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SECTION 1 - INTRODUCTION

The Central Florida Expressway Authority began conducting the Project Development and Environment
Study for the State Road 414 Expressway Extension in March 2020. The PD&E study evaluated
alternatives for a proposed grade-separated expressway extension of the tolled SR 414 (John Land
Apopka Expressway) along SR 414 (Maitland Boulevard) from US 441 (Orange Blossom Trail) to SR 434
(Forest City Road) to provide system linkage between the eastern terminus of the SR 414 Expressway
and Interstate 4. Project alternatives involved various configurations of an elevated expressway within
the median of SR 414 (Maitland Boulevard) to provide needed capacity between US 441 and SR 434
while maintaining the existing local access lanes. The study involved an analysis of intersection
improvements, bridge modifications at Lake Bosse and Little Wekiva River, stormwater management
facilities, pedestrian and bicycle needs, and access management modifications. A No-Build Alternative
was also considered.

PROJECT BACKGROUND

County commissioners who represent the districts in north Orange and west Seminole counties
requested that CFX consider an improved connectivity between SR 429 and |-4 to meet future traffic
demand along SR 414. CFX had recently completed the SR 414 (Maitland Boulevard) Reversible Express
Lanes Schematic Report that included an assessment of tolled, directional lanes within the median of SR
414. The Report recommended a two-lane, reversible, grade-separated viaduct in the median of SR 414.

The existing Maitland Boulevard is a four-lane-divided, urban principal arterial road with three major
signalized intersections at Rose Avenue/Bear Lake Road, Eden Park Road, and Magnolia Homes Road, as
well as an unsignalized intersection at Gateway Drive between the grade-separated intersections of SR
414/US 441 and SR 414/SR 434.

The proposed SR 414 Expressway Extension would consist of a new grade-separated, limited-access SR
414 toll facility with up to two lanes in each direction from US 441 to SR 434. The SR 414 Expressway
Extension was evaluated for various configurations including reversible, bi-directional and convertible
tolled lanes along the project corridor to avoid right-of-way needs. The purpose of the PD&E Study was
to provide needed capacity on SR 414 and improve system connectivity between SR 429 and I-4 to meet
future traffic needs.



SECTION 2 — STAKEHOLDER COORDINATION AND MEETINGS

2.1 Advanced Notification

An Advanced Notification Package was prepared by CFX and distributed through the Florida State
Clearinghouse on April 27, 2020. The AN Package included a Preliminary Environmental Discussion to
give stakeholders an opportunity to provide input and become involved in the project. The AN was
distributed to 62 stakeholders. As a result of the AN distribution, nine comments were received.
Table 2-1 summarizes agency/stakeholder comments received.

Stakeholder/Agency

Florida Department of
Environmental Protection

MetroPlan Orlando

Orange County
Transportation Planning
Division Planning,
Environmental and
Development Services
Department

City of Altamonte Springs
City Engineer

Southeast Regional Office,

Habitat Conservation,
National Oceanic and
Atmospheric
Administration Fisheries |

Table 2-1. AN Comments Received

Comment
Date

4/27/20

4/28/20

5/21/20

6/1/20

6/4/20

Comment Summary

Confirmed AN Package received.

| have reviewed the attached information and have no specific questions or
comments.

Signal maintenance:

= Existing signals owned by FDOT; maintained by Seminole County

= |-4 Ultimate improvements; local road signal at SR 434 to be maintained by
City of Maitland Signal inspection

= Future interagency agreements and coordination

Assessment/ documentation:

= Water quality and quantity impacts; floodplain; infrastructure related to
stormwater utilities

Support for project need.

Recreation Areas:

= Working with FDOT to take ownership of Lake Lotus Park parking lot

— Critical that the amount of parking in this area is not decreased as a
result of this project.

— Tram access under the SR 414 bridge will need to be maintained.

= Continue coordination with Orange County who is moving forward with an
improvement to the Little Wekiva River adjacent to Lake Lotus Park parking
area. Please be sure to take into account the design of this project into
your study as well.

= A connection between Lake Lotus Park and the Seminole Wekiva Trail
would be very beneficial for recreational purposes; Please consider
providing a multi-use path that is at least 10 feet wide on the north side of
the corridor.

= The project is likely to impact forested and herbaceous freshwater
wetlands, marshes and surface waters.

= There will be no impact to Essential Fish Habitat or federally managed
fisheries in the unnamed wetlands, nor impacts to Endangered Species Act
listed species under National Marine Fisheries Service purview.



Comment
Stakeholder/Agency Date

U.S. Department of
Commerce

Office of the Regional 6/11/20
Administrator, U.S.

Environmental Protection

Agency, Region 4, NEPA

Section, Chief Strategic

Programs Office

Florida State Clearing 6/18/20

House Coordinator

Historic and Cultural
Preservation Department

6/23/20
Cultural Resource Specialist
Muscogee (Creek) Nation

Owner of CVS at SR 414
and Bear Lake Road

5/19/20

Comment Summary

Construction activities may impact adjacent wetlands through
sedimentation and runoff; to minimize these impacts, NMFS recommends
the applicant utilize best management practices.

Mitigation for unavoidable impacts to freshwater wetlands should be
offset by purchasing appropriate credits from a mitigation bank, or through
another suitable mitigation strategy to ensure functional values are offset
in the same watershed as the impact.

EPA recommends that new or enhanced stormwater management facilities
be considered to maximize the collection and treatment of stormwater to
prevent receiving waters from experiencing secondary impacts from the
proposed new construction.

EPA suggests that CFX consider the potential adverse effect of
construction, urban runoff and hydrologic modifications on surface and
groundwater and the potential benefits of wetlands such as absorption of
various pollutants, including excess nutrients and sediment, before these
pollutants reach rivers, lakes and other water bodies. Where applicable,
EPA also recommends that CFX consider vegetated buffers or filter strips
along stream corridors to stabilize the banks, trap sediments and nutrients
and reduce peak flows.

EPA recommends meaningful public involvement that enables
transportation professionals to develop systems, services and solutions
that meet the needs of the community and the vulnerable populations that
potentially may be temporarily or permanently impacted by the project.
We also recommend that CFX consider strategies to help communicate
effectively with Limited English Proficiency individuals within the affected
community.

Florida State Clearinghouse staff has reviewed the proposal under the
following authorities: Presidential Executive Order 12372; § 403.061(42),
Florida Statutes; the Coastal Zone Management Act, 16 U.S.C. §§ 1451-
1464, as amended; and the National Environmental Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. §§
4321-4347, as amended.

The state has no objections to the subject project and, therefore, it is
consistent with the Florida Coastal Management Program.

Please refer to comments provided earlier by state agencies during the
Efficient Transportation Decision Making review period.

The state’s final concurrence of the project’s consistency with the FCMP
will be determined during any environmental permitting processes, in
accordance with Section 373.428, Florida Statutes.

We would definitely like to engage in government-to-government
consultation once or if this undertaking will acquire federal involvement.

Seeking information as to a sign in the median of SR 414 detailing closures



2.2 ENVIRONMENTAL ADVISORY GROUP

An Environmental Advisory Group was formed to provide input for this study. As a special advisory
resource to CFX and the consultant team, the EAG provided input regarding environmental impacts,
local needs, concerns, and potential physical, natural, social and cultural impacts that are crucial in the
evaluation of corridor and alternative alighments.

During these meetings, the CFX study team presented their findings from the development and
comparative evaluation of the alternatives and requested input from EAG members.

EAG meeting invitations were sent to representatives from environmental agencies and organizations,
other government agencies, large landholders, community groups and other key stakeholders.

EAG meetings were held virtually on December 8, 2020, and August 31, 2021.

December 8, 2020, EAG Meeting: The first EAG meeting was held virtually on December 8, 2020, from
9:30 a.m.—11:30 a.m., via Microsoft Teams. Invitation letters were mailed to 45 members of the EAG on
November 20, 2020. Meeting reminders were emailed to EAG members on December 7, 2020. There
were 24 attendees — 15 EAG members and nine staff members.

Kathy Putnam, CFX’s Public Involvement Coordinator, called the meeting to order at 9:31 a.m. and
welcomed everyone. She provided virtual meeting housekeeping information and Title VI information.
The attendees introduced themselves and the organizations they represented.

Following study team introductions, Sunserea Dalton, the Consultant Project Manager with Jacobs
Engineering, gave a presentation on the study. She discussed the study’s background, purpose and
goals, and schedule, as well as the EAG’s role. She explained the study methodology and presented
reasons for eliminating some alternatives from the study.

Following the presentation, Ms. Dalton turned the meeting over to Nicole Gough of Dewberry, the
General Engineering Consultant for CFX, to moderate the discussion.

Issues EAG members discussed included:
e Consideration of noise abatement measures.
e Maintained public access to Lake Lotus Park.
e Preservation of the Little Wekiva River.
e Consideration of potential for debris/soot to fall off roadway and into nearby neighborhoods.
e Pedestrian safety along Maitland Boulevard.
e Prioritizing native plant species for green spaces associated with the proposed project.

August 31, 2021, EAG Meeting: The second EAG meeting was held virtually on August 31, 2021, from 9:30
a.m.—11:30 a.m., via Microsoft Teams. Invitation letters were mailed to 52 members of the EAG on August
15,2021. Meeting reminders were emailed to EAG members on August 29, 2021. There were 25 attendees
— 15 EAG members, nine staff members, and one member of the public.

Kathy Putnam, CFX’s Public Involvement Coordinator, called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. and
welcomed everyone. She provided virtual meeting housekeeping information and Title VI information.
The attendees introduced themselves and the organizations they represented.



Sunserea Dalton reviewed the two alternatives being evaluated. One option (Option 4) would add two
elevated express lanes per direction, while the other option (Option 6) would add a convertible three-
lane elevated expressway in the median of the existing Maitland Boulevard. However, the convertible
lane option (Option 6) was not considered viable due to the significant operational and maintenance
cost compared to the four-lane expressway (Option 4). Therefore, an elevated 4-lane expressway within
the existing median of SR 414 was considered and evaluated further, while maintaining two lanes per
direction on Maitland Boulevard for local access. This alternative also provides 7-foot buffered bike
lanes and 5-foot sidewalks. Ms. Dalton said that CFX’s Environmental Stewardship Committee expressed
support for Option 4 at its August 19, 2021, meeting.

She then reviewed the concept plans showing the relationship between the SR 414 Expressway
extension and at-grade Maitland Boulevard, including entrance and exit points for the proposed new
roadway.

Ms. Dalton discussed various social and environmental impacts associated with the proposed
improvements. Based on the study’s analyses, no impacts to residential areas are anticipated, and the
area will benefit by improving safety and congestion along the corridor. She explained that a Noise
Study Report was prepared, and roadway noise levels were not anticipated to be substantially higher
than they are today. The report identified one potential noise barrier location at the Rose Pointe
subdivision, located west of Bear Lake Road. She advised attendees that a detailed noise analysis will be
completed during the design phase to determine noise impacts and potential noise abatement
measures.

Finally, Ms. Dalton concluded the impacts portion of the presentation with a review of the preliminary
PD&E Study commitments, which included a commitment to standard protection measures for the
Eastern Indigo Snake, construction of feasible and reasonable noise abatement measures, and
coordination with utilities services to avoid or minimize service interruptions during construction.

Following the presentation, Ms. Dalton turned the meeting over to Nicole Gough of Dewberry, the
General Engineering Consultant for CFX, to moderate the discussion.

Issues EAG members discussed included:
e Potential for wildlife crossings.
e Support of the elevated roadway to minimize environmental impacts.
e Permeable pavement and insect-friendly lighting.
e Request to coordinate with Orange County on a stormwater retention project in the area.
e Safeguarding water quality for the Little Wekiva River.

2.3 PROJECT ADVISORY GROUP

The main purpose of the Project Advisory Group was to help provide input in the project alternatives and
informs the project team of local knowledge, issues and concerns.

The PAG meeting invitations were sent to representatives from large landowners, economic development
organizations, government agencies and other key stakeholders.



The PAG meetings were held virtually on December 8, 2020, and August 31, 2021.

December 8, 2020, PAG Meeting: The first PAG meeting was held virtually on December 8, 2020, from
1:30 p.m. —3:30 p.m., via Microsoft Teams. Invitation letters were mailed to 49 members of the PAG on
November 20, 2020. Reminder invites were emailed to PAG members on December 7, 2020. Attendees
included 11 PAG members, 11 staff members, and five audience members.

Kathy Putnam, CFX’s Public Involvement Coordinator, called the meeting to order at 1:31 p.m. and
welcomed everyone. She provided virtual meeting housekeeping information and Title VI information.
She also mentioned the meeting was being recorded. The attendees introduced themselves and the
organizations they represented.

Following study team introductions, Sunserea Dalton, the Consultant Project Manager with Jacobs
Engineering, gave a presentation on the study. She discussed the study’s background, purpose and
goals, and schedule, as well as the PAG’s role. Ms. Dalton explained the study’s methodology and
presented reasons for eliminating some alternatives from the study.

Following the presentation, Sunserea Dalton turned the meeting back over to Kathy Putnam to
moderate the discussion.

Issues PAG members discussed included:
e Access points to the new elevated expressway from US 441.
e Need for adequate signage to guide drivers to the limited-access expressway.
e The buffered bike lanes and the need for overhead lighting on Maitland Boulevard.
o The height of the sound walls on the elevated section.

August 31, 2021, PAG Meeting: The second PAG meeting was held virtually on August 31, 2021, from
1:30 p.m. —3:30 p.m., via Microsoft Teams. Invitation letters were mailed to 49 members of the PAG on
August 15, 2021. Meeting reminders were emailed to PAG members on August 29, 2021. There were 26
attendees — 12 PAG members and 14 staff members.

Kathy Putnam, CFX’s Public Involvement Coordinator, called the meeting to order at 1:32 p.m. and
welcomed everyone. She provided virtual meeting housekeeping and Title VI information. The attendees
introduced themselves and the organizations they represented.

Sunserea Dalton reviewed the two alternatives being evaluated. One option (Option 4) would add two
elevated express lanes per direction and the other option (Option 6) would add a convertible three-lane
elevated expressway in the median of the existing Maitland Boulevard. However, the convertible lane
option (Option 6) was not considered viable due to the significant operational and maintenance cost
compared to the four-lane expressway (Option 4). Therefore, an elevated 4-lane expressway within the
existing median of SR 414 was considered and evaluated further, while maintaining two lanes per
direction on Maitland Boulevard for local access. This alternative also provides 7-foot buffered bike
lanes and 5-foot sidewalks on Maitland Boulevard. Ms. Dalton said that CFX’s Environmental
Stewardship Committee expressed support for Option 4 at its August 19, 2021, meeting.



She then reviewed the concept plans showing the relationship between the SR 414 Expressway
Extension and the local Maitland Boulevard lanes, including entrance and exit points for the proposed
new roadway.

Ms. Dalton discussed various social and environmental impacts associated with the proposed
improvements. Based on the study’s analysis, no impacts to residential areas are anticipated, and the
area will benefit by improving safety and congestion along the corridor. She explained that a Noise
Study Report was prepared and noted that roadway noise levels were not anticipated to be substantially
higher than they are today. The report identified one potential noise barrier location at the Rose Pointe
subdivision, located west of Bear Lake Road. She advised attendees that a detailed noise analysis will be
completed during the design phase to determine noise impacts and potential noise abatement
measures.

Finally, Ms. Dalton concluded with a review of the six preliminary study commitments, which included a
commitment to standard protection measures for the Eastern Indigo Snake, feasible and reasonable
noise abatement measures, and coordination with utilities services to avoid or minimize service
interruptions during construction.

Following the presentation, Ms. Dalton turned the meeting over to Nicole Gough of Dewberry, the
General Engineering Consultant for CFX, to moderate the discussion.

Issues PAG members discussed included:
e Continued coordination on utilities relocation prior to the project.
e Continued coordination with state and local government stakeholders.
e Potential for design/build versus traditional bid construction process.

2.4 LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS

The Public Involvement Plan involved identifying and communicating with state, regional, and local
agencies having a potential interest in this project due to jurisdictional review or expressed interest.

A kick-off letter to inform local, state, and regional officials about the project was sent on June 23, 2020.

Elected and appointed officials were provided notice of all public meetings. Municipal and agency officials
also invited and participated in the two EAG meetings and two PAG meetings.

Formal presentations were made to local officials, agencies, municipalities, and boards to gain input and
to provide study updates as follows:

e Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) District 5 Kick-off Meeting — 5/13/2020
The purpose of this meeting was to discuss the eastern end of the project and the potential
constraints in that area.

e Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) District 5 Coordination Meeting — 10/19/2020
The purpose of the meeting was to update FDOT on the study.



CFX Environmental Stewardship Committee — 10/22/2020
This was the first presentation of the study to the ESC to inform them of the study and elicit
input.

Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) District 5 Coordination Meeting — 12/16/2020
The purpose of this meeting was to provide an update on the study’s progress and discuss draft
concepts, typical sections, and intersection traffic analysis.

MetroPlan Orlando Municipal Advisory Committee — 2/4/2021
The purpose of the meeting was to provide a study update to the MAC prior to the February 10
Alternatives Public Workshop.

Orange County Commissioner Christine Moore — 03/11/2021
This meeting was requested by Commissioner Moore to provide a study update.

City of Altamonte Springs Coordination Meeting — 4/13/2021
The purpose of this meeting was to provide an update on the study and discuss potential
constraints within the study area.

CFX Environmental Stewardship Committee — 6/17/2021
The ESC received an update on the study, including alternatives identified based on input from
the previous ESC meeting and the Environmental Advisory Group.

City of Altamonte Springs A-FIRST Pipeline Coordination Meeting — 7/23/2021
The purpose of this meeting was to coordinate with the city regarding its A-FIRST reclaimed
water pipeline and other utilities in the vicinity of the proposed expressway extension.

CFX Environmental Stewardship Committee — 8/19/2021
The study’s Preferred Alternative was presented to the ESC. Committee members accepted the
Preferred Alternative and recommended that it be taken to a Public Hearing.

City of Altamonte Springs A-FIRST Pipeline Coordination Meeting — 8/25/2021
The purpose of the meeting was to review alternatives for pipeline relocation for the A-FIRST
reclaimed water pipeline.

CFX Governing Board—9/9/2021

Glenn Pressimone, Chief of Infrastructure, provided information on the SR 414 Expressway
Extension project, including the preferred alternative. Sunserea Dalton, Consultant Project
Manager with Jacobs Engineering explained the stakeholder coordination, public involvement
and key input received from the EAG and PAG, as well as the ESC. A motion was made by Mr.
Maier and seconded by Commissioner Siplin for approval to move forward with a Public Hearing
for the SR 414 Expressway Extension PD&E Study Preferred Alternative as presented. The



motion carried unanimously with ten (10) board members in attendance voting AYE by voice
vote.

¢ Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) District 5 Coordination Meeting — 9/22/2021
CDM Smith, CFX’s Traffic Consultant, presented the proposed scope of work for updating Vissim
analysis, including recalibrating existing models, updating the future Build models, and updating
the reports.

e MetroPlan Orlando Community Advisory Committee — 2/23/2022
The purpose of the meeting was to provide a study update to the CAC prior to the March 31
Public Hearing.

e MetroPlan Orlando Technical Advisory Committee — 2/25/2022
The purpose of the meeting was to provide a study update to the TAC prior to the March 31
Public Hearing.

e Seminole County Board of County Commissioners — 3/22/2022
The purpose was to update the Seminole County Commission on the study and advise them of
the March 31 Public Hearing.

e CFX Governing Board— 6/9/2022
The CFX Board approved the Preferred Alternative and advanced it to the production phase for
design and construction.

2.5 OTHER STAKEHOLDER MEETINGS

Additional stakeholder meetings were convened with large landholders, community associations,
developers, business and civic groups and other stakeholders.

e Advent Health-1/29/2021
The purpose of this meeting was to engage stakeholders about the study and demonstrate how
the plan might affect the Gateway Drive area. The representative from Advent Health stated
they were not looking to expand the campus and noted the expanded expressway would help
with regional traffic.

e Seminole State College — 2/12/2021
This meeting was to advise Seminole State College officials of the study and to receive feedback
on potential impacts to their campus master plan. Representatives indicated they would like to
coordinate on signage during the design phase but did not identify any conflicts.

e People of Lockhart Community Association - 3/2/2021
The purpose of the meeting was to present information to members of the POL Community
Association who did not attend the virtual Alternatives Public Workshop on February 10, 2021.
Sunserea Dalton presented the study information to the audience before receiving project
questions and feedback from the audience. Questions included potential impacts to Lake Bosse,
Lake Lotus, and the Little Wekiva River.



e Duke Energy Transmission — 06/28/2021
The purpose of this meeting was to provide information about the study and to identify and
coordinate potential impacts to Duke Energy facilities.

e People of Lockhart Community Association - 6/7/2022
The study team presented an update to the POL Community Association and took questions and
feedback from the attendees regarding next steps for the project.

2.6 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND MEETINGS

The Public Involvement Plan included conducting a kick-off notification and two public meetings,
including the public hearing, to present the latest study information and to gather feedback.

Project Kick-Off
On June 26, 2020, an informational project kick-off letter and fact sheet was mailed and/or emailed to

the following:
e Nearly 1,700 property owners along the study corridor;
e 30 elected officials;
e 65 appointed government officials; and
e 84 members of the EAG and PAG.

Two public meetings, including the public hearing, were conducted.

Alternatives Public Workshop

Due to Covid-19, a virtual Alternative Public Workshop was held on Wednesday, February 10, 2021,
from 6:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. using the ON24 platform. The virtual meeting was held to allow the
community to view study information and submit their comments regarding project alternatives and
other study materials.

Public workshop invitation letters were sent on Monday, January 26, 2021, by email to 49 elected
officials and their aides; 66 local, regional, state, and federal agency contacts; 14 people who asked to
be added to the study’s database; and 83 EAG and PAG members. They were also mailed to 1,671
property owners and tenants along the corridor.

The public meetings were advertised in the Orange and Seminole editions of The Orlando Sentinel on
Sunday, January 31 and Sunday, February 7, 2021. An ad was published in the Florida Administrative
Register on Wednesday, January 20, 2021, and a press release was distributed to major media outlets on
Wednesday, February 3, 2021.

A total of 104 people signed into the ON24 platform for the workshop, which consisted of a
presentation by the study’s Consultant Project Manager, Sunserea Dalton of Jacobs Engineering.
Meeting participants used the meeting platform’s chat box to submit comments and ask questions of
study team members who responded via the chat box. Sunserea Dalton, CFX Director of Engineering,
Will Hathorne, and Public Involvement Coordinator, Kathy Putnam verbally identified and answered
guestions as time permitted. Audience members submitted 151 comments and questions. Questions
not answered during the meeting were responded to by CFX’s Public Involvement Coordinator via email.



Public Hearing

The Public Hearing was conducted on Thursday, March 31, 2022, from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m., at Wekiva
High School, 2501 Hiawassee Road, Apopka FL, 32703. A simultaneous virtual (online) session was
hosted from 5:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. through the online meeting platform ON24.

Public Hearing invitation letters were mailed on Tuesday, February 22, 2022, to 1,747 property owners
and tenants along the corridor, as well as 14 people who asked to be added to the study’s mailing list.
Invitations were also emailed to 49 elected officials and their aides; to 66 local, regional, state, and
federal agency contacts; and to 120 people in the study’s database. Meeting information was also
posted on the study webpage and posted in the CFX lobby.

The Public Hearing was advertised with legal ads in The Orlando Sentinel on March 13, 2022, and March
20, 2022, and The Apopka Chief on March 11, 2022, and March 18, 2022. A notice was published in the
Florida Administrative Register on March 7, 2022, and a press release was distributed to 62 media
contacts on March 14, 2022.

The study’s draft environmental and engineering reports were placed on public display between
February 28, 2022, and April 14, 2022, on the study’s web page and at the following locations:

e Central Florida Expressway Authority
4974 ORL Tower Road, Orlando, FL 32807

e Seminole State College
Altamonte Springs Campus Library
850 South SR 434, Altamonte Springs, FL 32714

The PD&E Study Documents were also available for review at the in-person Public Hearing.

A total of 158 attendees attended either the virtual or in-person Public Hearing. Of those attendees, 84
individuals signed in at the in-person meeting and 74 attended the virtual meeting. In-person attendees
also included Orange County Commissioner Christine Moore and staff from the City of Altamonte
Springs. Virtual attendees included Seminole County Commissioner Lee Constantine and agency
representatives from Orange County Public Schools, Seminole County Public Schools and the Florida Fish
and Wildlife Conservation Commission.

A total of 83 written or oral comments were submitted during the public comment period that ended on
April 11, 2022. Of the total 83 comments, 10 written public comments were received at the in-person
Public Hearing, two comments were given orally to the court reporter and 15 people chose to submit
verbal comments during the in-person Public Hearing. During the virtual meeting, 23 comments or
guestions were received, with 13 of the 23 virtual comments being read aloud during the in-person
Public Hearing. Another 33 comments were received via email on or before April 11, 2022.

2.6 SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS

More than 230 comments and questions were received in connection with the two public meetings.
Most of these were positive to neutral about the proposed roadway, citing the need for improved traffic



flow on SR 414 between US 441 and SR 434. Most comments opposing the project came from residents
adjacent to the proposed SR 414 Expressway Extension.

Most questions were from residents seeking clarification about what to expect regarding construction
timeline, sound mitigation and various safety precautions for homes, drivers, and pedestrians. Following
are the most common issues raised and representative comments from the meetings:

Pleased for traffic relief:

As a family that lives in Bear Lake Woods subdivision, we have been praying that you would do
something to fix the problem. It can be hard to get into and out of our subdivision during peak
times because the traffic backs up at the light to 414 and people often block the entrance with
their cars.

| just want you to know that my household is in full support of this project. The congestion in the
area is out of control and we need some relief as population booms.

Concern about noise:

The fact that a number of residents will experience a dramatic increase in noise above what is
already an annoying existing level from the current configuration of the at-grade SR 414
roadway should warrant the addition of noise walls along both sides of the bridge.

As a resident of Forest Edge, | would like more assurances that noise will be adequately
mitigated, would like to know what options are available to do that, such as increasing the
height of the current sound barrier.

Concern about property value:

The value of our house will tank as we can't imagine anyone will want to move here even before
the roadway is built if they know what's coming.
This is really bad for current homeowners... for lifestyle and home value.

Concern about bike/pedestrian safety:

| would strongly support creating a barrier (ideally grass & trees) between the traffic and
bike/walking lane/path - to reduce the chance of vehicles hitting pedestrians & bikers and to
make it a more attractive recreational opportunity than it is now.

This design can be fixed! Instead of a 7ft unprotected bike lane and 5ft sidewalk, there is ample
right-of-way for a 10ft shared-use path for bicyclists and pedestrians.

Requests for impacts mitigation:

I would like for CFX to make it a larger portion of the project to ensure that those living near this
road won't be adversely affected by noise, sights, light, and reduction of property values.

| understand that the Preferred Alternative is likely the only way to make the extension happen.
But | hope you will agree to be realistic about and address the true impact that will accompany
it.



SECTION 3 — WEBSITE

Study information was housed for easy access on the study’s webpage:
https://www.cfxway.com/agency-information/plans-studies/project-studies/sr414-direct-connect/

The page was updated with the latest exhibits, schedules, handouts, presentations, meeting notices,
summaries, photos and news releases. Information from public meetings, the EAG and PAG meetings, and
study documents were also posted on the study’s web page.

An electronic comment form was available on the website, as well as a request form to receive email
updates.


https://www.cfxway.com/agency-information/plans-studies/project-studies/sr414-direct-connect/

SECTION 4 — MEDIA COVERAGE

The Public Involvement Plan included the strategy of using the media to help share information and
meeting notices about the study.

News releases regarding the date, time, location and purpose of the study’s two public meetings were
distributed to the local media outlets listed below. Table 4-1 summarizes the media coverage of this study.

e Orlando Sentinel

e Apopka News Chief

e Orlando Business Journal
e WESH-TV, Ch. 2

e WKMG-TV, Ch.6

e WFTV-TV, Ch.9

e Spectrum News 13

e WOFL-TV, Ch. 35

e WMFE FM, 90.7

e WDBO FM, 96.5

Table 4-1. Media Coverage

Date Media Medium Headline Link
Outlet
2/14/21 | WFTV-TV, | TV/ Plan to fix https://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0O
Ch.9 Online Maitland cDovL211ZGIhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5ib20vZG93bmxvYWRnN
Boulevard YXRId2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNIcklEPTYzMDIXMSZNREIEPTEONT
congestion YOM]l1Jk1EU2VIZD0zNTg2JIR5cGUITWVkaWE%3D
3/23/22 | WFTV-TV, | TV/ Officids https.//www.wftv.com/news/| ocal/orange-county/officials-
Ch.9 Online looking at looking-raised-express-lanes-hel p-ease-congestion-sr-414-
raised express maitland/JLMHK3Y E5FEIVMKDQ3GBWI6Y AM/
lanesto help
ease congestion
on SR-414in
Maitland
3/24/22 | WESH-TV, | TV/ Express option https://www.wesh.com/article/sr-414-express/39532664#
Ch.2 Online could be coming
toSR414in
Maitland one
day



https://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTYzMDIxMSZNRElEPTE0NTY0MjI1Jk1EU2VlZD0zNTg2JlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
https://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTYzMDIxMSZNRElEPTE0NTY0MjI1Jk1EU2VlZD0zNTg2JlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
https://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTYzMDIxMSZNRElEPTE0NTY0MjI1Jk1EU2VlZD0zNTg2JlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
https://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTYzMDIxMSZNRElEPTE0NTY0MjI1Jk1EU2VlZD0zNTg2JlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
https://www.wftv.com/news/local/orange-county/officials-looking-raised-express-lanes-help-ease-congestion-sr-414-maitland/JLMHK3YE5FEIVMKDQ3GBWI6YAM/
https://www.wftv.com/news/local/orange-county/officials-looking-raised-express-lanes-help-ease-congestion-sr-414-maitland/JLMHK3YE5FEIVMKDQ3GBWI6YAM/
https://www.wftv.com/news/local/orange-county/officials-looking-raised-express-lanes-help-ease-congestion-sr-414-maitland/JLMHK3YE5FEIVMKDQ3GBWI6YAM/
https://www.wesh.com/article/sr-414-express/39532664

3/24/22 | Orlando Print/ Expressway https://www.orlandosentinel.com/news/seminole-
Sentinel | Online officials to county/os-ne-seminole-orange-state-road-414-
extend SR414, | oxtension-20220324-
adding new toll | 53, 43wad2retzogonpjuféwma4g-story.html
section
3/30/22 | Spectrum | TV/Online | New elevated https://www.mynews13.com/fl/orlando/news/2022/03/3
News 13 expressway 0/new-elevated-expressway-coming-to-sr-414
planned for SR

414 in Orange
County



https://www.orlandosentinel.com/news/seminole-county/os-ne-seminole-orange-state-road-414-extension-20220324-23x4awad2retzoqonpjuf6wm4q-story.html
https://www.orlandosentinel.com/news/seminole-county/os-ne-seminole-orange-state-road-414-extension-20220324-23x4awad2retzoqonpjuf6wm4q-story.html
https://www.orlandosentinel.com/news/seminole-county/os-ne-seminole-orange-state-road-414-extension-20220324-23x4awad2retzoqonpjuf6wm4q-story.html
https://www.orlandosentinel.com/news/seminole-county/os-ne-seminole-orange-state-road-414-extension-20220324-23x4awad2retzoqonpjuf6wm4q-story.html
https://www.mynews13.com/fl/orlando/news/2022/03/30/new-elevated-expressway-coming-to-sr-414
https://www.mynews13.com/fl/orlando/news/2022/03/30/new-elevated-expressway-coming-to-sr-414
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STATE ROAD 414

EXPRESSWAY EXTENSION

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT STULTY

STATE ROAD 414 EXPRESSWAY EXTENSION PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT (PD&E)
STUDY
ENVIRONMENTAL ADVISORY GROUP (EAG) MEETING #1 SUMMARY

Date/Time: December 8, 2020 at 9:30 a.m.
Location: Virtual meeting (Microsoft Teams)
Attendees: 15 EAG members (See below for attendees list)

l. Notifications
Invitation letters were emailed to 45 members of the EAG on November 20, 2020.

Il. Welcome

Public Involvement Coordinator Kathy Putnam with Quest, called the meeting to order at 9:31 a.m.
and welcomed everyone. She provided virtual meeting housekeeping and Title VI information before
turning the meeting over to study project manager Sunserea Dalton of Jacobs Engineering for the
presentation.

Il SR 414 Expressway Extension Presentation
Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs Engineering, presented the following information:

Project Development Process
Ms. Dalton explained the various stages of project development and shared that this project
is currently in the PD&E Study phase, which allows for more detailed preliminary
engineering and environmental evaluation to identify a preferred alternative that can be
advanced to final design. She further explained that the project could be divided into
segments for the design phase in the future.

e Advisory Group Roles
There are two Advisory Groups for this study -- the Environmental Advisory Group (EAG) and
the Project Advisory Group (PAG). Today are the first EAG and PAG meetings. The EAG is an
important component of the natural environment analysis and it will assist in providing
input on potential environmental impacts that will be documented in the evaluation of
project alternatives. The PAG will assist in providing input in the project alternatives and
informs the project team of local knowledge, issues, and concerns.

e Project Background
Prior to the PD&E study, CFX conducted a study to evaluate the feasibility of extending the
existing SR 414 Expressway from its current terminus at US 441 to SR 434. The feasibility
study was documented in the SR 414 Reversible Express Lanes Schematic Report in 2019
and identified potential alternatives including tolled, directional express lanes within the



median of SR 414 between US 441 (Orange Blossom Trail) and SR 434 (Forest City Road). The
project was previously documented in local transportation plans including the CFX 2040
Master Plan.

Since then, the project has been updated and included in the CFX Five-Year Work Plan for
FY 2021-2025 (approved in June 2020) and the MetroPlan Orlando 2021-2025
Transportation Improvement Program. Local planning consistency on any proposed
improvements will be coordinated during the PD&E Study.

Regional and Project Location

Ms. Dalton showed a slide

with the project location in

relation to the various |
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SR 414 (Maitland Boulevard).
The elevated SR 414 Expressway extension would provide a direct connection from the
existing SR 414 (John Land Apopka Expressway) to I-4.

The study limits extend along the existing SR 414 (Maitland Boulevard) corridor for
approximately 2.3 miles, from US 441 (Orange Blossom Trail) to SR 434 (Forest City Road).
Within the study corridor, there are three major signalized intersections at Bear Lake
Road/Rose Avenue, Eden Park Road, and Magnolia Homes Road, and an unsignalized
intersection at Gateway Drive

Purpose and Need
Regional Connectivity: Existing traffic analysis identified that approximately 60% of traffic
passes by SR 434 and heads to the Maitland Center office park, Maitland east, or I-4.

Traffic: Significant backups occur on eastbound SR 414 in the morning, and westbound
during peak afternoon traffic periods. This project would reduce the congestion and provide
needed capacity to support future population growth in the area.

Crashes: A total of 340 crashes were reported during the five-year analysis period from 2014
to 2018. Seventy-three percent of the crashes occurred at intersections, and 66% occurred
between Eden Park Road and west of US 441. Pedestrian fatalities have also taken place in
the area.



Study Objectives

The 15-month study, coordinated with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT),
will analyze alternatives to provide a limited-access elevated SR 414 expressway extension
within the median of the existing Maitland Boulevard while maintaining the existing
Maitland Boulevard local access lanes for local traffic. Additionally, the study will look at
intersection improvements on Maitland Boulevard, bridge modifications at Lake Bosse and
Little Wekiva River, stormwater management facilities, pedestrian and bicycle needs, and
access management modifications.

Any potential effects to social, cultural, natural, and physical environment resources will be
considered during the PD&E Study and avoided and minimized to the extent feasible.

Existing Typical Section

The existing Maitland Boulevard is a four-lane divided urban principal arterial. The existing
typical section is approximately centered within the existing minimum right of way of 118
feet. The typical section consists of four 11-foot-wide lanes (two lanes in each direction), 4-
foot-wide inside and outside shoulders, and a 46-foot-wide median.

Potential Expressway Typical Sections
Ms. Dalton said that multiple

typical section alternatives were Potential 4-Lane Expressway Typical Section
considered during the initial stages

of alternatives development. The = Yizhle bynical sectian
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SR 414. As a result of this analysis,

two alternatives were identified ] Exivieg SO« 157 Virievuw

for further evaluation. One option

would add two elevated express

lanes per direction and the other option would add a convertible three-lane elevated
expressway in the median of the existing Maitland Boulevard. However, the convertible lane
option was not considered viable due to the significant operational and maintenance cost
compared to the four-lane expressway. Therefore, an elevated 4-lane expressway within
the existing median of SR 414 is being considered and evaluated further. Two lanes on
Maitland Boulevard would be provided in each direction for local access. This alternative
also provides a 7-foot buffered bike lane and 5-foot sidewalks.

PD&E Evaluation Criteria for Typical Sections

The PD&E Study will analyze and document potential effects to social, cultural, natural, and
physical environment resources, including potential impacts to noise sensitive areas and
increased pedestrian and bicycle mobility.

Existing Conditions
Ms. Dalton reviewed existing conditions including land use (existing and potential
developments), area businesses and neighborhoods, potential noise impact areas,



contamination sites, trail connectivity to the Seminole Wekiva Trail, Lake Lotus Park and
public access, drainage, wildlife, and water quality.

e PD&E Evaluation Criteria for Existing Conditions
Ms. Dalton outlined the evaluation factors for the PD&E and stated that low to medium
noise effects are anticipated, but recommendations and potential solutions will be further
evaluated during the study.

e Agency & Stakeholder Coordination
Involved agencies include: FDOT, Orange County, Seminole County, City of Altamonte
Springs, City of Maitland, MetroPlan Orlando, St. Johns River Water Management District,
EAG/PAG, and the CFX Environmental Stewardship Committee (ESC).

e Public Involvement
The next steps in public involvement will be an Alternatives Public Workshop in February
2021, followed by a second EAG/PAG meeting in April and a Public Hearing in May of 2021.

e PD&E Schedule
The study is anticipated to be completed in summer 2021 after public input is received at
the Alternatives Public Workshop and the Public Hearing.

EEsTEAL 51 414 Expressway Extension PD&E Siudy

Sunserea concluded the presentation portion of the EAG meeting.

Sunserea Dalton: Nicole Gough will moderate the open discussion portion of the presentation

Nicole Gough, Dewberry: We would like to get your input on what you have seen today. We are here to
listen to your local expertise on this. Is there anyone here who has comments we can start with?

Beth Jackson, Orange County: | want to reiterate a comment | made in the Environmental Stewardship
Committee that there is an ongoing sedimentation project going on with the Wekiva River. This should
be considered.



Sunserea Dalton: Thank you, Beth. We did provide that information to our drainage team who has
started to conduct an analysis. We are aware of that information you provided to us, and there will be
ongoing coordination of the drainage analysis as the project moves forward.

John Puhek, Sierra Club of Florida: | really like the idea of elevating the expressway instead of taking
more land for this project. | think this could work with Colonial, too.

Nicole Gough: Which study are you referencing when you say “Colonial”?
John Puhek: | am referring to the study in east Orlando (the Colonial Parkway PD&E Study).

Charles Lee, Audubon Florida: | agree with John that the elevated section has a lot of advantages. Will
the elevated section be about 25 feet above the current road surface?

Nicole Gough: We will pull up a slide that we can speak to as we go through this.

Charles Lee: What | am
Potential 4-Lane Expressway Typical Section  asking for is the distance
in feet of the upper deck
road surface from
Maitland Boulevard
below.
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Philip Jacoby, Jacobs Engineering: You are right, Nicole. It will be between the 30 and 40-foot range.

Charles Lee: The point | wanted to make is that the residential properties adjacent to this corridor are
very present and very close to the road, and in some cases, they seem to include some high-end
homes. In looking at this, | am trying to imagine a noise barrier solution for those adjacent residents. |
suppose you could put sound walls on either side of the upper-deck lanes. It seems to me the noise
barrier issue will be heavy during the public hearing stage of this project. | do like this design from an
environmental standpoint, but from a neighborhood standpoint | think you will face a very big
challenge.

| know you do not have answers to that today, but | wanted to express that concern now.



If you could, please pull up the map (Slide 34).

%]
The area where SR 414
currently crosses the ] :
wetland area to the east of - X i

Lake Bosse before Magnolia y ey

Homes Road, there is an .

extremely deep geological | . . |
feature in that segment of - 3 |
the alighment. | recall a few g

discussions of Mike Snyder

about this feature, and if my

memory is correct, this feature is 200-300 feet wide and the bottom has not been probed. Mike
indicated there were interesting engineering features that cross that hole. Do you all have any
information on that? Obviously, with the design of the elevated section, you will need to place your
pillars in something solid at regular intervals, and that geological feature could prove a challenge.

Sunserea Dalton: Mike Snyder is on our team as a project advisor, so we have received that information.
Because of the soil conditions, the PD&E study is including more extensive geotechnical studies than

are normally included in a study because of the unique needs of the area. That is something we will be
evaluating, as well as noise mitigation options.

Charles Lee: Thank you. The other feature | wanted to mention is that almost all public access to Lake
Lotus Park comes from the parking lot south of US 414, and visitors primarily visit the area via tram. That
will clearly need to be maintained. The final point | want to make is about the sedimentation in the

Little Wekiva River system — it is a serious problem. It can be addressed, but | am thinking that another
possibility could be to combine a project at this location in conjunction with the SR 414 improvement
that might provide an additional sediment trap in the Little Wekiva River.

| do have one more question about that: you mentioned the project providing better flow to I-4, and
obviously SR 414 is a key arterial to I-4. Is there a consideration being undertaken after this project
reaches SR 434 for a possible extension of an elevated section like this all the way to I-4? Or is that not
possible given the current investment you have on SR 414.

Nicole Gough: There are a couple paths | would like to address in your comments. | am going to have
Carnot Evans address that last comment about the connection to I-4.



Carnot Evans, Dewberry: The section
of the expressway west of US 441 is
also a limited-access facility. The
limited-access expressway will allow
that traffic to bypass that arterial
section and better connect the two
segments that are limited access.
Right now, there are no plans to
extend the lanes east of SR 434. That
would need to be addressed with
FDOT and the I-4 Ultimate Project.
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Nicole Gough: We have advisory
group members representing
Seminole County and the St. Johns
River Water Management District
who | would like to hear from. Cammie Dewy, would you like to comment?

Cammie Dewey, St. Johns River Water Management District: Yes, that is something that needs to be
addressed with the Little Wekiva River in that location. To offer anything more than that would be very
premature at this point. We have our regulatory scientists working on evaluating, so there is a lot more
information before we can make any comments.

Nicole Gough: Do you have any other comments about this corridor?

Cammie Dewey: You are in the Wekiva Basin so there are several things that need to be addressed. |
think it is a little premature to get to that level of discussion; you have hit on a lot of the issues that our
engineers and scientists are working on.

Nicole Gough: Sherry Williams, is there anything in this area we should be aware of that you regularly
deal with from a County standpoint?

Sherry Williams, Seminole County: | am here representing parks and trails today, but | would defer your
guestion to the water management department.

Nicole Gough: Is there anything in general from the county from a connectivity standpoint?

Sherry Williams: We want to make sure the connection is still going to happen into Orange County.
During your presentation you mentioned there would be a 5-foot sidewalk on Maitland Boulevard, and
we would want you to evaluate if you can make it wider and if it can connect to the trail. A 5-foot
sidewalk is not great for pedestrian access. And of course, even if you are providing a bike lane on the
road, folks might still want to travel on the sidewalk because of the busy road. | would be interested in
an 8 to 12-foot sidewalk or trail for future access and connectivity.

Nicole Gough: Thank you, that is a great comment. Brian Barnett with the Florida Wildlife Commission,
we did note some wildlife activity, but is there anything that stood out to you that we should consider?



Brian Barnett, Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission: | do not have a lot of knowledge
about this area, but | like this design and no real problems from the perspective of environmental
impact stick out to me.

Nicole Gough: Roshanna, | see you raised your hand. Please go ahead.

Roshanna White, US Environmental Protection Agency: Am | able to get something that goes into more
detail about the two alternatives that you presented? Would it be possible to get the slideshow? |
missed that section, as | came in late.

Also, to piggyback off what Charles Lee said earlier, is that when you do the typical 4-lane expressway
section above a roadway, there could be matter that falls into the neighborhoods nearby. | wrote a
response back to you guys that made a note about the minority populations on either side of the
roadway. Do you research the effects of air quality that could happen around these homes in
conjunction with the different alternatives for this project?

Nicole Gough: We will be providing all advisory group members with a copy of this presentation, so you
will be able to see the slides further. Sunserea, can you elaborate?

Sunserea Dalton: We did receive your comment and did provide it to the study team. There will be a
standard air quality analysis included in the PD&E study. Part of the ongoing analysis is the structural
alternatives and what they will look like and how drainage and any particulate matter would be
collected as part of the normal structural design criteria of the elevated expressway. That analysis will
be ongoing.

We are aware of the minority areas on the ends of the study corridor, and that is also part of the
analysis during the PD&E study. Carnot or Phil did you have anything you wanted to add related to silt
or particulate matter?

Phillip Jacoby: | do not have anything else to add, thank you.

Nicole Gough: And of course, this is the PD&E study, so we start by taking a large view of the issues and
make more refined and specific studies as we move along to the design phase. We have representatives
from the Nature Conservancy, do you have any comments?

Janet Bowman, The Nature Conservancy: We are interested in water quality impacts given the current
connection between green spaces and Little Wekiva. Christianah, | will pass it to you.

Christianah Oyenuga, The Nature Conservancy: | was also interested in the air quality issues that could
affect nearby residents and pedestrians and green spaces. | will wait for more information on those
issues.

Nicole Gough: Speaking of green spaces, we have members from the Florida Native Plant Society. Do
you have anything about this region on behalf of the NPS?

Mark Kateli, Florida Native Plant Society: | am not familiar with the Lake Bosse area, but | am familiar
with the western portion of this study area. Our recommendations as part of this advisory board are
that you prioritize high-performing native plants and plants local to this region. We would also want you



to consider mowing schedules for this region that balance driver visibility needs and the needs of native
plans. One more thing is that we would advocate for no more than 20 percent of each genus in an area;
for instance, offer a palette of a variety of plants for the green spaces.

Nicole Gough: Jonathan did you have anything to add?
Jonathan Shipper, Florida Native Plant Society: No, | think Mark covered our points well.

Nicole Gough: Those are all very good points, we appreciate that. Jason with Army Corps, do you have
anything to add? | am curious what the Army Corps may classify this section of Little Wekiva — if it will be
within the jurisdiction of Army Corps.

Jason Perryman, US Army Corps of Engineers: Based on information | have available to me, it would be
assumed by the state under the Section 4 Corps assumption.

Charles Lee: Let me make a comment on this if | can, the assumption does not include Section

10 navigable waters. | know that Wekiva River and part of Little Wekiva River have been determined

as navigable waters. Do you know how far upstream the navigable waters determination extends? My
recollection is that it extends to at least SR 434, but it may extend to Lake Lotus. | am wondering if you
are aware of the actual demarcation of the actual navigable waters. That has been an issue in the past of
the Little Wekiva river.

Jason Perryman: Thank you for bringing that up, Charles. Right now, there is a lot of flux going on. The
best thing | have from headquarters is a Gl escalator that | am referencing. Basically, it shows which
waters we are going to retain. Based on that information, there is no area within the study area with our
retained waters that relay on them.

Charles Lee: | suggest you go back and check the Section 10 determinations that had been made by the
Jacksonville District, and | think you might find one for the Little Wekiva River.

Nicole Gough: That is useful to know which jurisdiction we should anticipate in the future. Thank you.
That will be something we look into as we further this study. Phyllis, do you have anything specific to
provide?

Phyllis Hall, Seminole County Audubon Society: | have nothing to add, but | volunteer at Lake Lotus
Park, and live in the area, so | am very aware of all the traffic issues you brought up earlier in the
presentation and | appreciate all the feedback.

Beth Jackson: | just wanted to make you aware that Orange County is doing a water
quality improvement project along the proposed road alignment, and we want to make sure our efforts
are not overloaded by any of the stormwater that may come off any potential extension of SR 414.

Nicole Gough: Thank you. Is there a connection that can happen between the study team and county
team that is putting that together?

Beth Jackson: Emily Lawson is on the line, and she is project manager on the project. | know Kathy
Putnam has her contact information.



Nicole Gough: Emily, since you are on, would you be able to coordinate with Sunserea’s team to provide
additional information or share information?

Nicole Gough: It appears her audio is not functioning properly, but we will be sure to connect with her.
Kathy Putnam: | will text the call-in number right now if Emily would like to call in.

Sunserea Dalton: We have already had some contact with the drainage team with her, and we are
planning on scheduling that formal environmental look-around with local agencies soon, so

we will get more information as we move forward.

Nicole Gough: Kimberly, do you have any comments at this time?

Kimberly Eisele, St. Johns River Water Management District: | would be happy to join any preliminary
site visit, but at this point it is so early that | do not have any concrete feedback right now.

Nicole Gough: Thank you. | see that we have time if anyone has further comments. Charles?

Charles Lee: | have three additional points. | would like to go back to that geological feature between
Lake Bosse and Lake Lotus. | would like to put in a marker that | do not think filling that feature with
concrete would be a positive solution. A better solution would be putting a span across it.

Second, to that cross section you showed of the elevated section, do you have a standard cost
calculation?

Nicole Gough: Again, thanks for those suggestions and your comments will be included in this study.
When an additional look is needed on how to address that geological formation, we will refer to the
comments and on-the-ground information. As far as future constructability, if this were to go into the
design phase | will defer to Carnot.

Carnot Evans: | do not have a number off-hand, but yes, we will come up with a per-square foot cost
estimate for this feature as part of this study.

Charles Lee: It would be very helpful for this study and for others to know this cost information. Being
involved in many of these issues for DOT and CFX, | am very interested in getting a general idea of what
the cost of this kind of structure is.

Nicole Gough: | see Emily is back on. Would you like to make a comment?

Emily Lawson, Orange County: Our project is at Magnolia Homes Road to the east of the Lake Lotus
parking lot area. So, the two blue parcels and and north of there is our area.

Charles Lee: | hope you are not looking to add any retention ponds in that area, from Lake Bosse to Lake
Lotus Park. The final point | wanted to make is that there should be cross-pollination between this

project and the Southport Connector in Osceola County.

Where is Pond E on this map? Is that in the wetland area?



Nicole Gough: Pond E is shown in the south, about the center of the project area. Sunserea, can you
expand on pond siting for this project?

Sunserea Dalton: All these
Existing Conditions - Drainage ponds are existing ponds, and
we do not have any potential
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plan would be to modify
existing ponds and water

.. management systems. What
you see on this map are
existing ponds. Our goal is
always to avoid wetland
areas, so based on
preliminary analysis, we will
continue to avoid wetlands.

Charles Lee: That is very good. | would not want to see a proposal to cannibalize Lake Lotus Park. The
final point | wanted to make regarding the Southport project — the elevated segments are very different
from one another. | would like to suggest, if anything, that | urge CFX to look at this and consider
replicating it on Cypress Parkway in Osceola County.

Glenn Pressimone, CFX: Thank you for your comments. In this case, what you see are the four arterial
lanes that must be cantilevered by the structure on top because the width of the corridor is different.
Down on Cypress Parkway, the width of the corridor is wider which gives us the option to put the walls
up that you mentioned. We are trying to optimize the function and cost of these projects, and we

will certainly analyze all options.

Charles Lee: Thank you, and thanks for considering.

Nicole Gough: Thanks, Charles. And perhaps the best way to transfer that feedback would be to email
the Southport study so they can see our comments.

Charles Lee: Thank you.
Nicole Gough: Does anyone else have a question or comment?

Thank you all for attending, and any additional comments can be made via email. This presentation will
be available on the web page.
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SR 414 Expressway Extension

CENTRAL ™= TO RAISE YOUR HAND
FLORIDA TO SPEAK

AUTHORITY §

" 2= ~— e nra
< = - — - . - : LA J M2
m . i s
B Fdes
Others from chat (1]

State Road 414 Expressway Extension @ -
Project Development and Environment Study Jase
Nicole Gough, Dewberry

Kathy Putnam, Quest Corporation of America
Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs

— December 8, 2020 —

P P L SN £ T et i NS S R st F L S

CENTRAL
FLORIDA

Daton, Sarvaerea 0] AUTHORITY

Doy, Surnewea/ V151




SR 414 Expressway Extension

CENTRAL =
FLORIDA

AUTHORITY |}

-

State Road 414 Expressway Extension
Project Development and Environment Study

Nicole Gough, Dewberry
Kathy Putnam, Quest Corporation of America Q oo Josoa 1004 At
Wil

shides b provided after this

presentation?

Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs

= ADe_c?i'ﬁl_Jer 8_, 29?9 B USE THE CHAT
D  BOX TO ASK ANY

: When will they be pasted? CENTRAL
@ Q QUESTIONS _, o — FLORIDA

Daion, Sereema IR

AUTHORITY




SR 414 Expressway Extension

CENTRAL B

7

State Road 414 Expressway ‘ sion
Project Development and Environment Study

Nicole Gough, Dewberry NOTE THE

Kathy Putnam, Quest Corporation of America

Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs SLIDE NUMBER

— December 8, 2020 — CENTRAL
: FLORIDA

AUTHORITY




SR 414 Expressway Extension

TO VIEW THE

CENTRAL PARTICIPANTS
FLORIDA

In 1k Badting 4|

@ Hakern, Michoed
e Collean Shaoa

® Tunice poo no
G Dhaltory, SuncenmafORL

AUTHORITY

Ottery hom chee (1)

State Road 414 Expressway Extension @ -
Project Development and Environment Study i
Nicole Gough, Dewberry

Kathy Putnam, Quest Corporation of America
Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs

- December 8, 2020 —

ST Al . NS SRS S L S SN R B _

CENTRAL
FLORIDA

Latoe, Sutseroa Nl AUTHORITY




Title VI Compliance

This meeting, project, or study is being conducted without regard to
race, color, national origin, age, sex, religion, disability or family status.
Persons wishing to express their concerns relative to compliance by
the Central Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) with Title VI may do so
by contacting:

Kathy Putnam
Public Involvement Coordinator
4974 ORL Tower Road Orlando, FL 32807
407-802-3210
ProjectStudies@CFXway.com

All inquiries or complaints will be handled according to CFX procedure
and in a prompt and courteous manner.
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Agenda

e CFX Project Development Process
 Advisory Group Roles

e Study Information

* Public Involvement

* Project Schedule

* Open Discussion

Source: EAG meeting for the Lake-Orange Connector PD&E Study 2018
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PROJECT DEVELOPMENT PROCESS
New Alignment Expansion Projects Right-of Way

Does CFX Board
accept the
Right-of-Way
Committee’s
) requested y
acquisitions and
approve start
of right-of-way
purchasing?

-

Recommeans=

ldantify Projoct Work Plan Foasibility Study PDEE Study Preferred'Final Desigr

Pormitting Advertise Bids Award Contract Construction Open to Trafhic

| Project identified A B
giilorp CFX Board ! Does CFX the proposed |k “g.““‘bf:fw
Vlslo?m +2040 approves - Does CFX Board approve mitigation/ o . o
Master Plan ! findings of Board approve project for the conservation moct
(Long-Range feasibility study | | PD&E Study? Final Design easement . Pl
Transpertation on the project? Rag Phaise? " m&m ' | construction?
Plan). agreements?

Utilities
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Advisory Group Roles

Environmental (EAG) Project (PAG)
* Natural environment analysis * Mobility analysis
* Special advisory resource e Special advisory resource
* Environmental impact input on * Input on project alternatives

project alternatives

* Local knowledge, issues and
e Local knowledge, issues and concerns

concerns regarding

environmental impacts
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Project Background

* CFX Visioning + 2040
Master Plan (2016)

e . -
351 e 414 Presswae Of1 Iy
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¥ y Winter Park | ...
¢

 CFX Five-Year Work Plan
FY2021-FY2025 (2020)

e MetroPlan Orlando TIP
FY2020/21-FY2024/25
(2020)

* SR 414 Reversible Express
Lanes Schematic
Technical Memorandum

(2019)

o
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Regional Location Map

. L ; |
=8 N o .'r W
* CFX | | ’," ¢.
- " i =
* FDOT District 5 | 22 e\ woewo
* Municipalities: \z\]‘“ . i s — e
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. . ; ‘ — I\_,..
City of Altamonte Springs ,'[ 55— L.\ ! i ﬁl; »
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e Study Objective: =) VY A | )
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Project Location Map

Study Corridor: ( /> fii:ﬂsw{m' ¢
* FromUS441to SR 434 as ~ 5 HILLVIEW DR
g*/

e 4-lane divided arterial

e Approximately 2.3 miles

* 3 existing signalized

intersections s g J‘J
= é e 4
* 1 existing unsignalized | A | peushoo ok
. . Lobs
intersection &5 2
Eve
.
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FLORIDA
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Regional Connectivity
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Existing (2019) Conditions — Traffic

2019 Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT)

Lotm Labko Park Rt
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2010 2045
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Crash History

Crash Data
* 340 crashes (2014-2018)
* 73% at intersections
* 66% between Eden
Park Road and west of
UsS 441
e 2 fatalities

Type of Crash

,
S Joge
[~}
ez On
A e
- e’
Otrer

Vg T, A AR IR Sy
e v e Sy
b r N w9

@ oy

ncapacitaling injury
No-Incapaciating Inury
Possoke Inury !
No Inury

Other
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Purpose and Need

AT I\N

4

Provide Capacity Improve Regional Enhance Safety  Support Multimodal
Connectivity Opportunities
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Study Objectives

* Evaluate Proposed Alternatives to provide a limited access
connection within the study limits, including:

* Intersection Improvements
* Bridge modifications at Lake Bosse and Little Wekiva River
e Stormwater management facilities
* Pedestrian and bicycle needs
* Access management modifications
* Analyze and document potential impacts to:
e Social, Cultural, Natural, Physical Resources
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Existing Typical Section - Maitland Blvd.

Existing
ROW Line

Existing
ROW Line

Existing SR 414 ROW 118’ Minimum

CENTRAL

Posted Speed Limit 50-55 mph FLORIOA
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Typical Sections Considered

Typical Description No. of Lanes | Reversible | No. of Lanes Within Daily Minimizes | Viable
Section on Expressway | (Yes or on Maitland | Existing | Volume/ | Cost per ?

Option TOLL No) Blvd. ROW | Capacity Mile
No. ‘\_—} Ratio (SR
414 414)

1 No-Build None N/A 2 per direction Yes High
2 Restripe SR 414 to add bike None N/A 2 per direction Yes High
lanes
3 Add 2 Elevated Express Lanes 1 per direction No 2 per direction Yes Medium
4 Add 4 Elevated Express Lanes 2 per direction No 2 per direction Yes 0.98 Low v
5 Add 2 Elevated Reversible 2 lanes reversible Yes 2 per direction Yes Medium
Express Lanes
6 Add Elevated Convertible Three 3 lanes convertible Yes 2 per direction Yes Low v
Lanes with Movable Barrier
7 Add 2 Elevated Express Lanes 1 per direction No 3 per direction Yes Medium

and 2 At-Grade SR 414 lanes

CENTRAL
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Purpose and Need Evaluation

Build Alternative

Reduce Congestion on Maitland Blvd.

Improve Intersection Traffic Operations

Enhance Mobility and Access

Improve Safety

Enhance Emergency Response Time and
Evacuation

No improvement

No improvement

No improvement

No improvement

No improvement

Decreased
congestion

Improved operations

Separated regional
and local traffic

Reduced traffic at
intersections

Reduced travel delay

Overall Benefit

LOW

HIGH
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Potential 4-Lane Expressway Typical Section

* Viable typical section

TOLL

* Expressway: 2-lanes [> 11
in each direction

* General Use: 2-lanes
in each direction E> ‘m

Existing ROW — 118’ Minimum
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Potential 3-Lane Expressway Typical Section

Morning Peak Hours Afternoon Peak Hours

G PT :

i

Existing ROW — 118" Minimum Existing ROW — 118’ Minimum
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Engineering Considerations

Right-of-way Considerations
e Avoid ROW impacts

* Maximize existing ROW

* Evaluate stormwater modifications SR 414 at Magnoha Homes Rd S|gna||zed

Multimodal Connectivity " —

* Maintain sidewalks
* Incorporate bike lanes
* Evaluate trail connectivity

Access management

* Maintain existing local access at existing
intersections

Other

Geotechnical Considerations/Lake Bosse
e Structural Analysis
* Utilities
* Aesthetics
. . CENTRAL
* All Electronic Tolling FLORIDA
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PD&E Evaluation Criteria

Physical

Enhancements - \ ) \
. Mobility Social \\ | Environment Cultural
* Pedestrian/bicycle Environment % Noise Sensitive Areas Environment
mobility & Residential v Railroads < Parks & Recreation
: : & Busi * Major Utilities % Public Lands
* Economic benefit . usIness % Contamination Sites & Proposed Parks
% Schools +* Hazardous Material Sites . g
oo * +* Conservation Areas
No |nvclvement . C.hurche's ¢ Industrial Sites & Trails & Greenwavs
i % Fire Stations \ % Underground Fuel Tanks X : Y
* Relocations % Law Enforcement Facilities | // % Potential -
* Outstanding Florida % Cemeteries = = el e
Waters or aquatic < Approved and Planned \ | o :otentlal Historic
esources
oreserves . Developments Natural ___ > __(//
) o . % Development(s) of ) '
e Wild Scenic Rivers Regional Impact (DRI) /// En\”ronment
* Coastal barriers . Wetland
. ) . ** Wetlands
. Esse.ntla?l Fish Habitat 2 Floodplains
* Navigation % Protected Species o
| _ : CENTRAI
*» Wildlife Habitat // FLORIDA
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Existing Conditions
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Existing Land Use
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Planned Development
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Existing Conditions - Social
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Existing Conditions - Phy5|cal

Potential Noise Impact Areas

Bear Lake
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Existing Conditions - Physical

Potential Contamination Sites
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Existing Conditions - Trail Connectivity
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Existing Conditions — Natural
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Existing Conditions — Species

Species with high potential to occur in study
area:

* Bald eagle
* Florida black bear

Initial field reviews indicate low quality habitat
within the study area

Study Area within USFWS Consultation Areas for: P

* Everglade snail kite
* Florida scrub-jay
e Sand-skink
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Existing Conditions - Drainage

-

Eden Park Rd

el 6
Basin

| FJ’W .

§
i ! : , - B SRR
o A 4

wipen

i3

Rose Ave

Ao - N
S\ [pondac |

i " B Ve L
| Pond 4B
0% DRAINAGE BASINS
Watershed WBID Basin Existing Outfall Permit No(s)
Pond(s)
A&B A, B, 4A, Closed. Pop-off to Long Lake and Lake Gandy (via SJRWMD 20930-1, FDEP
4B, & 4C pump connection) towards Little Wekiva Canal 48-0262296-01
VI\;itlzl'e C,D, C,D, &E Open. Ponds discharge to Lake Bosse; confluence SJRWMD 20930-1, 2
ekiva P ) o
- Wetlands/Water Bodies River Little &E with Little Wekiva River just downstream of 414
B Potential New Pond Site vg::;a F F Open. Pond discharges to Little Wekiva Canal SIRWMD 20930-1, 2, 3
- Existing Pond Site 3004 G G Open. Pond G (owned by Maitland West, LLP), SJRWMD 20930-1, 2;
planned development modifies FDOT Pond and 20432-27
‘ Drainage Flow ditches
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Water Quality

e Lake Bosse and Little Wekiva Canal

e \Wekiva River Basin Management Action Plan (BMAP)

e Wekiwa Spring impairment

e Stormwater management standards compliance

e Lake Lotus Stormwater Treatment Facility

: LUl ] 0 Ry
Mag_n?]!a Homes Rd

——

Little Wekiva River — Lake

Lotus Park Regional CENTRAL

Stormwater Treatment Facility

FLORIDA

X! AW AL
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PD&E Evaluation Criteria

Build Alternative

Total Acres of Impacts 0 acres 0 acres anticipated (TBD)
None 0 parcels anticipated (TBD)
Total Parcels Affected:
SOCIAL . : . -
- Potential Residential Parcels Affected None 0 parcels anticipated (TBD)
- Potential Non-Residential Parcels Affected None 0 parcels anticipated (TBD)
Potential Displacements None None anticipated (TBD)
Potential Community Uses Affected None None anticipated
CULTURAL
Potential Impacts to Historic / Archeological Resources None None anticipated
Potential Impacts to Wetlands and Floodplains None Minimal (TBD)
NATURAL Potential Impacts to Threatened and Endangered Species None Minimal (TBD)
Habitat
Number of Noise Sensitive Areas None High (TBD)
PHYSICAL Number of Potential Contamination Risk Sites None Minimal (TBD)
Potential Utility Conflicts None Minimal (TBD)

TBD = To be determined
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Agency & Stakeholder Coordination

 FooT FDOT) Mg
* Orange County e el vt
* Seminole County

« City of Altamonte Springs ﬁE (_"‘-

* City of Maitland C Y SEMINOLE COUNTY

FLORIDA'S NATURAL CHOICE

e MetroPlan Orlando

* St. Johns Water Management District AN o T
e EAG/PAG “wy” e {NONEL )
/ MAITLAND 527~

* CFX Environmental Stewardship
Committee (ESC) rome——

FLORIDA




Public Involvement

Sy B S B

Project Alternatives Final
Purpose and Data Kick-off Alternatives Public Alternatives Draft Public  Recommendation
Need Collection Letters Development Workshop Refinement Documents Hearing  and Documents

A S G N G G ¥

Public Involvement

Begin Study Study Approval
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Next Steps

e Alternatives Public Workshop Alternatives Public Workshop Scheduled:
(February 2021) Wednesday, February 10, 2021
From 6 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
Virtual Meeting
Details to come

e Alternatives Refinement
Draft PD&E Study documents

 EAG/PAG Meeting #2 (April
2021)

e Public Hearing (May 2021)

CENTRAL
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PD&E Schedule

CENTRAL SR 414 Expressway Extension PD&E Study

FLORIDA d
(Subject to Change)
AUTHORITY

2021
11 ] FER MAR | AR | MY | BUW |

MAR | APH | MAY W | AIG | oser | oo | oW

Watice to Procgar +r

Data Callection

Aruance Motification

Typical Section Analysis
Aligriment Analysis
Alkernatives Analysis

PORE Traffic & Enginsering Analysis
Draft PDEE Study Reports
EAG & PAG

Alternativgs Publc Workshop
Refine Frefarred fAlternatiye
Revize POSE Study Reports
EAG & PAG Closeout Meesting
Puldic Hearimg

Fnalize PDAE Sudy Reparts

CFX Rewien | Approve Final Prefiminary
I-_|||:_||n:+|r||'-e_4 I'-'!l.'|:-|:-|l & I-i'rujlb-n Ermirarimierilal
Impact Repor
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Study Website

Study documents and meeting I
materials are posted to the study
website:

A FOR TRAVELERS = ABEHCY INFORMATION » OONG B

Project Development

& Environment (PD&E) Study:
SR 414 Expressway Extension PD&E Study

e Shortened study website address:
https://bit.ly/2KLmliP
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Project Contact

For more information contact:

Kathy Putnam Carnot W. Evans, PE
Public Involvement Coordinator Project Manager (for Dewberry)
407-802-3210 321-354-9757
ProjectStudies @ CFXway.com cevans@Dewberry.com
CFX web address: Sunserea Dalton, PE
www.CFXway.com Consultant Project Manager
Shortened study web address: 321-279-7566
https://bit.ly/2KLmliP sunserea.dalton@jacobs.com
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This notice has nothing to do with any rule or rulemaking process.

NOTICE OF MEETING/WORKSHOP HEARING:

The Centra Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) announces Environmental Advisory Group (EAG)
meeting that is open to the public.

DATE and TIME: Tuesday, December 8, 2020
9:30 am. to 11:30 am.

PLACE: https:/bit.ly/2GAfSsm (Link is case sensitive.)
+1 321-430-0870 United States, Orlando (Toll)
Conference ID: 566 894 374#

GENERAL SUBJECT MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED:
CFX Project No: 414-227

Project Description: CFX Project Development and Environment (PD& E) Study
SR 414 Expressway Extension from US 441/Orange Blossom Trail to
SR 424/Forest City Road

The Centra Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) is conducting a Project Development and Environment
(PD&E) study for the proposed extension of State Road 414 (John Land Apopka Expressway). The study
will evaluate aternatives for a new elevated expressway extension of thetolled SR 414 along SR
414/Maitland Boulevard from US 441/Orange Blossom Trail to SR 434/Forest City Road, in Orange and
Seminole counties. The approximately 2.3-mile proposed expressway would provide a direct connection
between the eastern end of SR 414 and Interstate 4 (1-4).

The goals of the proposed SR 414 Expressway Extension include providing needed capacity on SR 414
and improving system connectivity between SR 429 (Daniel Webster Western Beltway) and 1-4 to meet
future traffic needs.

As aspecial advisory resource to CFX and the consultant team, the EAG provides input regarding local
needs, concerns and potential physical, natural, social, and cultural impacts that are crucia in the
evaluation of corridor and alternative alignments.

If you have any questions or would like more information about the study, please contact Kathy Putnam,
Public Involvement Coordinator, by phone at 407-802-3210, or by email at ProjectStudies@cfxway.com
or visit the study webpage at https:/bit.ly/2KLmliP.

Public participation is solicited without regard to race, color, nationa origin, age, sex, religion, disability
or family status. Persons who require accommodations under the Americans with Disabilities Act or
persons who require translation services, free of charge, should contact Ms. Putnam as noted above.


https://bit.ly/2GAfSsm
tel:+1%20321-430-0870,,820519642#%20
mailto:ProjectStudies@cfxway.com
https://bit.ly/2KLmliP

CENTRAL FLORIDA EXPRESSWAY AUTHORITY

November 20, 2020

Subject: Environmental Advisory Group (EAG) Virtual Meeting No. 1 - December 8, 2020
CFX Project Development & Environment (PD&E) Study
SR 414 Expressway Extension
CFX Project No.: 414-227

Dear Environmental Agency/Organization Stakeholder:

The Central Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) invites you or your designee to the first Environmental
Advisory Group (EAG) meeting for the SR 414 Expressway Extension Project Development and
Environment (PD&E) Study to be held from 9:30 a.m. - 11:30 a.m. on Tuesday, December 8, 2020. The
meeting will begin with a brief presentation on the study, followed by a group discussion.

Please see below for the Microsoft Teams connection information for this virtual meeting. A call-in number
is also listed below in case you have difficulty connecting via Teams. We urge EAG members to join by
9:20 a.m. to ensure there are no connectivity issues.

Microsoft Teams Connection Information
https://bit.ly/2GAfSsm (Link is case sensitive.)

+1.321-430-0870 United States, Orlando (Toll)
Conference ID: 566 894 374#

During this meeting, the CFX study team will present information about the study and receive comment
from EAG members. All factors related to conceptual design and location of the facility, including
transportation needs, social impacts, economic factors, environmental impacts, engineering analysis, and
right-of-way requirements, will be considered.

The study will evaluate alternatives for a new elevated expressway extension of the tolled SR 414 (John
Land Apopka Expressway) along SR 414/Maitland Boulevard from US 441/Orange Blossom Trail to

SR 434/Forest City Road, in Orange and Seminole counties. The approximately 2.3-mile proposed
expressway would provide a direct connection between the eastern end of SR 414 and Interstate 4 (1-4). A
map showing the limits of the study area is attached.

As a special advisory resource to CFX and the consultant team, the EAG is an important component of this
study. The EAG’s input regarding local needs, concems, and environmental impacts is crucial in the
evaluation of the feasibility of the project. Please note that while this meeting is open to the public, only the
advisory group members are invited to participate in the meeting’s discussion period, ask questions, and
comment orally. Non-advisory group audience members may provide written comments by emailing
ProjectStudies@cfxway.com.

4974 ORL TOWER RD. ORLANDO, FL 32807 | PHONE: (407) 690-5000 | FAX: (407) 690-5011
WWW.CFX way.com


https://www.cfxway.com/
https://bit.ly/2GAfSsm
tel:+1%20321-430-0870,,820519642# 
mailto:ProjectStudies@cfxway.com

If you would like more information about the study, please contact Kathy Putnam, Public Involvement
Coordinator, by phone at 407-802-3210, by email at ProjectStudies@CFXway.com, or click here to visit the
website.

Your participation in this important group is encouraged. Please respond to Kathy Putnam at the contact
information above by Wednesday, December 2 at 5 p.m. if you are able to attend the EAG meeting or
would prefer to designate a representative.

Sincerely,

Glenn M. Pressimone, P.E.
Chief of Infrastructure
Central Florida Expressway Authority

Attachments: PD&E Study Area Map

4974 ORL TOWER RD. ORLANDO, FL 32807 | PHONE: (407) 690-5000 | FAX: (407) 690-5011
WWW.CFX way.com


mailto:ProjectStudies@CFXway.com
https://www.cfxway.com/agency-information/plans-studies/project-studies/sr414-direct-connect/

State Road 414 Expressway Extension
Project Development and Environment Study
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Environmental Advisory Group - SR 414 Direct Connect PD&E

Study
CFX Project Number: 414-227 First Name Last Name Mailing Name 1 Mailing Name 2 Address 1 Address 2 City State ZIP
1000 Friends of Florida 1000 Friends of Florida PO Box 5948 Tallahassee FL 32314-5948
Policy and Planning Director Thomas Hawkins friends@21000fof.org
Audubon Society - Central Florida Audubon Florida 1101 Audubon Way Maitland FL 32751
Director of Advocacy Charles Lee Chlee2@earthlink.net
Audubon Society - Orange County Orange Audubon Society 1920 North Forest Avenue Orlando FL 32803-1537
President Deborah Green sabalpress@mac.com; watermediaservices@icloud.com; watermediaservices@mac.com; watermediaservices@me.com
Audubon Society - Seminole County Seminole Audubon Society 1920 North Forest Avenue Orlando FL 32803-1537
Co-President Marguerite Terwilleger mterwilleger51@gmail.com
Co-President Phyllis Hall phylliscath814@gmail.com
Bear Warriors United Bear Warriors United PO Box 622621 Oviedo FL 32762
Executive Director Katrina Shadix bearwarriorsunited@gmail.com
City of Altamonte Springs City of Altamonte Springs 225 Newburyport Avenue Altamonte SpiFL 32701
Public Works & Ultility Director Ed Torres etorres@altamonte.org
Park Ranger (Lake Lotus) Bill Mccombs wcMccombs@altamonte.org
Director of Leisure Shelly Nooft snhooft@altamonte.org
City of Maitland City of Maitland 1776 Independence Lane Maitland FL 32751
Public Works Director Kimbereley Torres ktracy@itsmymaitland.com
Parks & Recreation Director Jay Conn jconn@itsmymaitland.com
Defenders of Wildlife - Florida Defenders of Wildlife 433 Central Avenue Ste 200 St Petersburg FL 33701
Director Laurie Ann MacDonald laurie.macdonald@defenders.org
Environment Florida Environment Florida 3110 1st Ave Ste 2000 St. Petersburc FL 33713
State Director Jenna Stevens jstevens@environmentflorida.org
FL Dept. of Agriculture - Florida Forest Service, Orange and Seminole County Florida Department of Agriculture & Consumer Servic Florida Forest Service, Orange County 8431 S Orange Blossom Trail Orlando FL 32809
District (Seminole, Orange, Osceola, Brevard & Supports Polk) Manager Sean Gallagher Sean.Gallagher@FreshFromFlorida.com
FL Dept. of Environmental Protection Florida Department of Environmental Protection 3900 Commonwealth Blvd Tallahassee FL 32399
Operations Manager Linda Reeves Linda.Reeves@floridadep.gov
Senior Attorney Lois La Seur Lois.Laseur@floridadep.gov
Environmental Manager Christine Daniel christine.daniel@floridadep.gov
FL Dept. of State - Div. of Historical Resources Florida Division of Historical Resources RA Gray Building 500 S Bronou¢ Tallahassee FL  32399-0250
Archaeologist Dr. Adrianne Daggett adrianne.daggett@dos.MyFlorida.com
FDOT-District 5 Florida Department of Transportation District 5 719 S Woodland Blvd Deland FL 32720
Environmental Permit Coordinator Casey Lyon casey.lyon@dot.state.fl.us
Environmental Manager Bill Walsh william.walsh@dot.state.fl.us
FDOT - Office of Environmental Management Florida Department of Transportation Office of Environmental Management 605 Suwannee St Tallahassee FL 32399
State Environmental Process Administrator Katasha Cornwell katasha.cornwell@dot.state.fl.us
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission Farris Bryant Building 620 S Meridial Tallahassee FL 32399-1600
Transportation Biologist Brian Barnett brian.barnett@myfwc.com
Florida Native Plant Society - Cuplet Fern Chapter (Seminole County) Florida Native Plant Society Cuplet Fern Chapter PO Box 150021 Altamonte SpiFL 32715
Chapter Representative (Interim) / President Mark Kateli cupletfern@gmail.com
Florida Native Plant Society - Tarflower Chapter (Orange County) Florida Native Plant Society Tarflower Chapter PO Box 536021 Orlando FL 32853
President Jennifer Ferngren jennfern_fnps@outlook.com

Friends of Wekiva
President John Pottinger john.d.pottinger@gmail.com

Orange County - Environmental Protection Division Orange County Environmental Protection Division 800 Mercy Drive Suite 4 Orlando FL 32808
Environmental Program Supervisor Beth Jackson beth.jackson@ocfl.net
Neal Thomas neal.thomas@ocfl.net
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Environmental Advisory Group - SR 414 Direct Connect PD&E
Study

CFX Project Number: 414-227 First Name
Lake Lotus Stormwater Project Coordination Contact Emily
Lake Lotus Stormwater Project Coordination Contact Julia

Orange County - Parks and Recreation
Project Manager Robert
Program Manager Galil

Seminole County
Director of Leisure Services Richard

Seminole County - Environmental Services Division
Director of Environmental Services Terry

Sierra Club of Florida
Chair Marjorie
Transportation Chair John

St Johns River Water Management District
Environmental Resource Program Manager Cammie
Environmental Resource Program Manager Marc
Regulatory Scientist IV Kimberly

The Nature Conservancy
Senior Policy Advisor Janet
Orlando Metro Cities Program Manager Christianah

US Army Corps of Engineers
Supervisor John

US EPA
Roshanna

US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
Fish & Wildlife Biologist Zakia

Last Name
Lawson
Bortles

Goff
Piazza

Durr

McCue

Holt
Puhek

Dewey
von Canal
Eisele

Bowman
Oyenuga

Palmer

White

Williams

E-mail
Emily.Lawson@ocfl.net
Julie.Bortles@ocfl.net

robert.goff@ocfl.net
gail.piazza@ocfl.net

rdurr@seminolecountyfl.gov

tmccue@seminolecountyfl.gov

marjorieholt@earthlink.net
flsquirrel@aol.com

cdewey@sjrwmd.com
mvoncanal@sjrwmd.com
keisele@sjrwmd.com

janet_bowman@tnc.org
c.a.oyenuga@tnc.org

john.palmer@usace.army.mil

White.Roshanna@epa.gov

Zakia_Williams@fws.gov

Mailing Name 1

Orange County

Seminole County

Seminole County

Sierra Club

St Johns River Water Management District

The Nature Conservancy

Jacksonville District
Cocoa Permits Section

US Environmental Protection Agency - Region 4

North Florida Ecological Services Field Office

Mailing Name 2

Parks and Recreation Division

Leisure Services Division

Environmental Services Division

Florida Regional Office

Florida Field Office

Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center

US Fish and Wildlife Service

Address 1

800 N Orange Avenue

100 E First Street

500 W Lake Blvd

1990 Central Avenue

601 S Lake Destiny Rd Ste 200

2500 Maitland Center Pkwy Suite 311

400 High Point Drive Suite 600
61 Forsyth St SW
7915 Baymeadows Way  Suite 200

Address 2

City State ZIP

Orlando FL
Sanford FL
Sanford FL

St. Petersburc FL

Maitland FL

Maitland FL

Cocoa FL

Atlanta GA

Jacksonville FL

32801

32771

32773

33712

32751

32751

32926

30303-8960

32256-7517
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SR 414 EXPRESSWAY EXTENSION PD&E
ENVIRONMENTAL ADVISORY GROUP (EAG) MEETING #2 SUMMARY

Date/time: August 31, 2021, at 9:30 a.m.
Location: Virtual meeting (Teams)
Attendees: 25 EAG members (Attendees list at end of summary)

. Notifications
Invitation letters were emailed to 48 members of the EAG on August 15, 2021 and a reminder was
emailed on August 29, 2021.

Il. Welcome
Kathy Putnam, Public Involvement Coordinator with Quest, called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. and
welcomed everyone. She provided virtual housekeeping and Title VI information before turning the
meeting over Sunserea Dalton, Consultant Project Manager with Jacobs Engineering for the
presentation.

. Southport Connector Presentation
Sunserea Dalton presented the following information:

e Project Goals and Objectives
Ms. Dalton gave an overview of the SR 414 Expressway Extension PD&E Study, which is
evaluating alternatives for, and the impacts of, adding an elevated, limited-access toll lane
facility within the median of SR 414 from US 441 to SR 434. The goals for this project are to
provide capacity on SR 414, improve regional connectivity between SR 429 and I-4, enhance
safety along the existing corridor and support all modes of transportation along the corridor.

The PD&E study objectives are to analyze traffic at each of the at-grade intersections, improve
stormwater management, enhance all modes of transportation, analyze any necessary
modifications to the Lake Bosse bridge, and measure potential impacts to the social, cultural,
and physical resources of the area.

e Viable Alternatives
The study team evaluated multiple typical section alternatives during the initial stages of the
PD&E study. As a result of this analysis, two alternatives were identified for further evaluation.
One option (Option 4) would add two elevated express lanes per direction and the other option
(Option 6) would add a convertible three-lane elevated expressway in the median of the existing
Maitland Boulevard. However, the convertible lane option was not considered viable due to the
significant operational and maintenance cost compared to the four-lane expressway. Therefore,
an elevated 4-lane expressway within the existing median of SR 414 is being considered and
evaluated further. Two lanes on Maitland Boulevard would be provided in each direction for
local access. This alternative also provides a 7-foot buffered bike lane and 5-foot sidewalks.

e Stakeholder Input and Coordination
The preferred alternative was presented to the Environmental Stewardship Committee in

August 2021, and they provided their support for Option 4. Ms. Dalton also noted that
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stakeholder meetings took place throughout the study, and key stakeholders including FDOT,
Orange County, City of Altamonte Springs, MetroPlan Orlando and others shared input about
noise concerns, aesthetics, environmental considerations and impacts to existing utilities.
The public also provided input on the proposed SR 414 Expressway Extension during the
Alternatives Public Workshop held in February 2021. The feedback received related to the
timing of construction, potential noise impacts, property value concerns and access to the
proposed tolled facility.

o The Preferred Alternative and its Potential Impacts
Ms. Dalton showed the advisory group
a model of a typical section of the Preferred Alternative - Typical Section
preferred alternative, which includes 5- — [JT—
foot sidewalks and 7-foot bike lanes J
along both sides of Maitland Boulevard. ,.m,,,,_,.

The expressway will be four lanes constructed above the existing roadway with bridge piers located
within the existing median of Maitland Boulevard. No right-of-way impacts are anticipated for the
preferred alternative.

She then showed slides for concept plans for three sections of the roadway:

0 Atthe west end of the project, eastbound
motorists traveling on SR 414 from
Hiawassee Road can exit the expressway
just past US 441 to the local access lanes
or continue on SR 414 to areas east of SR
434. Westbound motorists would be able
to access SR 441 or enter SR 414 similarly
to what they do today.

0 At the east end of the project, eastbound motorists on the existing Maitland Boulevard
can access SR 434 or SR 414 like what they do today and would merge with traffic
coming from the express lanes as they pass over SR 434. Westbound motorists traveling
on SR 414 from Maitland Center, I-4 and points east can exit the expressway just past SR
434 to the at-grade Maitland Boulevard local access lanes or enter the express lanes to
continue SR 414 to areas west of US 441.
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Next, Ms. Dalton reviewed the
surrounding social environment, which Cultural Resources
consists mainly of residential uses.
Advent Health and Seminole State
College campuses are located at the
eastern end of the study area, and
commercial and industrial facilities are
located at the western end. Based on
the study analysis, no impacts to
residential areas are anticipated, and
the area will benefit by improving safety
and congestion along the corridor.

Pedestrian traffic will be accommodated by 5-foot sidewalks and 7-foot bike lanes, and the
future plans for the Seminole Wekiva Trail have been considered as part of this study. At Lake
Bosse Bridge and Bear Lake Road, the study found constraints to sidewalks, which could impact
multimodal transportation in those areas.

Ms. Dalton noted that forests and wetlands within the study area have been evaluated for
potential impacts, and those evaluations can be found in the revised draft Natural Resource
Evaluation, the Pond Siting Report, and the Location Hydraulics Report, which will all be made
available to the public prior to the Public Hearing. The study team found that the impacts to
wetlands and surface waters are anticipated to be minimal.

Water quality was analyzed as part of this study, as well, and a Water Quality Checklist was
completed. The existing water quality within the study area will be maintained or improved.

Another physical impact that was analyzed as part of the study was noise levels. A Noise Study
Report was prepared, and it determined that roadway noise levels would not be substantially
higher than they are today. The report also identified one noise barrier location at the Rose
Pointe subdivision, located west of Bear Lake Road. A detailed noise analysis will be completed
during the design process to determine if a noise barrier is necessary.

A Contamination Screening Evaluation Report was also completed as part of this study and
found four potential medium risk contamination sites and no high-risk sites. These sites will be
evaluated for potential impacts during the Final Design and will determine if a Level 2
assessment is needed.

Potential utility impacts have been documented in the Utility Assessment Package, which will be
made available to the public prior to the Public Hearing in October. Ms. Dalton noted that the
study team has been in coordination with the City of Altamonte Springs regarding the potential
impacts to the A-FIRST Project.
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Finally, Ms. Dalton concluded the impacts portion of the presentation with six commitments,
which includes a commitment to standard protection measures for the Eastern Indigo Snake,
construction of feasible and reasonable noise abatement measures, and coordination with
utilities services to avoid or minimize service interruptions during construction.

¢ Study Schedule SR 414 Expressway Extansion PDRE Suity
Ms. Dalton concluded the AT ST
presentation with a review of T T T
the study schedule. The next —
meeting will be in September —
with the CFX board, to seek B
approval to take the Preferred i —
Alternative to the Public : -
Hearing. The Public Hearing is
tentatively scheduled for
October 28. W

Sunserea Dalton turned the meeting
over to Nicole Gough for the discussion portion of the meeting at 10:00 a.m.

Nicole Gough, Dewberry: Because our last advisory group there were technical difficulties, | wanted to
see if Katrina you wanted to test out your microphone by going first?

Katrina Shadix, Bear Warriors: Can you hear me?
Nicole Gough: We can.

Katrina Shadix, Bear Warriors: Sure yeah, I'll go first. | have a lot of questions, so you may regret me
going first. Let me read, | know the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC) is on, and |
don’t know if CFX and the company that did this has taken a look at their Wildlife 2060; do you know if
anyone is familiar with FWC’s 2060 report?

Sunserea Dalton: We do have our natural environmental lead, Sandy Scheda, on and can answer any
specific questions. Sandy, can you answer this?

Sandy Scheda, Environmental Science Associates: | am not personally familiar with the Wildlife 2060
report.

Katrina Shadix: It's a wonderful report and | would highly suggest that anyone working on projects or
roadways going through our wildlife habitat to take a look at that. If you would indulge me, | want to
read the first page of it and then go into my specific questions, if that’s ok.
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Wildlife 2060: What's at stake for Florida?
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Katrina Shadix: They have a really nice graphic that shows wildlife losses. So that is about one page of, |
think, about a 60-page report that’s there and very good, which brings me to when it mentions the
insects. | know they seem insignificant to some but there was a study that | am going to forward to
Kathy, so that everyone can look at it. There was the LED streetlights contributing to insect population
declines. It shows lit up highways like the one you are proposing. We know you’re not going to stop all
these highways or development, but | think one great alternative is for this project to consider the
lighting that doesn’t decrease the insect population. Like | said, I'm going to send that over as a
suggestion for the lighting on this project. A second suggestion, we know impervious surfaces are a huge
issue. Storm water runoff pollution has become the most pervasive environmental issue that cities face
today. You mentioned a couple of the storm water projects going into this, but | found this very cool
product called Aquipor. | don’t know if you all have seen anything about it. It’s not concrete but it would
replace the concrete and asphalt and let the water drain down into the aquifer. It doesn’t cause the
water runoff with all of the chemicals and doesn’t cause flooding and | would also like to send that to
Kathy along with the lighting suggestions. So those are two positive improvements to this project and
hopefully every project that CFX and FDOT does. Those would be great additions if that would become
part of the playbook. The good lighting and the Aquipor that let the rain go through.

https://phys.org/news/2021-08-streetlights-contribute-insect-population-declines.html

www.AQUIPOR.COM

Specifically for this project, it said it would impact one acre of wetlands and it also said wetland
mitigation the cost would be 1.5 and what would be the mitigation? Is that buying land somewhere else
to offset the wetlands, and if someone could explain what that 1.5 wetland mitigation pays for? What
kind of mitigation it is and then explain why if it’s just one acre being impacted, why can’t it just be
arranged to not touch that one acre, because it’s just one acre out of a very large project so | think it
would be easiest to just leave that one acre alone?

Nicole Gough: To address the study question, Sunserea would you like to talk about how the PD&E
study arrives at some of their impact understanding?

Sunserea Dalton: | will and then | will have Sandy talk more about the mitigation as well as yourself
based on the CFX design process and permitting. You mentioned that there was approximately one acre
of wetland impacts and less than half an acre surface water impacts for the project, which is correct. | do
want to clarify that those are all within the existing right of way of the existing corridor, so it is in
previously disturbed areas. Most of the wetland impacts are associated with the approaches at the
bridge especially Lake Bosse because those can’t be avoided with modifications to the bridge. They are
all within the existing right of way but surrounding the bridge is where most of them are and there are
also some associated with the existing grassy areas of the corridor on the outside areas. It’s all within
the existing right of way but those areas couldn’t be avoided because of the median construction with
the piers as well.

Katrina Shadix: OK, so mitigating the damage, what would actually be done to mitigate the damage?

Nicole Gough: So, on a PD&E level this is obviously a planning effort so Jacobs has done an amazing job
working out what is a preferred alternative and trying to categorize what the potential impacts could be.
These are not set in stone at a PD&E level. When it goes into design, we work to minimize impacts even
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further. We work and coordinate with the agency to work out what those impacts will equate to, so
everything here is just an estimate. CFX works to mitigate, we follow a mitigation hierarchy that’s
required by federal rule where one seeks to mitigate for wetland impacts and avoidable at mitigation
banks. We try for a mitigation bank credit first. Under certain circumstance we are able to do mitigation
that is within the region in the project, but these are concepts that we get more involved with on at the
design level.

Katrina Shadix: OK. From what I've noticed on these projects, we have seen that mitigation is just a tool
used to just destroy a certain area and it was explained to me by a hydrologist, who was giving me a tour
of the Little Wekiva Forest. For me, mitigation is just a tool to make it easier to destroy stuff and | would
much rather, instead of mitigation being used as a tool, just require the CFX or builder to apply for
incidental take permits where you apply, and say ok we are going to destroy the habitat of this wood
stork and get permission to do that instead of saying ok we are going to buy land 60 miles away where
this wood stork doesn’t know where to go because you're still destroying that habitat and not really
doing anything to make up for it. So, | would like for an incidental take permit to be considered as part
of the project. Are we able to back to slide number 20?

Katrina Shadix: At the top right, we see the Duke Energy transmission line and there’s a lake up behind
the word plans. Can you tell me what lake that is?

Nicole Gough: Lake Betty

Katrina Shadix: We see there’s already an existing
road next to the green patch next to the lake; do
you know if there are any plans for fencing off the
areas to keep wildlife from going into the roads?

I love that it is going to be an elevated highway on
top of a highway because that will be less car
strikes on the wildlife but on these green areas, -
and | think we see it also on slide 22, we have some fragmented green spaces. Is there a way to fence off
those and funnel them to a land bridge? Do you know if there are any plans for a wildlife land bridge to
go over the existing highways to connect these fragmented green spaces?

Sunserea Dalton: There are no plans for a wildlife corridor based on the agency coordination that we
did. The greenspaces are not fenced off today and part of the reason is access from existing roadway to,
and bike connectivity to, the Seminole/ Wekiva trail to get back to Maitland Boulevard. So that would
have to be further explored as the project gets into the design phase and coordination with other
agencies can be a part of their plans. The Maitland Boulevard today, we are not planning on changing
the existing right-of-way lines as part of the preferred alternative for this project or changing the
location of the existing noise walls or existing sidewalks or driveways either.

Katrina Shadix: OK, so it’s just going to be left open and the wildlife will still have the same access to the
roads and dangers, nothing can be improved at this point. Or do you think there could be discussions
about building a wildlife bridge and having fences installed to funnel them to the wildlife bridge?
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Sunserea Dalton: If you go back to slide 22, this gives you
a good overview of the existing development along the

corridor. So, of the area you mentioned over by the US : = AT -—
441/SR 414 interchange, there are some existing green | '

oA +=F

spaces around Lake Betty that are also bordered by Polo ’ i I'E"'"_: e ",.".. ;".:*'"'__. i
Glen, a proposed development that is permitted for i Bs 'F e m _'_-':fi
construction so they would have access to Maitland p 1%l T

Boulevard. As you transition to the east between that area and Lake Lotus Park, what you see is there
are existing subdivisions along the existing corridor. What is difficult to see is that most of the corridor
has existing sound walls. So, for wildlife that was traversing the area, the sound walls are already there.
Same condition on the east side of project. At Lake Lotus and Little Wekiva Canal bridge under SR 414,
there is an existing canal that eventually connects to the Little Wekiva River to the north.

We are not changing that existing water underpass or changing Lake Lotus Park but all of that is buffered
by Maitland Boulevard. The majority of the corridor we just do not have the opportunity.

Katrina Shadix: OK, do you think that having the elevated highway is going to increase the possibility of
wildlife? Hitting a bear on the highway is a lot more traumatic than hitting a racoon so that would be my
main concern. So, does this new project not really increase the chance of vehicle strikes because it’s
going to be elevated?

Sunserea Dalton: So, there’s two things that the preferred alternative has incorporated that reduce the
potential for wildlife conflicts: 1) the majority of traffic going through Maitland today, over 60% is pass-
through traffic that goes from US 441 to east of SR 434. So, we’re lifting all of that traffic to the elevated
portion of the roadway which will be from 32-45 feet high. So first of all, lifting that traffic is going to
decrease the potential for wildlife conflicts; secondly, on Maitland Boulevard we incorporated some
design features as part of the preferred alternative that will also reduce the likelihood of conflicts with
vehicles for wildlife, pedestrians, and cyclists. Those two things include lowering the design speed on the
surface lanes of Maitland Boulevard from 50-55 mph to 45 mph and providing buffered bike lanes.

Carnot Evans, Dewberry: I'd also like to mention that the existing bridge at Lake Bose and at Little
Wekiva Canal also kind of serve as wildlife crossings today and those bridge limits will be maintained
with the project.

Katrina Shadix: Ok, that’s wonderful. And just to let you know, | sent the Aquipor website and the
lighting links to Kathy. If you all can seriously consider those two things it would be such a great
improvement especially with the impervious surfaces. It’s such a problem. We know what’s going on
with our waterways and if we could incorporate this wonderful new invention that lets the water go
through the roadways, which would be such a wonderful gift to me and the wildlife. Thank you for
considering everything you have today.

Nicole Gough: Thanks Katrina. It looks like we have a hand raised. Mark with Native Plant Society.

Kathy Putnam, Quest: Mark it looks like you are unmuted, but we still can’t hear you. If you need to you
can use the call-in number.

Nicole Gough: Or you can let us know in the chat.
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Nicole Gough: As we wait to get that hooked up, Kristee with FWC, you got a chance to look at this. Do
you have any comments?

Kristee Booth, Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission: No. I'm glad you’re staying within
the right of way as well and going with the elevated road. | look forward to receiving the updated NRE
that you mentioned.

Nicole Gough: That is in final review right now and just receiving final edits and you’ll be receiving that
really soon.

Kristee Booth: Ok, as far as wildlife fencing, | know there is not a lot of public owned lands here. There
are a lot of subdivisions, sound walls, driveways, so doing the wildlife fencing is not feasible based on all
of those constraints that we have in this project corridor and there’s not a lot of public green space you
are connecting in this space so we look forward to the NRE and coordinating more with you on this.
That’s about it.

Nicole Gough: All right. John, go ahead.

John Puhek, Sierra Club of Florida: John Puhek, Sierra Club. Glad that this is a project that we can
support, and | think it minimizes the environmental impacts quite well and very happy that they are
going with the elevated project. Based on how this serves the urban area, | would strongly urge that this
project be prioritized as one of the next projects to go into the design phase.

Nicole Gough: Thank you. We have a couple of representatives from Orange County, Beth or Emily.

Beth Jackson, Orange County: I'll let Emily talk about the stormwater pond improvements that we are
trying to do in Orange County to make sure that no impacts occur to that project. We appreciate all of
the efforts that CFX is making to address this particular traffic congestion. | would be interested in the
information that Katrina is providing on the lighting and concrete. Hopefully it can be posted to the
website. Thank you.

Emily Lawson, Orange County: The project that Orange County is working on is a stormwater retention
pond, probably a couple of ponds. It’s located where the Little Wekiva Canal bends to the north and
then crosses from Orange County to Seminole County at Lake Lotus Park. It’s just southeast of the
intersection of Magnolia Holmes Road and the project. That project is in the design phase now. We are
interested in Pond F at that intersection; it’s a FDOT pond. It discharges into our project area and that’s
mainly the information that we are looking for the whole project.

Nicole Gough: Can we go to slide 27 to get a better

visual? Is this the area that you’re speaking of? Water Quality
# ok Seaes arad Dirie Vi Caral
Emily Lawson: Yes. The area shown in dark blue at the w Wekhva il oo Bursie Fkamagrrserr) dection Plan HARAE)
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installed. There’s an existing dry pond north of that in the
FDOT property which will probably be utilized also in the
project so, that whole area along the west bank of the
river. And you can see Pond F in the top left in aqua that
also discharges in that area.
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Sunserea Dalton: We have our drainage team on if there are any specific questions, but with Pond F, we
do plan additional conveyance to the pond but no pond modifications. We also included additional
swale there as you can see in the other alternative slide. Danh, do you have anything specific that you
would like to add?

Danh Lee, Jacobs: Yes, sure. Emily, | think we spoke before with Ricky Lee and Julie about that pond. We
can definitely coordinate. Basically, basin limits are going to be the same; there’s additional volume at
that pond. We have coordinated with FDOT, as well, as far as the easements we need. Preliminary
design would still be to treat the new roadways with existing Pond F into the old and it would certainly
be discharging back into the canal. Any calculations, we have the updated pond siting report I'm sure we
are going to provide you copies with, and we can continue to coordinate if you need any additional
information.

Emily Lawson: Ok. | appreciate it.

Nicole Gough: Mark Kateli needed to leave but he did place some comments in the chat. Kathy are you
able to capture those?

Kathy Putnam: Yes.

Mark Kateli, Florida Native Plant Society, Cuplet Fern Chapter: (Comments from meeting chat box) We
support Katrina’s suggestions on smart concrete and lighting suggestions as part of this new
construction. Lake Bosse has large mammal flow. Last year one of our constituents who has a property
right along SR 414 (impact to construction) that witnessed a 30 Ib. bear crossing her property. We
support animal fencing for this reason. As a Native Plant Society, native plants and wildlife go hand in
hand. Plantings are of little use if wildlife (which is firsthand witnessed) are at risk for their lives.

Nicole Gough: Going a little bit more on the stormwater and other local initiatives that are happening in
this region, Cammie is there anything that St. Johns River Water Management is undertaking that we
should know about or continue to coordinate on at this stage?

Cammie Dewey, St. Johns River Water Management District: No. The county has been coordinating
with us. Just last week a site inspection occurred for the regional system that they are looking at where
they are going to add more storage and also maximize the usage of the Lake Lotus parking lot dry pond
which is just there to the north and east of Pond F. | am not aware of any other projects along this
corridor. On the other side of SR 434 we have a project in the southeast of the SR 434/Maitland
Boulevard interchange. That project is coming back to us to make some modifications to their drainage
systems, so | don’t know any details yet, but the meeting is scheduled for this week.
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Nicole Gough: Let’s go to slide 22. I'm trying to get
a visual.

Preﬂ:rrEd Altemative Eunmpt Plans

Cammie Dewey: It’s existing Pond G and with the
development of that project the existing Pond G
was absorbed into their development project. But
from what | understand from the design engineers
they are coming back in to make modifications.

Sunserea Dalton: You mentioned that to the study e —
team when we had a separate coordination with
you earlier this year. So, in the preferred alternative what you see here is that we incorporated Swale G,
which is an existing right of way, but | believe Dahn, that we do not have any modifications to that end
of the quadrant, correct?

Dahn Lee: Yes, that’s correct. We went back to propose Swale G to stay away from that development. |
know there are a lot of ongoing permits coordination and alternative treatment solutions that they are
proposing. | know FDOT and CFX are not on board with that. We are hoping to provide treatment
intentions for our roadway within Swale G and stay away from their systems.

Cammie Dewy: That’s good to know. | will continue to let them know they need to continue to
coordinate with FDOT and CFX.

Dahn Lee: Swale G will still outfall to an existing system that leads through their system, but we will be
able to provide the treatment.

Cammie Dewey: Good. Those are the two projects that | am aware of. We have had a pre-application
meeting about properties just to the north of SR 414, but | believe that it’s on the west side of US 441. |
think it has to do with the concrete manufacturing plant. | think they are expanding their storage areas.

Nicole Gough: Thank you. It’s always good to know as we continue to coordinate through design. It
could have an affect and it’s always good to know what’s happening.

Cammie Dewey: What’s the schedule? How quickly is the design going to follow behind the PD&E?

Nicole Gough: I'll ask that they put up the —

PP SR £14 Eapressaay Eaurskn FOEESidy
schedule, slide number 36, and then Carnot can T S

- T T T T S T s e T T
answer the scheduling better than | could. .
Carnot Evans: Yes. We are going to wrap this —
PD&E study for final approval in December. ' —
Finalize all documents by the end of the year. The - —_—
intent is to go into design or a design-build project : ®
next year. Py —_—

= L

Cammie Dewey: OK. Thank you. s

Nicole Gough: We have comments in the chat box
from Phyllis Hall from Seminole Audubon.
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Phyllis Hall, Seminole Audubon: (Comments from meeting chat box) Seminole Audubon supports
Katrina and Mark's comments. Thanks, Phyllis

Phyllis Hall: | live near there, so | know the traffic issue. | also volunteer near Lake Lotus Park, so | know
them and the bears. Not in my neighborhood but on the side of Lake Lotus Park, there is a lot of bear
traffic and a lot of other animals that we see. | think you all are doing a great job.

Nicole Gough: Rita, you had made comments very earlier on, you were requesting the presentation.
Kathy will go into it later on just some of the next steps, but | did not know if you had anything to add to
the conversation? Rita left the meeting so we will record her comments.

Rita Ventry, Florida Department of Environmental Protection: (Comments from meeting chat box)
Could | get a copy of the power point presentation so | can do research and see if this project impacts
any of our FCT projects. Please email to: Rita.Ventry@FloridaDEP.gov

Nicole Gough: Do we still have Janet from Nature Conservancy?

Janet Bowman, The Nature Conservancy: Yes, I’'m on. One question on the stormwater, | know you’re
using a combination of existing and new ponds but on the Lake Lotus dry pond, are you going to convert
that to wet or what are the plans for that and generally how are you confirming the quality of water,
considering the sensitivity with the Little Wekiva?

Dahn Lee: The dry pond that you mentioned, whichis  Preferred Alternative Concept Plans
just to the west of the canal, we are not impacting. . e’ it fily [

We are using the existing Pond F which is a wet pond.
With our preliminary calculations we are going to be
able to discharge our roadway improvements in that
pond. We have also proposed Swale F, which you see
in the existing right of way next to the roadway, to set
up a treatment train to set up the nutrients that we
need to remove. The other ponds we are utilizing and
making minor modifications to the pond berms,
minimizing those, adjusting where is appropriate. Starting from left to right on the three interchange
ponds that you see there on the north of SR 414, those ponds will just be modified. We are proposing
two new ponds on the south side within CFX right of ways; those will be dry ponds to provide treatment.
All five right now are designed to outfall to the existing Pond F. The dry ponds will provide the water
recharge that’s necessary. To the east of Rose Avenue there is a dry swale. We are expanding that one
to the west to provide additional treatment that we need. The next pond is Pond D; that’s the existing
FDOT pond that has excess capacity to provide the treatment for our roadway improvements. As you
cross the bridge over Lake Bosse you have Pond E right next to Lake Lotus Park that has additional
volume as well. We are going to store our roadway improvements before we discharge back into Lake
Bosse wetland area. And the last would be Swale G which will provide recharge. It will be a dry swale.
We looked at that in lieu of tapping into the development of filtration trench that they are proposing in
their improvements.

S et kL ] 4
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We are going to make sure there is stormwater treatment. We’ve also looked at the Basin Management
Action Plans (BMAP) for the Wekiva Springs and Rock Springs recharge that’s necessary or has been
permitted in the past. We are going to maintain those dry facilities and make things better.

Nicole Gough: Janet, again this is the study level so this is a plan going forward and if this proceeds into
design phase these will be further refined. And we seek out a lot more efficiencies and try to go for
different innovation at the time when we are in the design phase. We always hope to improve on the
really solid plan that had been presented already.

Janet Bowman: Thank you.

Nicole Gough: So, Sunserea, | know you were hoping to hear about anything that was in the mix. Is there
anything more you were hoping to hear about?

Sunserea Dalton: | think we got really good input today and that’s helpful if the project is approved and
proceeds to the design phase. Some of the information that has been provided today has been more
focused on considerations for the design phase including the lighting and the pavement design and the
landscaping concept that will be explored in the design phase if the project moves forward. All that is
great input that we have heard from the agencies today. | can’t think of anything else. We have a lot of
good input on the stormwater facilities, and it sounds like what we have right now is a great basis for
design. As we proceed through the study, we will continue to consider the input we received today
especially related to the wildlife around the lake and make sure we coordinate that with the local
environmental agencies. We appreciate the input we received today and there is nothing specific that |
can think of.

Nicole Gough: Cammie ?

Cammie Dewey: Just a reminder that the stormwater project is well underway. The technical advisory
committee is getting close to wrapping up. There is a meeting scheduled for September and there’s one
in October. The agency staff is beginning to draft the text that would be inserted into the Volume 1.
Continue to monitor that. | would really start monitoring that and when the FDEP puts out notices for
the rulemaking workshops and things like that.

Nicole Gough: That’s a wonderful point thank you for bringing that to our attention.

Kathy Putnam: Thank you for all who attended and your thoughtful input. It is helpful to CXF and to our
study process. We will be sending out this presentation within 24 hours. We sent the Environmental
Advisory Group the natural and social constraints boards; | will send that out again with the
presentation. We will draft a summary of this meeting in the next few weeks and once it’s been
reviewed by the agency you will receive a copy of the meeting summary. It will be posted to the web
page along with the natural and social constraint boards. If you find you have any questions or
comments, please send them to me at Projectstudies@cfxway.com. If you have comments, we ask that
you submit them within ten days. Thank you very much for your participation, not only today, but
throughout the progress of this study.

The meeting concluded at 11:30 a.m.
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Susan Thome-Barrett of the Orange Audubon Society was present at the PAG meeting, as she had a
schedule conflict with the 9:30 a.m. EAG meeting for the SR 414 Expressway Extension. Her comments
for the study have been copied below:

Susan Thome-Barret, Orange Audubon Society: | think the only questions we have would be a good
monitoring of the sediment issues that would come from the Little Wekiva Canal. And | would be
concerned about what would be happening to those 1.5 acres that would be impacted from
construction. | am assuming the impacts would be temporary, but sometimes disturbed areas can get a
lot of invasive things. Is there a plan for that?

Kathy Putnam: Sunserea, could you discuss that? | know this morning you talked about exactly where
those impacts would be.

Sunserea Dalton: Yes. The sedimentation study is ongoing, and we will continue to monitor it through
the remainder of the PD&E study. As far as the wetlands and surface water impacts, as you mentioned
there is about 1 acre of wetlands and less than a half-acre of surface water impacts. Those are
jurisdictional wetlands that will be impacted as a result of the preferred alternative. They are all within
the existing right of way, so they are wetlands that have been impacted by the existing Maitland
Boulevard and the adjacent infrastructure, but there is some exotic vegetation that exists along those
edges. There are minor impacts that are anticipated because of the place of fill that is needed and the
placement of the support piers associated with the existing bridge over Lake Bosse. The surface water
impacts are associated primarily with the south and north sides of Little Wekiva Canal, which are about
.5 acres. So those are previously disturbed areas, but we will have impacts for that. Before | move on to
mitigation, did | answer your question about where those impacts are located?

Susan Thome-Barret: Yes, it does.

Sunserea Dalton: Okay. Mitigation is not identified specifically at this time because that is something
that will be coordinated in the design phase as the wetland impacts are refined. Right now, we have an
estimate of an acre and a half, but it could be much less than that. One thing that we would look
towards is mitigation bank credits, and any needed mitigation will be documented in the permit phase.
Sandy, did you have anything you wanted to add on the mitigation?

Sandy Scheda, Environmental Science Associates: No, just that you are correct that what we have
looked at is a worst-case impact within the right of way, and there are mitigation bank options that are
currently available.

Kathy Putnam: Susan, did you get the information you were requesting?

Susan Thome-Barret: Yes, | did. And | think some of it you will be monitoring in the future.
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Attendees:

Glenn Pressimone, CFX

Will Hawthorne, CFX

Brian Hutchings, CFX

Carnot Evans, Dewberry

Nicole Gough, Dewberry

Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs Engineering

Phillip Jacoby, Jacobs Engineering

Danh Lee, Jacobs Engineering

Jessica Dean, Jacobs Engineering

Colleen Ross, Jacobs Engineering

Michael Baker, Jacobs Engineering

Kathy Putnam, Quest

Melanie Hand, Quest

Kristee Booth, Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
Janet Bowman, The Nature Conservancy

Cammie Dewey, St. Johns River Water Management District
Phyllis Hall, Seminole Audubon Society

Beth Jackson, Orange County

Mark Kateli, Florida Native Plant Society

Emily Lawson, Orange County

John Puhek, The Sierra Club

Sandy Scheda, Environmental Science Associates

Katrina Shadix, Bear Warriors

Rita Ventry, Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Shane Cox, Audience member
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Title VI Compliance

This meeting, project, or study is being conducted without regard to
race, color, national origin, age, sex, religion, disability or family status.
Persons wishing to express their concerns relative to compliance by
the Central Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) with Title VI may do so
by contacting:

Kathy Putnam
Public Involvement Coordinator
4974 ORL Tower Road Orlando, FL 32807
407-802-3210
ProjectStudies@CFXway.com

All inquiries or complaints will be handled according to CFX procedure -

. FL ().:('l DA
and in a prompt and courteous manner.
SUVE— |


mailto:ProjectStudies@CFXway.com

Advisory Group Roles

Environmental (EAG) Project (PAG)
* Natural environment analysis * Mobility analysis
* Special advisory resource * Special advisory resource
* Environmental impact input on * Input on project alternatives

project alternatives

* Local knowledge, issues and
* Local knowledge, issues and concerns

concerns regarding

environmental impacts

—————————
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Advisory Groups (EAG/PAG) Input

v Ensure Lake Lotus Park access Environmental Advisory Group

v Minimize water quality impacts

v Evaluate expanded sidewalks or shared use path along . .
Maitland Boulevard -.-
v Evaluate geotechnical and archaeological issues at Lake -
Bosse bridge
v Minimize noise and environmental impacts Project Advisory Group
v Continue coordination with Orange County and FDOT for
the proposed Regional Stormwater Treatment Facility
v Evaluate expanded signage for driver navigation ‘ ‘

v" Consideration for multimodal opportunities .‘.
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Regional Location Map

Jurisdictional Agencies & ’ e e

Municipalities - | = o=

. CEX | B mm e e
T =

 FDOT District 5 i

* City of Maitland s

SPRINGS
* City of Altamonte v
Springs
* Orange County
* Seminole County e
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Project Location Map

A

Study Corridor " (/) —wswvg*" <>
fear (abr ?ﬁa; ———
* From US 441 to SR 434 | ~ _ e
* 4-lane divided arterial T2,
-

e Approximately 2.8 miles p—
e 3 existing signalized

intersections | [

o

e 1 existing unsignalized peuBRook o |

intersection
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Purpose and Need

T
B fe
A P LT\
Provide Capacity Improve Regional Enhance Safety  Support Multimodal

Connectivity Opportunities
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PD&E Study Objectives

M Intersection Improvements

Evalu.ate propose.d g Bridge modifications at Lake Bosse and
alternatives to provide a Little Wekiva River

limited access connection
within the study limits,
including:

g Stormwater management facilities
g Pedestrian and bicycle needs
g Access management modifications

Analyze and document g Social, Cultural, Natural and
potential impacts to: Physical Resources
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Typical Sections Considered

No. of Lanes No. of Lanes DETY
on Expressway | on Maitland Within | Volume/ | Minimizes
Description Blvd. Existing | Capacity | Cost per | Viable?
ROW | Ratio (SR Mile
414)

Typical
Section

Option
No.

1 2019 Existing None 2 per direction Yes High
2 No-Build None 3 per direction Yes High
3 Add 2 Elevated Express Lanes 1 per direction 2 per direction Yes Medium
4 Add 4 Elevated Express Lanes 2 per direction 2 per direction Yes 0.95 Low 7
5 Aol 8 O R E 2 lanes reversible 2 per direction Yes Medium
Express Lanes
i v
6 Add Ele\{ated Convertlble. LLIeE 3 lanes convertible 2 per direction Yes Low
Lanes with Movable Barrier
Add 2 Elevated Express Lanes o o .
7 and 2 At-Grade SR 414 lanes 1 per direction 3 per direction Yes 1.06 Medium
CENTRAL
FLORIDA

EAVRANAY

AUTHORITY




Environmental Stewardship Committee Input

October 2020: June 2021:

v’ Updated Stakeholders list v Preliminary per mile cost for elevated viaduct

v’ Erosion issues surrounding Little and bridge construction

Wekiva Canal August 2021

v’ Evaluate trail connectivity v’ Support of the Preferred Alternative for this
opportunities PD&E Study

v Minimize impacts to wetlands and
habitats associated with Lake Bosse
and Lake Lotus

v" Geotechnical and archaeological issues
with Lake Bosse bridge

v Noise and aesthetic impacts to
surrounding residents

CENTRAI
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Key Stakeholder Coordination

FDOT\} "

— STATE COLLEGE
.,‘.“\\ d~, DUKE
o WA =’ ENERGY.
AN,
= )
L7 -
MAITLAND
CENTRAL
l‘LURl pA
AUTHORITY
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Public Input

Virtual Alternatives Public Workshop
(February 10, 2021)

e 104 virtual attendees
* 151 questions & comments relating to:

Construction timeline
Noise mitigation
Safety improvements
Property value
Typical Section
Access and tolling

©O O O O O O

Source = Virtual Alternatives Public Workshop (QCA Office)

CENTRAL
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Existing Typical Section - Maitland Blvd.

Existing ' | ¢ aw | e | el | | « o |4»|' Existing
ROW Line a—— ' = ) ' 1 ROW Line

Existing SR 414 RO 118" Minimum

CENTRAL

Posted Speed Limit 50-55 mph S
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Preferred Alternative - Typical Section

= Expressway Height = 32 ft-45 ft _g—

“ ﬁ\,‘} TN | Y0 L | £ LH) 12'. . 6 -6'_.‘ F R b ASPPR 4 o f P

} W\;é' T:g . ﬂt ;./W |

o BB L 8O — " 7/
‘%’gfj} . Wy Eéfs

5-Foot Sidewalks -z !- 5-Foot Sidewalks

7-Foot Buffered
Bike Lanes

7-Foot Buffered
Bike Lanes

* (8 J 32 ‘L 1’ A 3 | | & 1) n’ A 12' Jd r o )] Eg"]'(ll{s‘k
Existing ROW — 118 ft (minimum)
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Preferred Alternative Concept Plans
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Preferred Alternative Concept Plans
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Soclioeconomic Resources
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Multimodal Considerations

Existing Conditions

* Seminole Wekiva Trail
* 5-foot sidewalks

* Designated bike lanes
e Lake Lotus Park pedestrian underpass =

Alternative Evaluations
* Wider sidewalks

» Buffered bike lanes

* Trail connectivity

Sidewalk Constraints
* Lake Bosse Bridge e B
* East of Bear Lake Road intersection * Noise Wall (east of Bear Lake Road)
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Cultural Resources
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Natural Resources
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D Study Area ‘ National Wetlands Inventory (revised 5-1-20) 6410; 6440; 6460 Nonforested Wetlands
CENTRAL
FLORIDA
AUTHORITY



Water Quality

Lake Bosse and Little Wekiva Canal

Wekiva River Basin Management Action Plan (BMAP)
Wekiwa Spring impairment

Stormwater management standards compliance

Lake Lotus Stormwater Treatment Facility

Little Wekiva River — Lake
Lotus Park Regional
Stormwater Treatment Facility
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Physical Impacts
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Physical Impacts

Air Quality

Project within attainment area
Potentially reduced air pollutant
emissions

Contamination

Four potential medium risk
contamination sites

Further evaluated during Final
Design

DRAFT
Air Quality Technical Memo

Stats Road 414 Expressway Eterien
Praject Developerent and Eavirosmant Sty
From S48l o SR a3
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Additional Environmental Considerations

Physical
Major utilities:
 Duke Energy
* City of Altamonte & FDOT A-FIRST Project
e AT&T
Municipal water/sewer
e  Utility Assessment Package in progress

Potential Utility Conflicts

CENTRAL
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Evaluation Factors

Total Acres of Impacts 0 acres 0 acres
SOCIAL Total Parcels Affected (Residential and Non-Residential): 0 parﬂelﬁ --------- 0 parcels
Potential Displacements None None
Potential Community Uses Affected Mone Mone
CULTURAL Potential Effects tﬂt:istn ric/Archaeological Resources Mone MNone
Potential Jurisdictional Wetland Impacts (Acres) Unknown 1 acre
Potential Jurisdictional Surface Water Impacts (Acres) - Unkm:-wn _ <0.5 acre
Floodplain Impacts (Acre Feet) 1T Unknown <0.5 acre
Potential Impacts to Federally Protected Species -
Eastern Indigo Snake (Drymarchon corais couperi) Unknown Mo effect
Sand skink (Neoseps reynoldsi) Unknown Mo effect
Florida scrub-jay (Aphelocoma r:.::eru.fescen,s} ................................................................................. T E— No et
Red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides nurean'sj ................................................................................................... P — No effact
NATURAL Everglade snail kite {_Hr:str._h_a_m us sociabilis piumbeus} :::: l__lnkI'IE.-HI.'I_ ........................ Mo effect
Wood stork (Mycteria americana) Unknown MAMNLA+
Potential Impacts to State Protected Species
Short-tailed snake (Lompropeltis extenuate) Unknown Mo effect
Florida pine snake (Pituophis melanoleucus mugttus] .................................................... Llﬁknoﬁ;rn ............... No eﬁe& ..............
Florida burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia floridana) ~ Unknown Mo effect
Gopher tortoise (Gopherus polyphemus) known  No adverse effect
Florida sandhill crane (Anfigone pmrensié.r.:'c.r'r'?.n.:;&éﬁ;i}j. D No adverse effect
Southeastern American kestrel (Falco sparverius paulus) Unknown No adverse effect
Little Blue Heron (Egretta caerulea) Unknown No adverse effect
Roseate Spﬂuhbill (Platalea ajgja) Unknown No adverse effect
Impacted Noise Sensitive Areas Unknown 1
Impacted Noise Sensitive Parcels (residential and trai) Unknown 47 —
PHYSICAL Potential Medium/High Risk Contamination Sites impa&éﬂ ........................................................................ Unknown 4 ffgl'}ﬁf\
Utilities relocated i[Nc:. fubityownersafiectedl e —— T Crx i



Preliminary 2021 Construction Costs

Estimated Costs
Item Percentage

(millions)
Roadway & Drainage N/A $19.71
* Detailed bridge cost Bridges N;A $150.58
. . . . Retaining Walls & Embankment N/A $9.59
estimate included in Bridge sub-total 1 $170.83
Analysis Technical Utilities (estimated in UAP) N/A $2.30
Memorandum Toll Equipment N/A $1.26
. . . . . Wetland Mitigation N/A S0.15
® Englneerlng/Admmlstratlon Erosion Control 2% $3.60
/Legal includes final design Signing, Pavement Marking, Signalization & Lighting 10% $17.99
fees, |ega| fees, Aesthetic Allowance (includes landscaping) 3% $5.40
. . . Sub-total 2 $210.57
administration fees, MOT 15% $31.59
construction management Mobilization 10% $21.06
and post-design services Sub-total 3 R2032s
. Contingency 1 (% of Bridges only) 10% $15.06
for the prOJect Contingency 2 (% of Sub-total 3 excluding Bridges) 20% $22.53
Engineering/Administration/Legal 24% $72.19
CE N T R AL
FLORIDA
Subject to change, pending final preferred alternative el



SR 414 Extension Study Commitments

1. Pre-construction surveys will be conducted for listed species as required and
Standard Protection Measures for the Eastern Indigo Snake will be implemented

during project construction.

2. Avoidance and minimization of wetland and listed species impacts will continue to
be evaluated during the final design, permitting and construction phases of this
project and all possible and practicable measures to avoid or minimize these impacts

will be incorporated.

3. Best Management Practices to control erosion and sedimentation in accordance
with Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction will be implemented.

CENTRAI
FLORIDA
AUTHORITY

-_l



SR 414 Extension Study Commitments

4. Construction of feasible and reasonable noise abatement measures at the noise-
impacted locations identified in the Noise Study Report are contingent upon the
following conditions:

* Final recommendations on the construction of abatement measures is determined during the
project’s final design and through the public involvement process.

» Detailed noise analyses during the final design process support the need, feasibility and
reasonableness of providing abatement.

* Cost analysis indicates that the cost of the noise barrier(s) will not exceed the cost reasonable
criterion.

« Community input supporting types, heights and locations of the noise barrier(s) is provided to CFX.

CENTRAI
FLORIDA
AUTHORITY
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SR 414 Extension Study Commitments

5. Mitigation of aesthetic effects are determined during the project’s final design and
through the public involvement process. CFX will evaluate potential solutions that
are feasible.

6. Utilities requiring relocation will be conducted separate and prior to construction
in advance to this project. Interruption in services for relocated utilities will be
minimized and coordinated with appropriate agencies.
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Preferred Alternative
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Project Contact

For more information contact:

Kathy Putnam
Public Involvement Coordinator

407-802-3210
ProjectStudies@CFXway.com

CFX web address:
www.CFXway.com

Shortened study web address:
https://bit.ly/2KLmliP

Carnot W. Evans, PE

Project Manager (for Dewberry)

321-354-9757
cevans@Dewberry.com

Sunserea Dalton, PE
Consultant Project Manager

321-279-7566
sunserea.dalton@jacobs.com  Centrat

FLORIDA
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CENTRAL SR 414 Expressway Extension Natural Constraints
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This notice has nothing to do with any rule or rulemaking process.

NOTICE OF MEETING/WORKSHOP HEARING:

The Central Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) announces an Environmental Advisory Group (EAG)
meeting that is open to the public.

DATE and TIME: Tuesday, August 31, 2021
9:30 am. to 11:30 am.

PLACE: https:/bit.ly/2VcuViN (Link is case sensitive.)
872-242-8200 United States, Orlando (Tall)
Conference ID 319 535 680#

GENERAL SUBJECT MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED:
CFX Project No: 414-227

Project Description: CFX Project Development and Environment (PD& E) Study
SR 414 Expressway Extension

The Centra Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) is conducting a Project Development and Environment
(PD&E) study for the proposed extension of State Road 414/John Land Apopka Expressway from

US 441/Orange Blossom Trail to SR 434/Forest City Road. The study is evaluating alternatives for
proposed e evated, limited-accesstoll lanes within the median of existing SR 414/Maitland Boulevard to
provide direct access from SR 414/John Land Apopka Expressway to Interstate 4.

The proposed improvements to reduce traffic congestion include reconfiguring the existing at-grade
SR 414/Maitland Boulevard to accommodate the proposed SR 414/John Land A popka Expressway toll
facility while maintaining two SR 414/Maitland Boulevard local accesslanesin each direction. The 21-
month study, coordinated with the Florida Department of Transportation, analyzes intersection
improvements, bridge modifications at Lake Bosse and Little Wekiva River, ssormwater management
facilities, pedestrian and bicycle needs, and access management modifications.

As aspecial advisory resource to CFX and the consultant team, the EAG provides input regarding local
needs, concerns and potential physical, natural, social, and cultural impacts that are crucid in the
evaluation of corridor and aternative alignments.

If you have any questions or would like more information about the study, please contact Kathy Putnam,
Public Involvement Coordinator, by phone at 407-802-3210, or by email at ProjectStudies@cfxway.com
or visit the study webpage at https:/bit.ly/2KLmliP.
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CENTRAL FLORIDA EXPRESSWAY AUTHORITY

August 16, 2021

Subject: Environmental Advisory Group (EAG) Meeting No. 2 — August 31, 2021
CFX Project Development & Environment (PD&E) Study
SR 414 Expressway Extension
CFX Project No.: 414-227

Dear Agency/Organization Stakeholder:

The Central Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) invites you or your designee to the second Environmental
Advisory Group (EAG) meeting to be held from 9:30 a.m. — 11:30 a.m. on Tuesday, August 31, 2021 as
part of the above-referenced Project Development & Environment (PD&E) Study. During the meeting,
which will be via Microsoft Teams, the CFX project study team will present information about the study and
receive input from EAG members. Below is the Microsoft Teams connection information. A call-in number is
also listed in case you have difficulty connecting via Teams. We urge EAG members to join by 9:20 a.m. to
ensure there are no connectivity issues.

Microsoft Teams Connection Information

Link: https:/bit.ly/2VcuViN
Call-in number: 872-242-8200 United States, Orlando (Toll)
Conference ID: 319 535 680#

The study is evaluating alternatives for a proposed elevated, limited-access toll road within the median of
the existing SR 414/Maitland Boulevard to provide direct access from SR 414/John Land Apopka
Expressway to Interstate 4. The study area runs from US 441/Orange Blossom Trail to SR 434/Forest City
Road.

The proposed improvements to reduce traffic congestion include reconfiguring the existing at-grade

SR 414/Maitland Boulevard to accommodate a four-lane SR 414/John Land Apopka toll road extension
while maintaining two SR 414/Maitland Boulevard local access lanes in each direction. The 21-month
study, coordinated with the Florida Department of Transportation, analyzes intersection improvements,
bridge modifications at Lake Bosse and Little Wekiva River, stormwater management facilities, pedestrian
and bicycle needs, and access management modifications.

A Public Hearing is anticipated to be held in late October. Following input from the public, the study
findings and recommendations will be presented to the CFX Governing Board for a decision to advance
the project to design.

As a special advisory resource to CFX and the consultant team, the EAG is an important component of this
study process. The EAG’s input regarding local needs, concerns and environmental impacts is crucial in

4974 ORL TOWER RD. ORLANDO, FL 32807 | PHONE: (407) 690-5000 | FAX: (407) 690-5011
WWW.CFX way.com
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the evaluation of the feasibility of the project.

If you would like more information , please contact Kathy Putnam, Public Involvement Coordinator, by
phone at 407-802-3210, by email at ProjectStudies@CFXway.com, or click here to visit the website. We
hope you will consider participating in the process for this study through this very important group.

Please respond to Kathy by Wednesday, August 25 at 5 p.m. if you are able to attend the EAG meeting or
would prefer to designate a representative.

Sincerely,
Glenn M. Pressimone, P.E.

Chief of Infrastructure
Central Florida Expressway Authority

4974 ORL TOWER RD. ORLANDO, FL 32807 | PHONE: (407) 690-5000 | FAX: (407) 690-5011
WWW.CFX way.com


mailto:ProjectStudies@CFXway.com
https://www.cfxway.com/agency-information/plans-studies/project-studies/sr414-direct-connect/

Environmental Advisory Group - SR 414 Direct Connect PD&E

Study
CFX Project Number: 414-227 First Name Last Name Mailing Name 1 Mailing Name 2 Address 1 Address 2 City State ZIP
1000 Friends of Florida 1000 Friends of Florida PO Box 5948 Tallahassee FL 32314-5948
Policy and Planning Director Thomas Hawkins friends@21000fof.org
Audubon Society - Central Florida Audubon Florida 1101 Audubon Way Maitland FL 32751
Director of Advocacy Charles Lee Chlee2@earthlink.net
Audubon Society - Orange County Orange Audubon Society 1920 North Forest Avenue Orlando FL 32803-1537
President Deborah Green sabalpress@mac.com; watermediaservices@icloud.com; watermediaservices@mac.com; watermediaservices@me.com
Audubon Society - Seminole County Seminole Audubon Society 1920 North Forest Avenue Orlando FL 32803-1537
Co-President Marguerite Terwilleger mterwilleger51@gmail.com
Co-President Phyllis Hall phylliscath814@gmail.com
Bear Warriors United Bear Warriors United PO Box 622621 Oviedo FL 32762
Executive Director Katrina Shadix bearwarriorsunited@gmail.com
City of Altamonte Springs City of Altamonte Springs 225 Newburyport Avenue Altamonte SpiFL 32701
Public Works & Ultility Director Ed Torres etorres@altamonte.org
Park Ranger (Lake Lotus) Bill Mccombs wcMccombs@altamonte.org
Director of Leisure Shelly Nooft snhooft@altamonte.org
City of Maitland City of Maitland 1776 Independence Lane Maitland FL 32751
Public Works Director Kimbereley Torres ktracy@itsmymaitland.com
Parks & Recreation Director Jay Conn jconn@itsmymaitland.com
Defenders of Wildlife - Florida Defenders of Wildlife 433 Central Avenue Ste 200 St Petersburg FL 33701
Director Laurie Ann MacDonald laurie.macdonald@defenders.org
Environment Florida Environment Florida 3110 1st Ave Ste 2000 St. Petersburc FL 33713
State Director Jenna Stevens jstevens@environmentflorida.org
FL Dept. of Agriculture - Florida Forest Service, Orange and Seminole County Florida Department of Agriculture & Consumer Servic Florida Forest Service, Orange County 8431 S Orange Blossom Trail Orlando FL 32809
District (Seminole, Orange, Osceola, Brevard & Supports Polk) Manager Sean Gallagher Sean.Gallagher@FreshFromFlorida.com
FL Dept. of Environmental Protection Florida Department of Environmental Protection 3900 Commonwealth Blvd Tallahassee FL 32399
Operations Manager Linda Reeves Linda.Reeves@floridadep.gov
Senior Attorney Lois La Seur Lois.Laseur@floridadep.gov
Environmental Manager Christine Daniel christine.daniel@floridadep.gov
Barbara Howell Barbara.howell@dep.state.fl.us
Rita Ventry rita.ventry@floridadep.gov
FL Dept. of State - Div. of Historical Resources Florida Division of Historical Resources RA Gray Building 500 S Bronou¢ Tallahassee FL  32399-0250
Archaeologist Dr. Adrianne Daggett adrianne.daggett@dos.MyFlorida.com
FDOT-District 5 Florida Department of Transportation District 5 719 S Woodland Blvd Deland FL 32720
Environmental Permit Coordinator Casey Lyon casey.lyon@dot.state.fl.us
Environmental Manager Bill Walsh william.walsh@dot.state.fl.us
FDOT - Office of Environmental Management Florida Department of Transportation Office of Environmental Management 605 Suwannee St Tallahassee FL 32399
State Environmental Process Administrator Katasha Cornwell katasha.cornwell@dot.state.fl.us
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission Farris Bryant Building 620 S Meridial Tallahassee FL 32399-1600
Laura DiGruttolo laura.digruttolo@myfwc.com
Kristee Booth kristee.booth@myfwc.com
Sean Greene Sean.Greene@MyFWC.com
Florida Native Plant Society - Cuplet Fern Chapter (Seminole County) Florida Native Plant Society Cuplet Fern Chapter PO Box 150021 Altamonte SpiFL 32715
Chapter Representative (Interim) / President Mark Kateli cupletfern@gmail.com
Florida Native Plant Society - Tarflower Chapter (Orange County) Florida Native Plant Society Tarflower Chapter PO Box 536021 Orlando FL 32853
President Jennifer Ferngren jennfern_fnps@outlook.com
Florida Wildlife Corridor Florida Wildlife Corridor 260 1st Ave S, Suite 200 #221 St. Petersburc FL 33701

Executive Director Jason Lauritsen jason@floridawildlifecorridor.org
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Environmental Advisory Group - SR 414 Direct Connect PD&E
Study

CFX Project Number: 414-227 First Name
Orange County - Environmental Protection Division
Environmental Program Supervisor Beth
Neal
Emily
Julie

Orange County - Parks and Recreation
Project Manager Robert
Program Manager Galil

Seminole County
Director of Leisure Services Richard

Seminole County - Environmental Services Division
Director of Environmental Services Terry

Sierra Club of Florida
Chair Marjorie
Transportation Chair John

St Johns River Water Management District
Environmental Resource Program Manager Cammie
Environmental Resource Program Manager Marc
Kimberly

The Nature Conservancy
Senior Policy Advisor Janet
Orlando Metro Cities Program Manager Christianah

US Army Corps of Engineers
Supervisor John
Jason

US EPA
Roshanna

US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
Fish & Wildlife Biologist Zakia

Last Name

Jackson
Thomas
Lawson
Bortles

Goff
Piazza

Durr

McCue

Holt
Puhek

Dewey
von Canal
Eisele

Bowman
Oyenuga

Palmer
Perryman

White

Williams

beth.jackson@ocfl.net
neal.thomas@ocfl.net
emily.lawson@ocfl.net
Julie.Bortles@ocfl.net

robert.goff@ocfl.net
gail.piazza@ocfl.net

rdurr@seminolecountyfl.gov

tmccue@seminolecountyfl.gov

marjorieholt@earthlink.net
flsquirrel@aol.com

cdewey@sjrwmd.com
mvoncanal@sjrwmd.com
keisele@sjrwmd.com

janet_bowman@tnc.org
c.a.oyenuga@tnc.org

john.palmer@usace.army.mil

Jason.D.Perryman@usace.army.mil

White.Roshanna@epa.qgov

Zakia_Williams@fws.gov

Mailing Name 1

Orange County

Orange County

Seminole County

Seminole County

Sierra Club

St Johns River Water Management District

The Nature Conservancy

Jacksonville District
Cocoa Permits Section

US Environmental Protection Agency - Region 4

North Florida Ecological Services Field Office

Mailing Name 2

Environmental Protection Division

Parks and Recreation Division

Leisure Services Division

Environmental Services Division

Florida Regional Office

Florida Field Office

Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center

US Fish and Wildlife Service

Address 1 Address 2

800 Mercy Drive Suite 4

800 N Orange Avenue

100 E First Street

500 W Lake Blvd

1990 Central Avenue

601 S Lake Destiny Rd Ste 200

2500 Maitland Center Pkwy Suite 311

400 High Point Drive Suite 600
61 Forsyth St SW
7915 Baymeadows Way  Suite 200

City

Orlando

Orlando

Sanford

Sanford

St. Petersburc FL

Maitland

Maitland

Cocoa

Atlanta

Jacksonville

State ZIP

FL 32808

FL 32801

FL 32771

FL 32773
33712

FL 32751

FL 32751

FL 32926

GA 30303-8960

FL 32256-7517
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5.2 PROJECT ADVISORY GROUP DOCUMENTS



STATE ROAD 414

EXPRESSWAY EXTENSION

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT STULTY

STATE ROAD 414 EXPRESSWAY EXTENSION CONCEPT, FEASIBILITY, AND MOBILITY STUDY
ENVIRONMENTAL ADVISORY GROUP (PAG) MEETING #1 SUMMARY

Date/Time: December 8, 2020 at 1:30 p.m.
Location: Virtual meeting (Microsoft Teams)
Attendees: 11 PAG members, 5 audience members

l. Notifications
Invitation letters were emailed to 49 members of the PAG on November 20, 2020.

Il. Welcome

Public Involvement Coordinator Kathy Putnam of Quest, called the meeting to order at 1:31 p.m.
and welcomed everyone. She provided virtual housekeeping and Title VI information before turning
the meeting over to study project manager Sunserea Dalton of Jacobs Engineering for the
presentation.

Il. SR 414 Expressway Extension Presentation
Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs Engineering, presented on the following information, including:

e Project Development Process
Ms. Dalton explained the various stages of project development and shared that this project
is currently in the PD&E Study phase, which allows for more detailed preliminary
engineering and environmental evaluation to identify a recommended preferred alternative
that can be advanced to final design. She further explained that the project could be divided
into segments for the Design phase in the future.

e Advisory Group Roles
There are two advisory groups for this study -- the Environmental Advisory Group (EAG) and
the Project Advisory Group (PAG). Today are the first EAG and PAG meetings. The EAG is an
important component of the natural environment analysis, and it will assist in providing
input on potential environmental impacts that will be documented in the evaluation of
project alternatives. The PAG will assist in providing input in the project alternatives and
informs the project team of local knowledge, issues, and concerns.

e Project Background
Prior to the PD&E Study, CFX conducted a study to evaluate the feasibility of extending the
Existing SR 414 Expressway from its current terminus at US 441 (Orange Blossom Trail) to SR
434 (Forest City Road). The feasibility study was documented in the SR 414 Reversible
Express Lanes Schematic Report in 2019 and identified potential alternatives including



tolled, directional express lanes within the median of SR 414 between US 441 and SR 434.
The project was previously documented in local transportation plans including the CFX 2040
Master Plan.

Since then, the project has been updated and included in the CFX Five-Year Work Plan for
FY 2021-2025 (approved in June 2020) and the MetroPlan Orlando 2021-2025
Transportation Improvement Program. Local planning consistency on any proposed
improvements will be coordinated during the PD&E study.

Regional and Project Location
Ms. Dalton showed a slide
with the project location in
relation to the different b X A
municipalities that will be "Xl i3
. . . . T o
impacted by this project (City

of Maitland, City of Altamonte
Springs, Seminole County and
Orange County).

She explained that the PD&E
study will evaluate feasibility
of elevated, limited-access toll
lanes along the median of SR
414 (Maitland Boulevard). The
elevated SR 414 Expressway extension would provide a direct connection from the existing
SR 414 (John Land Apopka Expressway) to I1-4.

The study limits extend along the existing SR 414 (Maitland Boulevard) corridor for
approximately 2.3 miles, from US 441 (Orange Blossom Trail) to SR 434 (Forest City Road).
Within the study corridor, there are three major signalized intersections at Bear Lake
Road/Rose Avenue, Eden Park Road, and Magnolia Homes Road, and an unsignalized
intersection at Gateway Drive

Purpose and Need
Regional Connectivity: Existing traffic analysis identified that approximately 60% of traffic
passes by SR 434 and heads to the Maitland Center office park, Maitland east, or I-4.

Traffic: Significant backups occur on eastbound SR 414 in the morning, and westbound
during peak afternoon traffic periods. This project would reduce the congestion and provide
needed capacity to support future population growth in the area.

Crashes: A total of 340 crashes were reported during the five-year analysis period from 2014
to 2018. Seventy-three percent of the crashes occurred at intersections, and 66% occurred
between Eden Park Road and west of US 441. Pedestrian fatalities have also taken place in
the area.

Study Objectives



The 15-month study, coordinated with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT),
will analyze alternatives to provide a limited-access elevated SR 414 expressway extension
within the median of the existing Maitland Boulevard while maintaining the existing
Maitland Boulevard local access lanes for local traffic. Additionally, the study will look at
intersection improvements on Maitland Boulevard, bridge modifications at Lake Bosse and
Little Wekiva River, stormwater management facilities, pedestrian and bicycle needs, and
access management modifications.

Any potential effects to social, cultural, natural, and physical environment resources will be
considered during the PD&E Study and avoided and minimized to the extent feasible.

Existing Typical Section

The existing Maitland Boulevard is a four-lane divided urban principal arterial. The existing
typical section is approximately centered within the existing minimum right of way of 118
feet. The typical section consists of four 11-foot-wide lanes (two lanes in each direction), 4-
foot-wide inside and outside shoulders and a 46-foot-wide median.

Potential Expressway Typical
Section Potential 4-Lane Expressway Typical Section
Ms. Dalton described a potential

typical section, an elevated 4-lane = Vianla typical secrian AR RS
expressway within the existing AR TP —1 i —
median of SR 414 that is being e R o
considered and evaluated further.

Two lanes on Maitland Boulevard * Gerersl Usec -lanes e
would be provided in each I egech directsan L
direction for local access. This

alternative also provides a 7-foot Exiiy BOW - 157 Wirievaw
buffered bike lane and 5-foot

sidewalks.

PD&E Evaluation Criteria for Typical Sections

The PD&E Study will analyze and document potential effects to social, cultural, natural, and
physical environment resources, including potential impacts to noise sensitive areas and
increased pedestrian and bicycle mobility.

Existing Conditions

Ms. Dalton reviewed existing conditions including land use (existing and potential
developments), area businesses and neighborhoods, potential noise impact areas,
contamination sites, trail connectivity to the Seminole Wekiva Trail, Lake Lotus Park and
public access, drainage, wildlife, and water quality.

PD&E Evaluation Criteria for Existing Conditions

Ms. Dalton outlined the evaluation factors for the PD&E and stated that low to medium
noise effects are anticipated, but recommendations and potential solutions will be further
evaluated during the study.



e Agency & Stakeholder Coordination
Involved agencies include: FDOT, Orange County, Seminole County, City of Altamonte
Springs, City of Maitland, MetroPlan Orlando, St. Johns River Water Management District,
EAG/PAG, CFX Environmental Stewardship Committee (ESC)

e Public Involvement
The next steps in public involvement will be an Alternatives Public Workshop in February
2021, followed by a second EAG/PAG meeting in April and a Public Hearing in May of 2021.

e PD&E Schedule
The study is anticipated it
to be completed in S T T TS P T e e
summer 2021 after .
public input is received
at the Alternatives
Public Workshop and
the Public Hearing. ' -

LisrEsl SR 414 Expressway Extension PD&E Study

Kathy opened the meeting up for guestions and comments

Lynn Garrett, Seminole State College: Thank you for the presentation, it answered a lot of questions |
had. It sounded like the elevated extension would not replace the existing Maitland Boulevard — | just
want to make sure that road still exists. Second, what kind of contamination of physical destruction can
we expect during the timeframe of building this project?

Sunserea Dalton: You should be able to see the expressway typical section on this slide. Just to confirm,
the portion below (Maitland Boulevard) will be maintained. There will be some re-striping of pavement
that will be required, and some additional construction to accommodate the buffered bike lanes, but it
is within the existing right of way. Before we move on to your question about contamination, | want to
make sure | addressed your first question.

Lynn Garrett: Yes, it does, thank you very much.



Sunserea Dalton: The red area you see here is the study area for the project. Even though the project is
anticipated to take

place within the existing  Existing Conditions — Physical

right of way, we still _ Potentis| Contaminatian Sites —
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Report will be prepared LeRiils
for the PD&E study, and =
they will identify all the contamination sites that are within 500 feet of the study corridor. After the
study we will present the findings to the public at the Public Hearing. | do not have an exact answer at
this time which sites will be involved, but the study is underway, and we will present it later.

Brett Blackadar, Altamonte Springs: One comment | have is that the Lake Lotus Park and mitigation
parcels are constraints. You see the green area; they are on the south side of the parking lot area. As far
as the project goes, on Slide 24 my question is about the buffered bike lane. The photo on the slide
doesn’t appear to have that buffered bike lane. If you build the bike lane, would you be reducing the
speed limit from the existing limit of 50 miles an hour?

Sunserea Dalton: Thank you for the input on the coordination efforts — we are aware of the mitigation
site and the ongoing study and coordination of the Lake Lotus water treatment facility. The team is
coordinating with both counties and FDOT, and we will continue to have coordination meetings. In
January there will be an environmental look-around and we will address some of the issues then.

| will let Phil Jacoby talk more about the speed limit and the bike lane. We are showing 7-foot buffered
bike lanes on the typical section you see here.

by T ML TR T

Phil Jacoby, Jacobs Engineering: The existing section you see here is 11-foot bike lanes with 4-foot
shoulders on each side and we will be changing that. We are proposing a 45-mph speed limit and adding
the 7-foot buffer on the outside and adding curb on the median.



Brett Blackadar: One of our early comments was that it would be nice to see a connection to Lake Lotus
Park and the Seminole County Trail, is that something you are considering?

Phil Jacoby: Yes, we are evaluating that connectivity, and the potential into building wider sidewalks if
the trail is not feasible.

Kathy Putnam: That has come up in the EAG as a point of discussion as well, so thank you.

Brett Blackadar: | have one more comment; | did not see the portion of your presentation about access
points. Will you be accessing at both ends?

Phil Jacoby: Essentially, access to the expressway will come from eastbound SR 414 and east of SR 441.
The SR 441 traffic will not have access at that location. There will be no intermediary access between,
and the expressway will go until the SR 434 bridge. It is essentially providing connectivity to the I-4
Ultimate is, east of SR 434.

Brett Blackadar: That was helpful, thank you.

Kathy Putnam: We have four jurisdictions within this project. Does Orange County want to make a
comment or question?

Renzo Nastasi, Orange County: | have one main observation. With regards to the pedestrian and bicycle
facilities, | am curious how they might or might not change. From what | understand you are modifying
the roadway; can you expand on what those modifications might be?

Sunserea Dalton: Here you see the typical section. There are no existing bike lanes today, and there are
5-foot sidewalks. What we are proposing is 7-foot designated bike lanes and maintaining those
sidewalks. We are evaluating if we can widen existing sidewalks, and we are also evaluating the
potential for shared use pathways and connections to Seminole County Trail and Lake Lotus Park.

Renzo Nastasi: Thank you.

Brian Sanders, Orange County: | know that the traffic signals out on Orange Blossom Trail are FDOT's,
but we maintain those. | do not believe we have any maintenance on signals along the route. | did notice
that Orange County does have some right-of-way interest on the south side of Maitland Boulevard. |
think Brett mentioned that we maintain the canal up to Maitland. | am sure you are aware of that as
well.

| did want to know a little more about the ingress and egress in and out of the limited-access lanes. It
sounded like you would not be able to get off at SR 434 if you are headed eastbound. This does
represent a much longer facility, like you mentioned, that goes up into Apopka. | just wanted to get a
better idea of that. If you have a schematic you could send to all of us that would be helpful, too.

Kathy Putnam: | made a note of your request for a schematic, thank you.

Sunserea Dalton: Yes, you are correct there is no immediate access plan to SR 434. The existing three
signalized intersections will be maintained for local access at Maitland Boulevard with the elevated
expressway extension overhead. Phil, do you want to expand a little more about access at US 441 and
SR 4347



Phil Jacoby: Traffic from US 441 will still be able to access SR 434, it will just be on the existing Maitland
Boulevard lanes, which is the same as the existing route. There should be some improvement in that
travel time with the good percent of traffic using the expressway lanes. From US 441, they will not be
able to access the expressway lanes.

Brian Sanders: | would suggest maybe some guideway signage to alert the drivers, and if you do miss
that, what the best path would be to get back to SR 434. | believe that will happen.

Sunserea Dalton: We are developing the alternatives now for the Alternatives Public Workshop that is
planned in February, so the concept plans will be presented there. We will get you those schematics you
are looking for. The conceptual master plan will be in that presentation, and it will address advance
signing.

Kathy Putnam: Thank you Sunserea. Fred Milch, with East Central Florida Regional Planning Council.
Please go ahead.

Fred Milch, East Central Florida Regional Planning Council: Back to what Brian was talking about with
Maitland Boulevard, | think that will be a big improvement. You will have to have signage to guide the
drivers, and perhaps the project can incorporate turn lanes to connect with SR 434 or Maitland
Boulevard going west. | do have a comment about east of this area between this project and I-4, there
seem to be a lot of weaving movements with the new configuration, and | am wondering if that will be
exacerbated.

Another comment | have is about the bike lanes. The illustration did not look buffered from traffic.

| am also wondering if there will be lighting underneath the overhead section to keep Maitland
Boulevard lit.

Kathy Putnam: Thank you very much. | am going to ask Carnot Evans to address the issue about access
and the goal of the project.

Carnot Evans, Dewberry: When we were developing the expressway lanes schematic, we noticed that
the majority of connection that goes through here is coming from points west and going to points east,
not necessarily using US 441 and SR 434. There were some geometric constraints with getting ramps
down in time to get traffic to and from US 441 and SR 434 without impacting Magnolia Homes Road.

The signs on the expressway lanes will reflect the traffic pattern, and we will give drivers the expectation
that they cannot exit at those places.

As far as the connectivity here with the I-4 Ultimate project, that introduces a limited-access roadway all
the way to I-4. We will look into any additional ramps we can get, but because of the desire to keep
much of the local traffic unobstructed as part of this project, | do not know that we could provide access
to SR 434 and US 441, but we will make sure we sign it properly.

Kathy Putnam: Fred, | know you had another question as part of your comment regarding lighting.
Sunserea, can you speak to that?

Sunserea Dalton: Yes. There were two items you mentioned, the buffered bike lanes and lighting. We
will do a lighting justification analysis as part of the PD&E study, and lighting will be one of those things
evaluated.



Phil Jacoby: Regarding the buffered bike lanes, the width is 7-foot. Technically, the graphic does not
show the buffered stripe. We will be providing the width to allow for those stripes. Regarding lighting, it
will be evaluated to meet FDOT criteria for both the express lanes and local access lanes.

Fred Milch: Thank you very much. | raised the concern about lighting because of those noise walls.
Kathy Putnam: Thank you very much. Alyssa, please go ahead.

Alyssa Eide, City of Maitland: The City gets a lot of calls from drivers about the confusion from the I-4
Ultimate project.

Carnot Evans: FDOT District 5 is an active stakeholder in this project, and we have been coordinating
with them extensively for the past few months, and they are invited to all of our progress meetings.
District 5 is aware of what is going on here, and we will continue to coordinate with them, and we will
be looking at how this project impacts that segment to the east.

Kathy Putnam: Siraj, did you have any comments you would like to make?

Siraj Pamulapati, Florida Department of Transportation: At this time, we do not have any further
outstanding comments, we will continue to coordinate with this project.

Kathy Putnam: Dennis, did you want to add any comments on behalf of Seminole County?

Dennis Westrick, Seminole County: | do not have a whole lot to add on the development side. | think
most of those neighborhoods are existing and built out. From a utility standpoint, the county owns a
potable water main on the north side of the existing boulevard. That is the only utility impact | see,
considering there will not be any changes in right of way.

Kathy Putnam: The northeast quadrant of Maitland Boulevard, Advent Health has a sizable corporate
campus there. Tony Holmes, do you have any input that the study team should know about? Or
questions about potential impacts?

Tony Holmes, Advent Health: Thank you for allowing me to be a part of this call. There are no projects
that you should be aware of, but we do have some questions about potential contamination of the site.
It looks like there are three zones on our campus. Can you talk more about that?
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the sites are a low medium or high risk. | do not have that information available yet, but it will be
available prior to the Public Hearing. As soon as that is available, we will be sure to share that with you
at Advent Health.

Tony Holmes: Thank you very much, that is very helpful.

Kathy Putnam: Thank you, Tony. As a reminder, if anyone has a comment or question please use the
raised hand icon. Sunserea, you were talking about evaluation about contamination, and there are
several studies within the PD&E study. This morning at the EAG meeting, a question about sound from
the project came up. Could you talk about that here?

Sunserea Dalton: As part of the PD&E study, a noise study report will be prepared. The study team will
examine existing noise levels and evaluate any effects to noise-sensitive sites (like residences or
neighborhoods or outdoor areas). Those noise-sensitive sites will be evaluated, and any reasonable and
feasible noise mitigation measures will be considered as part of that study. There are existing noise walls
along Maitland Boulevard, so part of that report will be evaluating the potential for increased noise wall
heights.

The report will be shared at the public meeting.
Kathy Putnam: Thank you very much. Fred Milch, | see your hand.

Fred Milch: Are you talking about walls on the elevated section? That could be pretty high and could be
a visual issue.

The other thing | am wondering about is what happens to bicyclists once they pass east of SR 434 at
Maitland Boulevard. | know the new I-4 project does not have a plan for bike lanes. Are you going to be
addressing the continuity of bicycle facilities along Maitland Boulevard?

Sunserea Dalton: One of the things you mentioned was noise, and for the noise study report and
analysis, we are evaluating the existing noise barriers on Maitland Boulevard. On the actual expressway
extension, the design criteria limit the height that could be included on there, and it is possible it is not
feasible based on structural criteria. It is anticipated noise walls will only be feasible on Maitland
Boulevard as they exist today.

We do not have that information today, so what | am saying is hypothetical, but we will have that
information at the public meeting.

Phil will talk about the bike connectivity.

Phil Jacoby: Regarding the sound walls on the structure, those are limited to within eight feet. As
Sunserea mentioned, the study looks at the benefit received from building each noise wall.

Regarding bicycle connectivity, the bike lane will continue up to the SR 434 ramps, but at that point, the
curb and gutter section will return to the paved shoulder section that is consistent to the area east of SR
434. We are limited to our project regarding bike lanes.

Kathy Putnam: Thank you very much, Phil. | would like to call on Adam Zubritzky of Orange County
Public Schools, as there a number of Orange County schools in that area. Adam?



Adam Zubritsky, Orange County Public Schools: It looks like the section we are dealing with is really the
county line between Seminole and Orange. Everybody is going to reside south of it, so | do not see an
impact as far as student walkers. As far as bussing goes, we do use it quite a bit. We will just need
notifications of closures as they come along so we can notify bus operators and managers as
construction goes along.

Kathy Putnam: Thank you. | would like to turn to Keith of MetroPlan Orlando. How does this fit in to
what MetroPlan Orlando is looking at?

Keith Caskey, MetroPlan Orlando: This project is included in our 2045 Metropolitan Transportation
Plan, so we see it as a good connection between SR 429 and I-4. The question or concern | had was
about how tolls would be incorporated, and | think you addressed that today.

Do you have a cost estimate for this project yet, or will that be further along in the study?

Sunserea Dalton: We will have conceptual cost estimates available prior to the Alternatives Public
Workshop, and those will be refined as the PD&E study progresses. If a preferred alternative is selected
the cost will be updated again at the design phase.

Keith Caskey: Ok, thank you.

Kathy Putnam: Does anybody with the PAG have any other input they would like to share with the study
team?

Lynn Garrett: Will you be sending out this slideshow to everyone? | was not aware that there would be
no access at SR 434, which is an important issue for us since that is exactly where our location is, so |
wanted to run these slides past people at SSC. Can we send comments to you?

Kathy Putnam: Yes, please do. You can send comments to projectstudies@cfxway.com

Meeting concluded at 2:56 p.m.

Meeting Attendees

Glenn Pressimone, CFX

Brian Hutchings, CFX

Will Hawthorne, CFX

Carnot Evans, Dewberry

Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs Engineering
Phil Jacoby, Jacobs Engineering
Colleen Ross, Jacobs Engineering
Michael Baker, Jacobs Engineering
Erick Schneider

Kathy Putnam, Quest

Colleen Shea, Quest

Alyssa Ide, City of Maitland

Brett Blackadar, City of Altamonte Springs
Brian Sanders, Orange County


mailto:projectstudies@cfxway.com

Dennis Westrick, Seminole County Environmental Services
Fred Milch, East Central Florida Regional Planning Organization
Tony Holmes, Advent Health

Keith Caskey, MetroPlan Orlando

Lynn Garrett, Seminole State College

Suraj Pamulapati, FDOT District 5 Planning and Environmental Management Office
Renzo Nastasi, Orange County

Adam Zubritsky, Orange County Public Schools Transportation
Bruce Hughes, Audience Member

Pranjali Saravade, Audience Member

Mildred Cabrera, Audience Member

Fiona Goshen, Audience Member

Bruce Hughes, Audience Member



CENTRAL
FLORIDA

AUTHORITY

State Road 414 Expressway Extension
Project Development and Environment Study

Nicole Gough, Dewberry
Kathy Putnam, Quest Corporation of America
Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs

— December 8, 2020 —




SR 414 Expressway Extension
o @

TO MUTE
2l CENTRAL OR

— FLORIDA UNMUTE YORSELF
AUTHOR I TY |

-
- -

— e

4 -— — - —
—— ; g iy . .

< L&) y 4 ‘. .y .

. - AN JH e ': RIS T
: - . - .t O ~ -

A C e A R

- RS LR My

i 1 gt Lot L

State Road 414 Expressway Extension
Project Development and Environment Study
Nicole Gough, Dewberry

Kathy Putnam, Quest Corporation of America
Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs

- December 8, 2020 —

TR N N e R AR T A S O Se 3 XV F o

CENTRAL
FLORIDA

AUTHORITY




SR 414 Expressway Extension

CENTRAL ™= TO RAISE YOUR HAND
FLORIDA TO SPEAK

AUTHORITY §

" 2= ~— e nra
< = - — - . - : LA J M2
m . i s
B Fdes
Others from chat (1]

State Road 414 Expressway Extension @ -
Project Development and Environment Study Jase
Nicole Gough, Dewberry

Kathy Putnam, Quest Corporation of America
Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs

— December 8, 2020 —

P P L SN £ T et i NS S R st F L S

CENTRAL
FLORIDA

Daton, Sarvaerea 0] AUTHORITY

Doy, Surnewea/ V151




SR 414 Expressway Extension

CENTRAL =
FLORIDA

AUTHORITY |}

-

State Road 414 Expressway Extension
Project Development and Environment Study

Nicole Gough, Dewberry
Kathy Putnam, Quest Corporation of America Q oo Josoa 1004 At
Wil

shides b provided after this

presentation?

Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs

= ADe_c?i'ﬁl_Jer 8_, 29?9 B USE THE CHAT
D  BOX TO ASK ANY

: When will they be pasted? CENTRAL
@ Q QUESTIONS _, o — FLORIDA

Daion, Sereema IR

AUTHORITY




SR 414 Expressway Extension

CENTRAL B

7

State Road 414 Expressway ‘ sion
Project Development and Environment Study

Nicole Gough, Dewberry NOTE THE

Kathy Putnam, Quest Corporation of America

Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs SLIDE NUMBER

— December 8, 2020 — CENTRAL
: FLORIDA

AUTHORITY




SR 414 Expressway Extension

TO VIEW THE

CENTRAL PARTICIPANTS
FLORIDA

In 1k Badting 4|

@ Hakern, Michoed
e Collean Shaoa

® Tunice poo no
G Dhaltory, SuncenmafORL

AUTHORITY

Ottery hom chee (1)

State Road 414 Expressway Extension @ -
Project Development and Environment Study i
Nicole Gough, Dewberry

Kathy Putnam, Quest Corporation of America
Sunserea Dalton, Jacobs

- December 8, 2020 —

ST Al . NS SRS S L S SN R B _

CENTRAL
FLORIDA

Latoe, Sutseroa Nl AUTHORITY




Title VI Compliance

This meeting, project, or study is being conducted without regard to
race, color, national origin, age, sex, religion, disability or family status.
Persons wishing to express their concerns relative to compliance by
the Central Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) with Title VI may do so
by contacting:

Kathy Putnam
Public Involvement Coordinator
4974 ORL Tower Road Orlando, FL 32807
407-802-3210
ProjectStudies@CFXway.com

All inquiries or complaints will be handled according to CFX procedure
and in a prompt and courteous manner.
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Agenda

e CFX Project Development Process
 Advisory Group Roles

e Study Information

* Public Involvement

* Project Schedule

* Open Discussion

Source: EAG meeting for the Lake-Orange Connector PD&E Study 2018
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Advisory Group Roles

Environmental (EAG) Project (PAG)
* Natural environment analysis * Mobility analysis
* Special advisory resource e Special advisory resource
* Environmental impact input on * Input on project alternatives

project alternatives

* Local knowledge, issues and
e Local knowledge, issues and concerns

concerns regarding

environmental impacts
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Project Background

* CFX Visioning + 2040
Master Plan (2016)
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Regional Location Map
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Project Location Map
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Regional Connectivity
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Existing (2019) Conditions — Traffic

2019 Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT)
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Crash History

Crash Data
* 340 crashes (2014-2018)
* 73% at intersections
* 66% between Eden
Park Road and west of
UsS 441
e 2 fatalities

Type of Crash
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Purpose and Need

AT I\N

4

Provide Capacity Improve Regional Enhance Safety  Support Multimodal
Connectivity Opportunities
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Study Objectives

* Evaluate Proposed Alternatives to provide a limited access
connection within the study limits, including:

* Intersection Improvements
* Bridge modifications at Lake Bosse and Little Wekiva River
e Stormwater management facilities
* Pedestrian and bicycle needs
* Access management modifications
* Analyze and document potential impacts to:
e Social, Cultural, Natural, Physical Resources

-

rm
P
~

Z
= =i

-
= C»

—



Existing Typical Section - Maitland Blvd.

Existing
ROW Line

Existing
ROW Line

Existing SR 414 ROW 118’ Minimum

CENTRAL

Posted Speed Limit 50-55 mph FLORIOA

AUTHORITY




Typical Sections Considered

Typical Description No. of Lanes | Reversible | No. of Lanes Within Daily Minimizes | Viable
Section on Expressway | (Yes or on Maitland | Existing | Volume/ | Cost per ?

Option TOLL No) Blvd. ROW | Capacity Mile
No. ‘\_—} Ratio (SR
414 414)

1 No-Build None N/A 2 per direction Yes High
2 Restripe SR 414 to add bike None N/A 2 per direction Yes High
lanes
3 Add 2 Elevated Express Lanes 1 per direction No 2 per direction Yes Medium
4 Add 4 Elevated Express Lanes 2 per direction No 2 per direction Yes 0.98 Low v
5 Add 2 Elevated Reversible 2 lanes reversible Yes 2 per direction Yes Medium
Express Lanes
6 Add Elevated Convertible Three 3 lanes convertible Yes 2 per direction Yes Low v
Lanes with Movable Barrier
7 Add 2 Elevated Express Lanes 1 per direction No 3 per direction Yes Medium

and 2 At-Grade SR 414 lanes

CENTRAL
FLORIDA
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Purpose and Need Evaluation

Build Alternative

Reduce Congestion on Maitland Blvd.

Improve Intersection Traffic Operations

Enhance Mobility and Access

Improve Safety

Enhance Emergency Response Time and
Evacuation

No improvement

No improvement

No improvement

No improvement

No improvement

Decreased
congestion

Improved operations

Separated regional
and local traffic

Reduced traffic at
intersections

Reduced travel delay

Overall Benefit

LOW

HIGH

CENTRAI
FLORIDA
\UTHORITY

e —



Potential 4-Lane Expressway Typical Section

* Viable typical section

TOLL

* Expressway: 2-lanes [> 11
in each direction

* General Use: 2-lanes
in each direction E> ‘m

Existing ROW — 118’ Minimum

CENTRAL
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Potential 3-Lane Expressway Typical Section

Morning Peak Hours Afternoon Peak Hours

G PT :

i

Existing ROW — 118" Minimum Existing ROW — 118’ Minimum
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Engineering Considerations

Right-of-way Considerations
e Avoid ROW impacts

* Maximize existing ROW

* Evaluate stormwater modifications SR 414 at Magnoha Homes Rd S|gna||zed

Multimodal Connectivity " —

* Maintain sidewalks
* Incorporate bike lanes
* Evaluate trail connectivity

Access management

* Maintain existing local access at existing
intersections

Other

Geotechnical Considerations/Lake Bosse
e Structural Analysis
* Utilities
* Aesthetics
. . CENTRAL
* All Electronic Tolling FLORIDA
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PD&E Evaluation Criteria

Physical

Enhancements - \ ) \
. Mobility Social \\ | Environment Cultural
* Pedestrian/bicycle Environment % Noise Sensitive Areas Environment
mobility & Residential v Railroads < Parks & Recreation
: : & Busi * Major Utilities % Public Lands
* Economic benefit . usIness % Contamination Sites & Proposed Parks
% Schools +* Hazardous Material Sites . g
oo * +* Conservation Areas
No |nvclvement . C.hurche's ¢ Industrial Sites & Trails & Greenwavs
i % Fire Stations \ % Underground Fuel Tanks X : Y
* Relocations % Law Enforcement Facilities | // % Potential -
* Outstanding Florida % Cemeteries = = el e
Waters or aquatic < Approved and Planned \ | o :otentlal Historic
esources
oreserves . Developments Natural ___ > __(//
) o . % Development(s) of ) '
e Wild Scenic Rivers Regional Impact (DRI) /// En\”ronment
* Coastal barriers . Wetland
. ) . ** Wetlands
. Esse.ntla?l Fish Habitat 2 Floodplains
* Navigation % Protected Species o
| _ : CENTRAI
*» Wildlife Habitat // FLORIDA
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Existing Conditions
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Existing Land Use
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Planned Development
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Existing Conditions - Social
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Existing Conditions - Phy5|cal

Potential Noise Impact Areas

Bear Lake

.y wLACH B

Little Bear Lake

l »-wc;o- .
NAITLAND BLvD
; Lake Ave adiannd
i f Lake Bosse i
: — Lt '&»9’ =
Lake Hilf T e ' _ 434
a ?__"l'l(. = 1
: L S, LAY D
rAnK eTes g ! ey |
eanc?:m. 3 e DR AMs O
g PRS0 PERROOH GO NI
usE RO LMD OR 4008
County Boundary f_f]%ms ise A riferia Acti ri
-—— Samincle Wekiva Trail Wiater | Category B (Residences)
Fed [ | Pareat Lines D category C (Parks)
[::]Huﬂﬂms — Ewsling MNoise Barriers
CENTRAL

FLORIDA

AUTHORITY




Existing Conditions - Physical

Potential Contamination Sites
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Existing Conditions - Trail Connectivity
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