each wetland with the potential to be impactéd, and a grouped UMAM was performed for
the hydrie-cut aquatic features (Appendix A). UMAM was not conducted for the upland excavated
ditches or man-made swales. The wetland systems found within the actual right-of-way exhibited
moderate-low UMAM value. The aquatic features have been subject of extensive hydrological alterations.

Five (5) wetlands, eleven (11) hydric-cut aquatic features, and five (5) upland-excavated drainage
ditches were observed, classified, and/or documented within or immediately adjacent to the Price
Boulevard study corridor, An extensive series of maintained, vegetated swales and shallow retention areas
were also observed along the entire length of the corridor. The majority of the swales function to divert
stormwatet run-off to aquatic features and ditches, The majority of the corridor’s aquatic features extend
through historically hydric soils. These man-altered areas will receive greater scrutiny during the permit
process due to their historic nature and existing ecologic value. Habitat within these systems varied
depending on maintenance practices. The upland-excavated ditches were largely open water features with
deeply incised slopes. Vegetation along the banks ranged from mowed turf grass. to overgrown Brazilian
pepper fringe. The man-made vegetated swales parallel to Price Boulevard were regularly maintained
features dominated by turf grass and connected by culverts. ) )

In general, the wetlands and aquatic features along the Price Boulevard corridor may be grouped
into five NWI categories: :

® Palustrine emergent wetlands with persistent vegetation (PEM1)

© Lower perennial, open water riverine wetlands (R2EM)

© Palustrine forested broad leaved evergreen seasonally flooded (PFO3)

¢ Excavated palustrine open water wetlands with permanent hydrology (POWHx) with Palusttine
emergent wetlands with persistent vegetation (PEM1) and Palustrine shrub-scrub broad leaved
evergreen (PSS3) component

3.1.1 Palustrine emergent wetlands with persistent vegetation (PEMI)

Two PEMI wetlands encroach into the Price Boulevard right-of-way. The western-most wetland
is Jocated at the Little Salt Spring Research Facility, and extends along the north and south side of Price
Boulevard, The system is slightly brackish, ard is a remnant feature of a historically contiguous slough.
The natural drainage of this system is to the spring to the south, which drains through a natural spring run
to a series of excavated ditches. These ditches discharge to Big Slough and ultimately, the Myakka River.
Vegetation within this system is periodically maintained, Vegetation to the south is moderate quality and
includes soft rush (Juncus effisses), wax myrtle, sawgrass (Cladium Jamaicense), and Brazilian pepper.
The area is bordered by mesic hammock. Vegetation along the edge of the system to the north of the Price
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Boulevard right-of-way is dominated by Brazilian pepper. Though maintained regularly, this area also
contains herbaceous wetland vegetation consisting of saw grass, soft rush, and torpedo grass.

Emergent Wetland
North Right-of-Way at Little Salt Spring Facility

The second PEM1 wetland system is located along the north side of the corridor east of Sumter
Boulevard. This isolated, herbaceous wetland/prairie marsh system encroaches into the right-of-way north
of the existing sidewalk. This wetland is of moderate to high quality. The vegetation consists of
swamplily (Crimum sp.), pickerelweed (Pontederia cordata), tickseed (Coreopsis sp.), milkweed
(dsclepias lanceolata), morning-glory (Ipomoea sp:), buttonweed (Diodia virginianda), peppervine
(Ampelopsis arborea), cattails, and prairie grasses and sedges such as foxtail (Sefaria sp.), bluestem
(Andropogon spp.), and torpedograss. Chinese tallow sprouts (Sapium sebiferum) and Carolina willow are
present along the edges. Impacts to this system are anticipated to be minimal.

Prairie Meadow Wetland NE of Sumter Boulevard

3.1.2 Lower perennial, open water riverine wetlands (R20W)

Big Slough has been characterized as a lower perennial riverine system (R20WH). Big Slough is
a historically natural slough. A water feature flowing parallel to the slough appears to have been
excavated through flatwoods soils (EauGallie and Myakka fine sands). Both systems connect and
eventually drain to the Myakka River, an Outstanding Florida Waterway.

Price Boulevard roadside swales drain into Big Slough at its bridge crossing. Just to the north of
Price Blvd. is a recently constructed pedestrian bridge. Soil disturbance associated with the construction
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of this bridge is evident. Vegetation within the Price Blvd. right-of-way consists of predominantly
nuisance disturbance herbaceous species and shrubs. Vegetation includes Brazilian pepper, alligatorweed
(dlternanthera philoxeroides), bermudagrass (Cynodon dactylon), caesarweed, primrosewillow, and hairy
indigo (/ndigofera hirsuta). The area shows signs of sedimentation and water quality degradation.

Big Slough within Price Boulevard Right-of-Way

3.1.3 Excavated palustrine open water wetland - permanent hydrology (POWHx)

Eleven (11) hydric-cut aquatic features intercept the Price Boulevard right-of-way. In general,
these excavated features flow southwest and appear to be part of historic sloughs or wetlands. Many of
these water features exhibit poor water quality near the roadway structures including rust from culverts,
oil sheen fiom vehicles, and prolific invasive species such as cattails and primrose willow. The majority
of these features contain large areas of open water. Many contain vegetated slopes and littoral zones. The
littoral zone community varies with depth of excavation within these systems. Typical vegetation includes
torpedo grass, pickerelweed (Pontederia cordata), cattails, arrowhead (Sagetteria latifolia), primrose
willow, Brazilian. pepper, smartweed (Polygomum sp.), maidencane (Panicum hemitonion) and water
lettuce (Pistia Siratiotes). Perimeter (buffer) vegetation include cabbage palm hammocks, mesic
hammock and pine flatwoods.

B e R MR e S e e Sk S

Hydvric-Cu
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3.1.4 Palusirine forested broad leaved deciduous seasonally flooded (PFQ1¢)

One forested wetland system was identified just east of Sumter Boulevard on the south side of
Price Boulevard. This wetland appears to be part of an isolated system within a predominantly flatwoods
landscape. Its NWI classification is Palustrine Forested Broad-Leaved Deciduous and Evergreen,
Seasonally Flooded (PFO1/2C). The dominant vegetation includes a canopy of laurel oak and cabbage
palm with a significant understory of Brazilian pepper and other disturbance species. The .minimal
groundcover includes caesarweed, arrow-head, and peppervine, The portion of this wetland encroaching
into the Price Boulevard right-of-way has been maintained and contains a dominance of wetland forbs
and sedges. Impacts to this system are anticipated to be minimal,

3.1.5 Special Waters

There are no special waters identified within the Price Boulevard corridor. Drainage associated
with the area ultimately discharges to the Myakka River which is designated as Class III waters, a Florida
Wild and Scenic River and an Outstanding Florida Water (OFW).

4.0 SoILS

According to data generatéd from the 2006 United States Department of Agriculture (USDA)
Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) website, the majority of the soils within the project
corridor are classified as hydric. The Sarasota County, Florida soil survey (1991), as developed by the
Soil Conservation Service (SCS), was used to obtain information on the general soil characteristics of
soils mapped along the project corridor. This source may not always reflect the current conditions of the
area, particularly if recent development has modified drainage patterns in the area, as may be the case
along the Price Boulevard corridor.

According to the soil survey (1991), thirteen soil types have been identified within the right-of-
way limits. Ten of the soils intercept the Price Boulevard right-of-way corridor and ate characterized by
the NRCS as hydric. These soils are classified as nearly level, very poorly to poorly drained, sandy soils.
Three soil types mapped along the corridor are identified as non-hydric, upland soils. The predominant
soils within the study corridor include EauGallie and Myakka fine sands (10), Holopaw fine sand,
depressional (22), and Pineda fine sand (31). The soil types mapped within the limits of the project are
described below and are shown in Figure 6. A map depicting hydric soils is provided as Figure 7.
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o Pople fine sand (36) is often associated with low hammocks and poorly defined drainageways
and broad sloughs. The soil type is neither flooded nor ponded. Soil saturation is found within six
inches for approximately five months each year, The ecological community associated with this
soil type is cabbage palm flatwoods.

5.0 WILDLIFE

The Price Boulevard corridor was evaluated with regard to potential impacts posed to threatened
and endangered wildlife and wildlife species of special concern. The majority of the Price Boulevard
right-of-way is maintained turf grass and herbaceous swales. Habitat patches, both upland and wetland,
with the potential to support wildlife exist adjacent to the ROW and in certain instances, encroach slightly
into the ROW. Some of these areas have moderate functional value; most have been compromised by
fragmentation, proximjty to the roadway, and encroachment of nuisance and exotic vegetation. Both
federal and state listed wildlife have been documented in proximity to the Price Boulevard corridor.

The corridor extends through several U.S, Fish and "Wildlife Service (USFWS) Wildlife
Consultation Areas as shown in Figure 8. Specifically, the USFWS identifies consultation areas for the
Florida grasshopper sparrow (dmmodramus savannarum floridanus), the crested caracara (Caracara
cheriway), and the Florida scrub-jay. To account for this, the immediate area was assessed for habitat
known to support wildlife identified by the USFWS mapping. Wildlife suggested by the USFWS
consultation area boundaries were not obsetved during visits to the project corridor.

The Florida Natural Areas Inventory (FNAI) was also contacted for information on element
occurrences documented within or in proximity to the Price Boulevard corridor. A standard data report
was generated describing the FNAI database findings. This report is included as Appendix B, According
to the report, wildlife observations documented recently within the vicinity of the project corridor
included the wood stork (Mycteria americana), the bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus), and the Florida
scrub jay; however, wildlife was not observed during visits to the project site. Table I summarizes the
reports findings with regard to wildlife potential to occur within the project area.

5.1 FLORIDA GRASSHOPPER SPARROW

The Florida grasshopper sparrow consultation area encompasses the entire project corridor. The
grasshopper sparrow is listed as endangered by both the USFWS and the Florida Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission (FWC). The grasshopper sparrow prefers open, dry prairie habitat with sparse
clusters of saw palmetto and native prairie grasses, These areas must be maintained by fire at a frequency
sufficient to create an open landscape. Managed, dry prairie habitat necessary to support the grasshopper
spatrow was not identified in the study corridor. In addition, the grasshopper sparrow has not been

“documented in this area, Due to the lack of suitable habitat, occurrence of this species is not anticipated
along the Price Boulevard corridor,

5.2 AUDUBON’S CRESTED CARACARA

The crested caracara consultation area covers the eastern third of the Price Boulevard corridor.
This species is listed as threatened by the USFWS and the FWC. The caracara prefers dry or wet prairie
with scattered cabbage palm or sparsely wooded areas, The caracara.is believed to occasionally use
improved pasture adjacent to wetlands. The caracara generally nests in cabbage palms within open areas
containing occasional shrubs and palinetto. Although cabbage palm flatwoods exist throughout the study
corridor, these areas appear overgrown and are not believed to support the habitat preference of the
caracara. Caracara sightings occurred northeast of the study corridor during the early 1990’s. Due to the
lack of suitable habitat, occurrence of this species is not anticipated along the Price Boulevard corridor.
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Common Name

Bachman's Sparrow

Fable I= POTENTIAL LISTED SPECIES

Designated
Status

WS

FWC |

Iabitat Preference

ANEAD
Oaks and pines bordering

Potential

QOccurrence

Habitat
Present

Element
Occurrence

mt !
Aimophila aestivalis i N shrubby, overgrown fields chniotl 3 H
Florida Burrowing Owl 5 Open prairies, sand hills, farm e y
Athene cunicularia Floridana A s land Mg i [ 'y
F l(.)n»da Sandhll.llCrane = N LT Wel prairies, marshy lake Minimal Y N
Grus canadensis pratensis bottoms
Bald Eagle Ll Close to large water bodies, ’
Haliaeetus lencocephalus PDL e habitat can be variable Mo ¥ 1

3 7, H - H

Wood Stork LE Woody vegetation over standing Moderate v v

Mycteria americana

Florida Panther

Extensive forested communities;

shallow water

Pum-a concolor coryi kP - large wetlnflds ‘ Minimal N
iy N [ | PRSI bw | v |
i R G 1 e N T
i ety N | U5 | pinchukeyouk fads | Motene v N
i N e L TN T
Drynle ouset wr | our | e e i | Modee | Y 4
Gopher Tortoise Sandhill, scrubby, flatwoods,

Gopher Frog
Rana capilo

: Longleaf pine, turkey oa, = i

___xeric hammock
AMPHIBIAN
sandhill, flatwoods, sand pine
HLEORA ,
sandy pinelands & meadows,

Moderate

Minimal

Calopogon multiflorus flatwoods, hammocks |k ¥ N
Sand Blnﬁerﬂy Pef1 N LE Sandhill, scrubby flatwoods, dry Minimal Y N
Cenlrosema arenicola upland woods

Beautiful Pawpaw slash pine-saw palmetto h

Deeringothamnus pulchellus LE 18 flatwoods; mowed road verges Minimial Y N
Nodding Rinwesd N | LT Scrub Minimal Y N
Lechea cernua

Carter’s |aia flowet ﬂa’f. N LE Pine rocklands Minimal N N
Linum carteri var. smallii

Florida Spiny-pod o e ' s 5

Mataleo Jlorldbie: N LE Upland hardwoods; moist to dry Minimal Y N
Celestial Lily Wet flatwoods, prairie marsh, e :

Nemasiylis flovidana 3 o palm hammocks Mmupal ¥ N
Flor.lda Beargrass N LT open scrub, hax_nmocks with Minimal y N
Nolina atopocarpa closed canopies, uplands

Giant Orchid N. | Sandhill, §crub, pine flatwoods, Mininial Y N

Pieroglossaspis ecristata

pine rocklands

LE = Endangered, LT Tleatcld, Scis of Special Concern, PDL = Proposed for isting; N= Nolurl'ise rsie; Minimal = Little or no
suitable habitat and no occurrence; Moderate = Polential suitable habilal exisls and/or potential occurrence; High = Suitable habitat on-sile and species observed
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5.3 FLORIDA SCRUB JAY

The Florida scrub jay is a threatened species protected by both state and federal law. The USFWS
scrub-jay consultation area covers this entire region of North Port. A survey, conducted by the City of
North Port during 2006 revealed the presence of three scrub jay populations in the vicinity of Price
Boulevard. Additional field surveys conducted by Sarasota County (2006) and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) (2007) documented scrub-jays adjacent to Big Slough (Figure 9). Cursory field
surveys, conducted as part of this corridor study, confirmed two patches of scrub habitat: a small patch
north of the Little Salt Spring Research Facility and an area east of Big Slough, The habitat that intersects
Price Boulevard near Big Slough is potentially occupied scrub-jay habitat (107 acres). However, scrub-
Jjays were not observed during informal field surveys and the habitat within the ROW is maintained sod.

Scrub habitat is considered essential for several other endangered, threatened and species of
special concern including, the gopher tortoise, gopher frog, indigo snake, Florida mouse, and the sand
skink (RU-30, Ord, 97-061, July 8, 1997). Consultation for projects within scrub-jay consultation zones
is required by the USFWS and the FFWCC. Due to the documented occurrence of this species, formal
scrub-jay surveys will likely be required as pait of the federal permitting process. Surveys will be
required in accordance with USFWS guidelines (between March and June). Due to the lack of habitat
within the areas proposed for impact by the roadway project and the effort to minimize impacts (reduced
ROW) in the area surrounding Big Slough, it is anticipated that the USFWS should issue and opinion of
“may affect, but not likely to adversely affect” the Florida scrub-jay. However, this opinion will ultimately
be dependent on the formal field survey results and consultation with the USFWS.

5.4 WOoOD STORK

The wood stork is listed as endangered by both the USFWS and the FWC. Three wood stork
rookeries were identified in the vicinity of the Price Boulevard Study Corridor. Specifically, one rookery
was identified 3.5 miles to the southwest along the Myaklka River (Atlas # 615040), a second rookery was
identified approximately seven miles to the southeast (Atlas # 619012), and a third rookery was identified
approximately 15 miles to the northwest (Atlas # 615301). All rookeries were documented as supporting
both the wood stork and the great white egret (Ardea alba). The USFWS recognizes an 18.6-mile core
foraging area (CFA) around all known wood stork rookeries in south Florida. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service references the Habilal Management Guidelines for the Wood Stork in the Southeas! Region
(Service 1990) and the Draft Supplemental Habitat Management Guidelines for the Wood Stork in South
Florida to assess wood stork impacts. The Service routinely accepts the U:S. Army Corps of Engineers
determination of "may affect, not likely to adversely affect" for projects with insignificant impacts or for
projects that avoid, minimize, and adequately mitigate loss of foraging habitat,

A wood storl foraging assessment is required for projects having wetland impacts greater than
five acres to ensure that the project will not result in the net loss of wood stork forging habitat. Impacts to
wetlands and water features should be minimized to the extent possible to minimize loss of wood stork
foraging habitat. In compliance with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Standard
Local Operating Procedures for Endangered Species (SLOPES) for the wood stork, no net loss of
wetlands should occur from this project. Wood stork habitat impacts should be mitigated within the core -
foraging area (CFA) of known habitat rooketies.
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55 AMERICAN BALD LAGLE,

The nearest American bald eagle nest was documented approximately 1.5 miles north of the
existing Price Boulevard corridor, Effective August 8, 2007 the bald eagle is considered to be recovered.
It has been removed from the Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife. According to the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, “the threats to this species have been eliminated or reduced to the point that the
species has recovered and no longer meets the definition of threatened or endangered under the Act.” The
Bald eagle still receives protections provided by the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) and
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). Specifically, construction activities are restricted within the
vicinity of the active nest tree during nesting season. The expansion of the Price Boulevard project
corridor should not impact the nest or the species. e -

5.6 WADING BIRDS

Several species of wading birds are afforded protection by the FWC. Species such as the little
blue heron (Egretta caerulea), the snowy egret (Egretia thula), the tricolored heron (Egretia tricolor), and
the white ibis (Eudocimus albus) have been documented by FNAI in the vicinity of the study corridor.
These species are listed as species of special concern. Mitigation procedures required for the wood stork
should satisfy the habitat needs of these species. —V R e

5.7 LASTERN INDIGO SNAKE,

The Eastern indigo snake is listed as a threatened species by both the USFWS and the FWC, The
indigo snake has been documented in the vicinity of the Price Boulevard study corridor. The indigo snake
is often found in association with the gopher tortoise in sandy, scrub habitats. The indigo snake also
utilizes cabbage palm hammocks and hydric hardwood hammocks. Suitable habitat was observed
adjacent to the Price Boulevard corridor. Standard protection measures for the Eastern indigo snale
should be employed during any constructiofi activifies along the corridor.

58  GOPHER TORTOISE

The gopher tortoise is listed as threatened by the FWC, but it is not federally listed. The gopher
tortoise occupies a variety of plant communities, preferably habitats with well-drained sandy soils and
suitable herbaceous forage. Although the gopher tortoise was not observed within the project corridor,
habitat with the potential to support the species was identified. In addition, the species is documented by
FNAI to occur in the vicinity of the project. A comprehensive survey for tortoises and their burrows
should oceur prior to any construction activity. If the gopher tortoise or tortoise burrows are identified
during construction, coordination with the F lorida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission will be
required. According to new guidelines eptember 2007), this will require a relocation permit. s

59 TSSENTIAL FISH HABITAT

In accordance with Section 3(10) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act of 1996 (CFR 600.920), as administered by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration’s (NOAA) National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) consultation is not likely to be
required for direct impacts to EFH unless tidal influence is determined to be associated with the existing
aquatic features. Degradation of water quality resulting from construction of the project or excess
stormwater runoff from the project has the potential to adversely affect wetlands and EFH down stream in
the Myakka River (resulting in potential indirect impacts) if proper best management practices (BMP) are
not employed, BMP efforts generally include phased construction, turbidity barriets, silt screens, hay
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. bales, and other construction techniques approved by the regulatory agencies. Final determination for an
EFH evaluation will be made by the NMFS during the permit process. ) '

6.0 PERMITTING AND REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS

Impacts to wetlands and hydric-cut aquatic features associated with the proposed improvements to
Price Boulevard appear imminent. Both state and federal entities will require permits for impacts to
wetlands within the project corridor (Table II). Other permitting agencies involved in the review will
include state and federal wildlife agencies and the Division of Historical Resources. It is anticipated that
wetlands, wildlife, and cultural resources will be coordinated through the following agencies:

Southwest Florida Water Management District (SWFWMD)

o U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)

o Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP)

o Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC)

o U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)

o NOAA - National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)

o Florida Division of Historical Resources ‘

TABLE IT - AGENCIES AND ASSOCIATED PERMITS

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Section 404, Dredge and Fill Permit
Southwest Florida Water Management District’ Individual Permit (Chapter 40D-4, F.A.C.)
Florida Department of Environmental Protection Rule 62-621.300(4), F.A.C; SSL Determination
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service TBD

6.1 SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

Permitting related to impacts within jurisdictional wetlands will be addressed through the
SWFWMD Sarasota Service Office. Jurisdictional boundaries of wetlands, hydric-cut aquatic features,
and other surface water features will need to be established pursuant to Chapter 62-340 F.A.C., Part IV,
Chapter 373, F.S. Establishment and survey of seasonal high water elevations will also be required.
Preliminary Unified Mitigation Assessment Methodology (UMAM) was conducted for wetlands with the
potential to be impacted during construction. Impacts will be designated as forested, herbaceous, or open

water for mitigation purposes.

A determination of final impact acreages within the project ROW will be required to complete the
UMAM. Estimated impacts for the entire project approximate 2,00 acres; however, the project may be
constructed in phases. Proposed impact acreage estimated by phase includes:

Phase 1 — 100’foot ROW ~— center alignment — 0.67 acres
Phase 2 — 120°foot ROW — north alignment — 0.60 acres

Phase 3 — 120’foot ROW — north alignment — 0.134 acres
Phase 4 — 120’foot ROW — north/center alignment — 0.60 acres

The District issues three types of ERPs depending on the proposed impact: individual, general
and noticed general permits. Assuming that all phases are constructed, and that impacts along the corridor
are not eliminated or minimized (less than one acre) an Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) application
for an Individual permit will be necessary for this project. Governing Board action is required for all
individual permits, The application fee for Individual Permit (as of January 2009) is $2,500.00.
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The USFWS oversees permitting issues associated with the Florida scrub-jay through the
authority of the Endangered Species Act. [mpacts to accupied scrub-jay habitat will be considered a
“take”. The level of ‘take” (if any) will need to be cstablished as part of the USACE federal permit
process through coordjnation with the USFWS. An incidental take permit may be necessary if scrub-jays
are deemed present in the area, This permit is required to allow the lawful “take” of habitat occupied by a
federally protected species. An incidental take permit requires consultation with the USFWS.

6.7 NOAA - NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE (NMFS)

Coordination associated with Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) is through the NOAA National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS) office in St. Petersburg, Florida. The NMFS office was contacted to discuss
potential impacts associated with this project. EFH consultation is not likely to be required for this project
unless a tidal influence is determined to be associated with the existing aquatic features. Regulation by
this agency (if any) would involve Best Management Practices such as phased construction, turbidity
barriers, silt screens, hay bales, and other construction techniques approved by the regulatory agencies.

6.8 FLORIDA DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Coordination with the Division of Historical Resources will be required to solicit comments
regarding whether the activities associated with the proposed project will adversely affect significant
historical or archacological resources. Impacts to historical or archaeological resources will be considered
as part of the state and federal permit process. As part of the determination process, an archacological
survey performed by a qualified professional approved by the Florida Archeology Council or the Division
of Historical Resources will be required. Additionally, the applicant may be required to develop and
implement a plan to demarcate and protect significant-historical and archaeological resources reasonably
expected to be impacted by the project. As part of the review of the Price Boulevard project, Mr. Steve
Koski, staff Archeologist at the Little Salt Springs University of Miami research facility was solicited for
information on the archeological remains near the project corridor. Mr. Koski expressed concern
regarding impacts to possible remains in the area and about further deterioration of water quality as part

of the road expansion.
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ATTACHMENT A: Detailed Project Scope with Project Location Map with sufficient level of detail
(Please include typical section of proposed improvements)

Does the project provide new pedestrian crossing?%’Yes o No

Does the project include:
construction or improvement of sidewalks or trails o 10 ft wide ;5\8 -9 ftwide ob5-7ftwide
construction or improvement of bicycle facility o 6 -7 ft wide %4 - 5 ft wide

Does the project include operational improvements? 1 Yes o No

If yes, please describe: Change from rural to urban stormdrainage, restricted access with
incorporation of a raised center median, sidewalks and bicycle lanes, or multi-use path on each side
of the roadway, increased traffic level of service with the added through lanes (from 2 to 4), addition
of one or two signalized intersections with turn lanes and pedestrian signals.

Does the project improve accessibility to transit? o Yes F\No

Does the project address ADA compliance issues in relation to transit? o Yes>é No
If yes, please describe:

Does the project include transit shelters at bus stop? o Ye%q’ No
Will this project require environmental permitting? yf\YeS o No

Does the project include elements that improve resiliency? Yes o No
If so, please describe: New roadway with two travel lanes in each direction, which enhance

emergency response.

Is the project a recommendation of an MPO or FDOT feasibility study? o Yes }(No

b@ocation Map attached



ATTACHMENT C: Detailed Cost Estimates including Pay ltems
(Please provide the necessary attachments)

Has the needed right-of-way for the project been acquired? }i\YeS o No

Is the project right-of-way fully funded in the FDOT work program? o Yes ;(No
if yes, please provide the following, project number: year:

Has the project PD&E been completed with preferred alternative defined? o Yes g(No
If yes, please provide study.

Is the project design fully funded in the FDOT work program? o Yes ?(No
if yes, please provide the following, project number: year:

Does the project have local match? o Yes Ko Percentage: %
If yes, please provide documentation

Does the project include a private partner? o Yes ?{\No
If yes, please provide documentation.



ATTACHMENT D: LRTP and Local CIP page

Sarasota/Manatee 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan
Congestion Management Process Page 4-5

“The Congestion Management Process identifies significant congestion problems and, near-term,
lower cost strategies for multimodal mobility management and corridor or intersection congestion
mitigation. The integration of the Congestion Management Process and the LRTP highlights the
MPQO’s comprehensive, continuing, and coordinated metropolitan planning process. Assuming
projected revenues are realized, each county will receive $1 million per year from the boxed TMA
Funds to pay for congestion management projects.

“Projects must meet certain eligibility requirements, including having right-of-way issues resolved at
the time of funding, and having a completed design. Cities and counties may submit applications to
the MPO each year for funding through a competitive selection process. Congestion constrained
corridors, which are constrained due to policy or physical barriers and unable to receive added
capacity, will receive priority for these funds. This remains in line with the MPO’s program for setting
aside “boxed” funds in both counties for lower cost, quick-start congestion management projects,
such as intersection modifications and related operational and access improvements.”

$1 MILLION maximum MPO CMP funding requested for local project

EXISTING CONGESTION LEVEL: Existing V/C ratio score >2

RELIABILITY: Travel Time Reliability >1.50

NO right-of-way issues

DESIGN is complete

CONSTRAINED due to policy or physical barriers

Barrier Island Traffic Study recommendation




ATTACHMENT D: LRTP and Local CIP page

Sarasota/Manatee 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan
Multi Modal Emphasis Corridor Program (US 41) Page 4-5

“The US 41 Multimodal Emphasis Corridor (MMEC) concept was developed during the 2035 LRTP
update as a means of redeveloping and revitalizing the corridor, which is designated as a scenic
highway. The 2035 LRTP identified the corridor from 17th Street in Palmetto to the Charlotte County
line, including Business 41 in Bradenton and Venice and the Venice Bypass. This project provides a
renewed focus on urban revitalization of the US 41/Tamiami Trail scenic highway corridor through
both counties, increasing network connectivity through a complete streets approach, regional
connections to the Tampa/St. Petersburg area to the north, Charlotte County to the south, and freight
connections to the interstate highway system.

“The development of the MMEC will be continued with this LRTP update with $15 million in boxed
TMA funds designated for both Sarasota and Manatee Counties assuming revenues are realized.
Qualifying projects include pedestrian and bicycle facility improvements, multi-use trails, traffic
calming, major transit infrastructure, transit shelter/stop improvements, ITS improvements,
intersection improvements (including roundabouts), access management, and landscaping.
However, projects must be completed as a total package for a segment rather than individual projects
scattered along the corridor. The goal is to fund a package of mobility enhancement strategies for a
defined segment that would directly relate to land use/redevelopment plans prepared and approved
by a member local government. The key to the program is establishing a linkage along the Tamiami
Trail (US 41) between land use and transportation strategies through urban design that improves
walking, bicycling and transit accessibility conditions. Projects have been identified in more detail in
the Downtown Bradenton/Palmetto Mobility Study and in the City of Sarasota Bayfront Plan.”

$3 MILLION maximum MMEC funding requested
Urban revitalization focus\Complete Streets approach
Improves walking, bicycling, and transit accessibility

Project defined in a local government land use/redevelopment plan (attach)



ATTACHMENT D: LRTP and Local CIP page

Sarasota/Manatee 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan
Transportation Alternatives Program Investments Page 4-7

“Multimodal improvements in both counties, which include regional trails, bicycle and pedestrian
projects, will be funded through Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) funds. Authorized under
MAP-21, TAP provides funding for transportation alternatives, including on- and off-road pedestrian
and bicycle facilities, infrastructure projects for improving non-driver access to public transportation
and enhanced mobility, community improvement activities, and environmental mitigation; recreational

trail program projects; safe routes to school projects.

“These investments will cover projects not included in the US 41 MMEC. As stated in the Challenges
and Opportunities section, while overall transportation funding is down, there are significantly more
TAP funds forecast for the 2040 LRTP than the 2035 LRTP due to increased funding through MAP-
21. The MPO will commit $600,000 total for the region per year towards multimodal projects and
priorities plus a local contribution towards project completion.”

$600,000 maximum
Local match required $ %
Non-motorized transportation alternative
On- or off-road pedestrian and bicycle facilities
Improving non-driver access to public transportation and enhanced mobility
Recreational trail

Safe Routes to School




ATTACHMENT D: LRTP and Local CIP page

Sarasota/Manatee 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan
Regional Roadway Investments Pages 4-7

“The regional roadway system includes roads that facilitate accessibility to the region’s economic
anchors, such as the downtowns, the port, and other key economic activity centers. As directed by
the MPO Board, roadway improvements on regional roads and Advanced Traffic Management
System (ATMS) will be funded with Other Arterial funds. The primary purpose of the Other Arterials
program is to fund improvements on segments of the State Highway System (SHS) not designated as
Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) including construction and improvement projects and right-of-way
on state roadways not included in the SIS. These are the highest priority regional projects. The
regional roadway projects that are financially feasible are shown in the tables below.”

ATMS
“In addition, both Manatee and Sarasota County will receive $20 million for regional ATMS projects to

designate in accordance with the Concept of Operations Plan. This includes a fiber optic network,
infrared cameras to monitor traffic conditions and traffic signal modifications to improve flow and

respond more rapidly to incidents.”
15t Street East
River Road
Central Manatee Network Alternatives Analysis recommendation
ATMS
______$5 MILLION maximum
_____ Consistent with ATMS Master Plan (attach page)
____ATMS SEMP
_____ FDOT Systems Engineering Project Checklist

FHWA Project Risk Assessment and Regulatory Compliance Checklist



ATTACHMENT D: LRTP and Local CIP page

Sarasota/Manatee 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan
State Investments Page 4-8

“State investments in the Sarasota Manatee region will go towards funding projects on Florida’s
Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) and other state facilities. The SIS, Florida’s highest statewide
priority for transportation capacity movements, focuses on regional, statewide, interstate, and
international facilities that move people and freight. The SIS portion of FDOT revenues is

programmed by FDOT for their highest priority transportation improvements which are incorporated
into the Financially Feasible Plan.

“FDOT is investing in adding capacity to its key interstates to facilitate freight goods movements and
support economic development. For this LRTP, the Ultimate I-75 project will be funded with FDOT
SIS funds. The project will add capacity to the interstate through both counties.”

Highway Capacity

______ Strategic Intermodal System (SIS)

______National Highway System (NHS)

_____ State Highway System (SHS)

______Regional Roadway Network (RRN)

Bridge Repair (BRRP) or Replacement (BRP)

MPO Bridge Priority:

County Incentive Grant Program (CIGP)
Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP)

SUN Trail (SUNT)




ATTACHMENT G: Priority Project Information Package Checklist

Project Name: _Price Boulevard Widening — Toledo Blade Blvd to Panacea Blvd/Haberland Blvd
X Project Name
X] Agency Lap Certified (check if yes)

Program Type (check one or more):

X] Congestion Management [ ]CIGP
[] Transportation Alternative X TRIP
[ ] Transit/Modal [ ]SRTS

X Project Limits
Constructability Review
Check if yes for the following:
X Significant Drainage modifications
[ ] Railroad Crossings
[] Existing Maintenance Issues
[ ] Date Board endorsed:
X Signature of applying agency
X Signature of maintaining agency
[] Signature of MPO representative
X] Detailed description included (Attachment A)
X Location Map attached (Attachment A)
X Photos Included (Attachment B)
X] Detailed Cost Estimate including estimate by phase (Attachment C)
X LRTP Page Checklist (Attachment D)
[ ] CIP page attached (Attachment D)
X Detailed Survey or ROW documentation included (Attachment E)
[ ] Detailed breakdown of ROW costs included (Attachment F)

Adency Application Review:

Contact Name and Title: Ben Newman, Projects Engineer
Email: bnewman@gityofnorthport.com Phone: 941-240-8320
Signaturi/}cn/l.mum Date: IZ/ 1A ll =,

Your signature indicates that the information included with this application is complete and that you are the
individual to contact regarding this application.




