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Screening Summary Reports

Introduction to Programming Screen Summary Report
The Programming Screen Summary Report shown below is a read-only version of information contained in the
Programming Screen Summary Report generated by the ETDM Coordinator for the selected project after
completion of the ETAT Programming Screen review. The purpose of the Programming Screen Summary
Report is to summarize the results of the ETAT Programming Screen review of the project; provide details
concerning agency comments about potential effects to natural, cultural, and community resources; and
provide additional documentation of activities related to the Programming Phase for the project. Available
information for a Programming Screen Summary Report includes:



Screening Summary Report chart



Project Description information (including a summary description of the project, a summary of public
comments on the project, and community-desired features identified during public involvement
activities)



Purpose and Need information (including the Purpose and Need Statement and the results of agency
reviews of the project Purpose and Need)



Alternative-specific information, consisting of descriptions of each alternative and associated road
segments; an overview of ETAT Programming Screen reviews for each alternative; and agency
comments concerning potential effects and degree of effect, by issue, to natural, cultural, and
community resources.



Project Scope information, consisting of general project commitments resulting from the ETAT
Programming Screen review, permits, and technical studies required (if any)



Class of Action determined for the project



Dispute Resolution Activity Log (if any)

The legend for the Degree of Effect chart is provided in an appendix to the report.
For complete documentation of the project record, also see the GIS Analysis Results Report published on the
same date as the Programming Screen Summary Report.
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Overview

1.

#13789 Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy Creek Road / SR 417
Access Road
District

District 5

Phase

Programming Screen

County

Osceola, Orange

From

West of Boggy Creek Road

Planning Organization

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

To

Southport Connector

Plan ID

Financial Management No.

Federal Involvement

No federal involvement has been identified.

Contact Information

Name: Henry Pinzon Phone: (407) 264-3802 E-mail: Henry.Pinzon@dot.state.fl.us

Snapshot Data From: Programming Screen Summary Report Published on 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin

Overview

Natural

Evaluation of Direct Effects
Cultural

Community

Legend

Economic

Land Use

Mobility

Relocation

Social

Secondary and Cumulative Effects

3 N/A 2

4

3

4

4

4

4 N/A 3

1

3

1

4

4

3

3 N/A 2

4

3

4

4

4

4 N/A 4 N/A 4 N/A 4

4

3

3 N/A 2

4

3

4

4

4

3 N/A 4 N/A 4 N/A 4

4

3

Section 4(f) Potential

Aesthetics

ETAT Review Period: 04/09/2012 - 05/24/2012. Published: 06/04/2012
Alternative #1
From West of Boggy Creek Road to Southport
2 2 2 3
Connector
Alternative #2
From West of Boggy Creek Road to Southport
2 2 3 3
Connector
Alternative #3
From West of Boggy Creek Road to Southport
2 2 3 3
Connector

Recreation Areas

Dispute Resolution (Programming)

Historic and Archaeological Sites

5

Wildlife and Habitat

Substantial

Wetlands

4

Water Quality and Quantity

Moderate

Special Designations

3

Navigation

Minimal (after 12/5/2005)

Infrastructure

2

Floodplains

Enhanced

Farmlands

1

Contaminated Sites

None (after 12/5/2005)

Coastal and Marine

0

Air Quality

N/A N/A / No Involvement
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for

Need

and

of

Purpose

Details2.1.

Project

2.

Purpose of and Need for
Purpose and Need Statement
The purpose of this project is to respond to future travel demand, promote system linkage / network connectivity and enhance overall traffic operations
within the study area.

The need for the project is based on several factors including capacity / travel demand, increasing traffic volumes, historical growth and existing and
planned development, roadway network / system linkage, social and economic needs and consistency with long range planning efforts. These needs
are expanded upon in the following sections.

Capacity / Travel Demand
One of the primary needs for the project is to provide additional east-west capacity within the study area and maintain an acceptable level of service
(LOS) on the surrounding roadway network (Boggy Creek Road, State Road 417 [Central Florida Greeneway] and US 192). Preliminary travel demand
forecasts developed during the feasibility study by Osceola County indicate that traffic volumes on the majority of roads in the study area will exceed
existing capacity in the design year as discussed in the following section.

Traffic Volumes
The evaluation of traffic during the Osceola Parkway Preliminary Feasibility Study included projecting and comparing 2035 traffic volumes on the
existing roadway network with and without the proposed extension of the parkway. Under a no-build scenario, all sections of Boggy Creek Road within
the study area are projected to operate at level of service (LOS) "F" in the 2035 design year. The primary traffic movement from Osceola Parkway to
Boggy Creek Road (north) will continue to create excessive delays for motorists. Moreover, an additional east-west connection would provide relief to
parallel facilities including State Road 417 (Central Florida Greeneway) to the north and US 192 to the south.

Historical Growth and Existing and Planned Development
There are several planned Developments of Regional Impact (DRIs), Planned Unit Developments (PUDs) and Mixed Use Developments located in or
within close proximity to the study area. These include developments such as the Northeast District, the Poitras Property - Greater Orlando Aviation
Authority (GOAA), Lake Nona / Medical City, Moss Park, Boggy Creek and Greenway Park. These development projects account for several thousand
acres of residential, commercial and mixed use development. The extension of Osceola Parkway is compatible with the planning efforts of several of
the DRIs listed above.

Roadway Network / System Linkage
From a regional perspective, the existing Osceola Parkway abuts approximately 17.5 miles of existing and planned development throughout Osceola
County. It provides a vital link between Disney World facilities on the west to a more suburban area on the east. The parkway also provides access to
arterial corridors including Interstate 4, State Road 417 (Central Florida Greeneway), John Young Parkway (State Road 423), US 441 / US 17-92 /
Orange Blossom Trail and Florida's Turnpike / State Road 91. As previously mentioned, there are several planned and programmed improvements and
new facilities for the roadway network in the area, the most notable of which is the Southport Connector.
The Southport Connector is identified in the Osceola County Comprehensive Plan and was generally a refinement of an corridor alignment study
conducted by the Orlando-Orange County Expressway Authority (OOCEA) entitled the SR 417 Southern Extension Concept Development and
Evaluation Study. The purpose of this study was to identify potential corridors to connect the SR 417 / SR 528 area in east Orange County southward to
Florida's Turnpike in Osceola County and west to Interstate 4 in Osceola and Polk Counties. The concept for the Southport Connector has since been
further evaluated and refined by Osceola County.

Social and Economic Needs
As previously mentioned, the current transportation network will fail to meet the needs of the study area and the region as a whole due to continued
growth in population and the addition of vital employment centers. The traffic demand originating from future growth is reflected in future traffic
projections. The extension of Osceola Parkway has the potential to alleviate congestion on the local and regional transportation network and improve
access for emergency responders, residents and commuters.
Additionally, the Osceola Parkway will also provide access to transit / multi-modal facilities including the Orlando International Airport, the Sunrail
station (commuter rail) as well as other key facilities planned for Central Florida.

Consistency with Long Range Plans
The proposed Osceola Parkway Extension is documented in and consistent with the MetroPlan Orlando 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP)
Needs List as a new four-lane limited access facility. The project is also documented in the Osceola County 2025 Comprehensive Plan Future
Transportation Plan.
Project Description
Osceola Parkway (State Road 522) is a partially controlled access partially tolled facility providing east-west connectivity through northern Osceola
County. The parkway originates in the area of Walt Disney World's Animal Kingdom / West Buena Vista Drive on the west and terminates at Boggy
Creek Road on the east, a distance of approximately 17.5 miles. Toll collection facilities include the Shingle Creek mainline toll plaza, located
approximately one-quarter mile west of Flora Road, in addition to collection facilities on the eastbound and westbound ramps at the Osceola Parkway /
Poinciana Boulevard interchange.
The roadway characteristics of the Osceola Parkway vary and transition throughout the corridor to conform to the surrounding land uses. The section of
the corridor from Walt Disney World's Animal Kingdom / West Buena Vista Drive to US 441 / US 17-92 / Orange Blossom Trail is a four-lane high-speed
controlled access facility with sections of limited access expressway that include provisions for future expansion to a six-lane toll facility. The corridor
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transitions to a six-lane divided urban roadway beginning at US 441 / US 17-92 / Orange Blossom Trail and terminating at Buenaventura Boulevard /
Landstar Boulevard. Continuing east, the corridor transitions to a two-lane undivided rural facility east of Buenaventura Boulevard / Landstar Boulevard
and terminates at a signalized intersection at Boggy Creek Road.
The Osceola Parkway provides east-west connectivity between several regionally significant employment centers such as Walt Disney World on the
west, Orlando International Airport via Boggy Creek Road to the north and several Planned Unit Developments (PUDs) and Developments of Regional
Impact (DRIs) within northern Osceola and southern Orange Counties. The parkway also provides access to arterial corridors including Interstate 4,
State Road 417 (Central Florida Greeneway), John Young Parkway (State Road 423), US 441 / US 17-92 / Orange Blossom Trail and Florida's
Turnpike / State Road 91.

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise (FTE) will manage a Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study on behalf of the Osceola County Expressway
Authority (OCX). This study will evaluate the extension of Osceola Parkway from approximately one-quarter mile west of Boggy Creek Road to a
connection with the proposed Southport Connector, and alternatives for a north-south system to system connection from the Osceola Parkway
Extension to SR 417 at Boggy Creek Road (also known as the Boggy Creek Road / SR 417 Access Road). The western terminus of the project
originates in Osceola County; however, the study area also includes sections of Orange County and the City of Orlando. A variety of land uses are
present within the study area including residential, commercial, conservation and various interspersed designations.
Boggy Creek Road is currently the only corridor providing east-west connectivity in the study area. Additionally, Boggy Creek Road is a local collector
facility, which is anticipated to provide inadequate level of service (LOS) in the planning horizon. The addition of an east-west facility in this area will
provide an alternative route to Boggy Creek Road and will aid in the efficient movement of traffic through northern Osceola and southern Orange
County.
The study will consider the information collected during the Osceola Parkway Extension Preliminary Feasibility Study, which was a planning-level study
conducted by Osceola County beginning in early-2010. The analyses for this study identified potential fatal flaws for various corridor and roadway
alignment alternatives, conducted travel demand forecasts and identified preliminary roadway concepts / typical sections. This information will serve as
a starting point for the development of roadway concepts during the PD&E Study.
Public Involvement / Agency Coordination
A number of meetings were held with local agencies and stakeholders as part of the feasibility study from 2010 - 2011. These events included the
following meetings:
City of Orlando - 2/23/2010. Subject: Project Overview, Corridor Alignments, Lake Nona Coordination, Transit Opportunities. Stakeholder: City of
Orlando.
Greater Orlando Aviation Authority (GOAA) Meeting - 3/4/2010. Subject: Project Overview, Poitras Project, Boggy Creek Road Extension, Corridor
Alignments. Stakeholders: GOAA, Court Street Partners, HDR.
City of Kissimmee Meeting - 3/18/2010. Subject: Project Overview, Corridor Alignments. Stakeholder: City of Kissimmee.
City of St. Cloud Meeting - 4/21/2010. Subject: Project Overview, Corridor Alignments, Traffic Planning Efforts, Boggy Creek Road Extension, Project
Status, Potential Funding Sources, Regional Utilities Planning. Stakeholder: City of St. Cloud.
Large Group Stakeholder Meeting - 5/4/2010. Subject: Project Need, Potential Facility Types, Alternative Corridors, Project Constraints. Stakeholders:
Renaissance Planning Group, Reich Properties, Inc., GOAA, City of Kissimmee, City of Orlando, FDOT.
Deseret Ranch - 6/3/2010. Subject: Project Overview, Corridor Alternatives, Short-Term and Long-Term Planning, Developments in the Region,
Potential Roadway Types. Stakeholders: Farmland Reserve, Inc., McIntosh Associates, Broad and Cassel, Renaissance Planning Group.
Large Group Stakeholder Meeting - 6/3/2010. Subject: Assumptions Used within Traffic Model to Develop 2015, 2025 and 2035 Projections.
Stakeholders: Renaissance Planning Group, Orange County, GOAA, RS&H, FDOT.
Stakeholder Meeting -7/1/2010. Subject: Study Progress, Traffic Projections, Draft Alternatives, Preliminary Evaluation of Impacts, Stakeholder/Public
Involvement. Stakeholders: FDOT, ECFRPC, City of Orlando, City of Kissimmee, Orange County, GOAA, Lake Nona, Reich Properties, Renaissance
Planning Group, HDR, Broad and Cassel, McIntosh Associates.

The PD&E Study process will include a comprehensive public involvement program with extensive public, stakeholder and agency outreach.
It should be noted that the project is documented in the MetroPlan Orlando Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 2030 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) and the Osceola County Comprehensive Plan 2025.
There are several planned and programmed roadway improvement projects within the study area as discussed below.
MetroPlan Orlando 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) Project List (Funded)
- Boggy Creek Road - Osceola Parkway to E. Boggy Creek Road - 2 to 4 lanes
- Boggy Creek Road - Hilliard Isle to Osceola Parkway - 2 to 4 lanes
MetroPlan Orlando 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) Needs List (Unfunded)
- Boggy Creek Road - Fortune Road to Buenaventura Boulevard - 4 to 6 lanes
- Boggy Creek Road - Buenaventura Boulevard to Osceola Parkway - 4 to 6 lanes
- Boggy Creek Road - Osceola Parkway to Orange County Line - 4 to 6 lanes
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- Boggy Creek Road - Orange County Line to Narcoossee Road - 2 to 4 lanes
MetroPlan Orlando 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) Toll Road Projects
- Southport Connector - New Six Lane Toll Road (2020 Year of Expenditure)
Osceola Parkway Comprehensive Plan 2025
- Southport Connector - New Six Lane Toll Road (2020 Year of Expenditure)

It should be noted that Osceola County Expressway Authority decided to modify Alternative 1 to include a north-south, system to system connection as
depicted in the maps associated with the ETDM screening. This north-south connection involves the addition of approximately one-mile of new roadway
and would only change the configuration of Alternative 1.

As previously mentioned, the Osceola Parkway Extension Preliminary Feasibility Study was initiated by Osceola County in 2010. The Preliminary
Engineering Report for this study contains preliminary evaluations and impact assessments that will aid interested parties in obtaining additional
information. This document is included in the project attachment section.
Summary of Public Comments not available at this time
Additional Consistency Information

-

Consistency with Air Quality Conformity is unknown.
Consistent with Local Government Comp Plan.
Consistency with MPO Goals and Objectives is unknown.

Lead Agency
FL Department of Transportation
Exempted Agencies
Agency Name

Justification

Date

Federal Transit Administration

FTA has requested to be exempt from reviewing any non-transit projects.

01/03/2012

Community Desired Features
No desired features have been entered into the database. This does not necessarily imply that none have been identified.
Communities Within 500 Feet
No communities were found within a 500 ft. buffer disance for this project.
Purpose and Need Reviews
Agency

Acknowledgment

Review Date

FL Department of Economic Opportunity

Understood

05/24/2012

FL Department of Environmental Protection

Understood

04/09/2012

FL Department of State

Understood

04/09/2012

Comments: While it is not specifically clear from the statement above what the need would be to extend this corridor east of SR 500/CR 15, a helpful
statement was emailed to me from Henry Pinzon: "To clarify, the eastern terminus of the project would extend to a proposed connection with a planned
north-south roadway referred to as the Southport Connector. This corridor is being developed by Osceola County and is a revised concept of a
previous study originally evaluated by the Orlando Orange County Expressway Authority (OOCEA). Moreover, the Northeast District, a large scale
mixed-use development, is also in the planning stages and would account for much of the planned developed in the currently rural, eastern portion of
the study area. I realize this is hard to discern from the current aerial photography and mapping tools in the EST; however, master plans associated
with this project have been developed and approved by the Osceola County Board of County Commissioners. The Turnpike is also aware of the
proximity of the of the Split Oak Mitigation Bank / Park and will utilize best practices to avoid impacts to these environmental sensitive lands."
FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission

Understood

05/04/2012

Federal Highway Administration

Understood

04/09/2012

Comments: No FHWA is anticipated for this project. Should federal-aid funding be needed in the future, please consider updated the references to
currently adopted planning documents and coordinate with FHWA regarding the project termini. Potential impacts that would be anticipated may
include, from a federal perspective, Title VI/EJ populations as well as recreational area impacts.
Federal Transit Administration

Understood

05/17/2012

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

Accepted

04/12/2012

National Marine Fisheries Service

Understood

05/10/2012

National Park Service

Understood

04/09/2012

Natural Resources Conservation Service

Understood

04/09/2012

Comments: None

mary Report
Page
- Project
5 of 82
#13789 - Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy
Printed
Creekon:
Road
6/04/2012
/ SR 417 Access

South Florida Water Management District

Understood

04/09/2012

US Army Corps of Engineers

Understood

05/03/2012

US Coast Guard

Understood

05/04/2012

US Environmental Protection Agency

Understood

05/22/2012

US Fish and Wildlife Service

Understood

04/09/2012

Comments: No Coast Guard involvement.

The following organizations were notified but did not submit a review of the Purpose and Need:
FL Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services
Seminole Tribe of Florida
US Forest Service

-
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#1

Alternative

3.
Description

Alternative

3.1.

Alternative #1
Alternative Description
Southport Connector
ETAT Review Complete

Modes:

Roadway

SIS:

N

Description(s)

To:
Status:
Cost:

Segment

West of Boggy Creek Road
New Alignment
11.7 mi.

3.2.

From:
Type:
Total Length:

Segment Description(s)
Segment No.

Name

Beginning
Location

Location and Length
Ending Location Length (mi.)
11.804
11.568
1.419
10.617

Segment No.

Roadway Id

Segment No.

Year

Base Conditions
AADT

Segment No.

Year

AADT

Segment No.

Year

Segment No.

Year

EMP

Digitized
Digitized
Digitized
Digitized

Jurisdiction and Class
Urban Service Area

Jurisdiction

BMP

Functional Class

Lanes

Config

Lanes

Config

AADT

Lanes

Config

Cost Feasible Plan
AADT

Lanes

Config

Interim Plan

Needs Plan

Funding Sources
Overview

Effects

Project

3.3.

No funding sources found.
Project Effects Overview
Issue

Degree of Effect

Organization

Date Reviewed

Natural
Air Quality
Air Quality
Coastal and Marine
Coastal and Marine

2

Minimal

N/A N/A / No Involvement
2

Minimal

N/A N/A / No Involvement

US Environmental Protection Agency

05/22/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

National Marine Fisheries Service

05/10/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Contaminated Sites

2

Minimal

US Environmental Protection Agency

05/22/2012

Contaminated Sites

2

Minimal

FL Department of Environmental Protection

05/18/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Natural Resources Conservation Service

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Contaminated Sites
Farmlands
Farmlands

N/A N/A / No Involvement
3

Moderate

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Floodplains

3

Moderate

US Environmental Protection Agency

05/24/2012

Floodplains

3

Moderate

South Florida Water Management District

04/09/2012

Floodplains

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Infrastructure

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Navigation

N/A N/A / No Involvement

US Coast Guard

05/04/2012

Navigation

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Navigation

2

Minimal

US Army Corps of Engineers

04/09/2012

Special Designations

4

Substantial

US Fish and Wildlife Service

04/09/2012
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Special Designations
Special Designations

4

Substantial

N/A N/A / No Involvement

FL Department of Environmental Protection

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Water Quality and Quantity

3

Moderate

South Florida Water Management District

04/09/2012

Water Quality and Quantity

3

Moderate

FL Department of Environmental Protection

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Water Quality and Quantity

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Wetlands

4

Substantial

FL Department of Environmental Protection

05/18/2012

Wetlands

4

Substantial

National Marine Fisheries Service

05/10/2012

Wetlands

4

Substantial

US Army Corps of Engineers

05/03/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Wetlands

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Wetlands

4

Substantial

US Fish and Wildlife Service

04/09/2012

Wetlands

4

Substantial

South Florida Water Management District

04/09/2012

Wildlife and Habitat

4

Substantial

FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission

05/04/2012

Wildlife and Habitat

4

Substantial

US Fish and Wildlife Service

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Wildlife and Habitat

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Cultural
Historic and Archaeological Sites
Historic and Archaeological Sites

3

Moderate

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Seminole Tribe of Florida

05/02/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Historic and Archaeological Sites

4

Substantial

FL Department of State

04/09/2012

Recreation Areas

3

Moderate

US Environmental Protection Agency

05/24/2012

Recreation Areas

4

Substantial

FL Department of Environmental Protection

04/09/2012

Recreation Areas

N/A N/A / No Involvement

National Park Service

04/09/2012

Recreation Areas

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Section 4(f) Potential

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Community
Aesthetics
Aesthetics
Economic
Economic

3

Moderate

N/A N/A / No Involvement
1

Enhanced

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Land Use

3

Moderate

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Land Use

3

Moderate

FL Department of Economic Opportunity

05/24/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Land Use
Mobility
Mobility
Relocation
Relocation

N/A N/A / No Involvement
1

Enhanced

N/A N/A / No Involvement
4

Substantial

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Social

4

Substantial

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Social

3

Moderate

FL Department of Economic Opportunity

05/24/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Social

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Secondary and Cumulative

Issues

Natural

Summary:

Coordinator

04/09/2012

and

South Florida Water Management District

Reviews

Moderate

ETAT

3

3.4.

Secondary and Cumulative Effects

ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Natural Issues
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Coordinator Summary: Air Quality Issue
2 Minimal assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Air Quality Issue: 2 found
2 Minimal assigned 05/22/2012 by Madolyn Dominy, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Resources: Air Quality
Level of Importance: Low, due to minimal degree of effect. A minimal degree of effect is being assigned to the air quality issue for the proposed project,
Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy Creek Road/SR 417 Access Road,
(ETDM #13789).
Comments on Effects to Resources: Osceola County in the area surrounding the project has not been designated non-attainment or maintenance for
ozone, carbon monoxide (CO) or particulate matter (PM) in accordance with the Clean Air Act. There are no violations of National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS). Nevertheless, it is recommended that the environmental review phase of this project consider the need for additional air impact
analyses. These types of analyses would include documenting the current pollutant concentrations recorded at the nearest air quality monitors, an
evaluation of anticipated emissions, and air quality trend analyses. It is also recommended that environmental reviews of the project include hot spot
analyses at the points in time and places where congestion are expected to be greatest or in areas of sensitive receptors. Air quality modeling using an
approved software program could be used as a means to determine whether any conformity issues or violations of air quality standards are anticipated
within the project area and/or counties. Current and proposed air quality requirements and standards should be used in modeling software programs.
Additional Comments (optional): As population growth and vehicle volumes increase, there is the potential to have air quality conformity and nonattainment issues in the future. FDOT, the Turnpike Enterprise Authority, MPOs, municipalities, and regional planning agencies should conduct air
quality modeling as traffic forecasts increase.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Coastal and Marine Issue
2 Minimal assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Coastal and Marine Issue: 2 found
2 Minimal assigned 05/10/2012 by Brandon Howard, National Marine Fisheries Service
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Based on our review of the information provided on the EST website, GIS-based effects analysis on
wetlands and interpretation of aerial photographs, NOAA's National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has determined that mixed wetland hardwood
swamp, freshwater creeks and emergent freshwater marsh occur along the project corridors. Named creek and water bodies include: Jim Branch,
Boggy Creek, and Ajay Lake. These wetland systems are moderate to high in quality. The highest quality wetlands within the corridor appear to be at
the east end of the study area, beyond County Road 15. Wetland systems such as these filter sediments, store water, serve as important wildlife
habitat, and support aquifer recharge. In addition, the wetlands along the proposed roadway project provide water quality functions, such as removal of
sediments, excess nutrients, and contaminants, which benefit and support these aquatic ecosystems. Through hydrological connections, these
wetlands also contribute plant material and other useable nutrients (both dissolved and particulate organic matter) into aquatic food webs that include
recreationally, commercially, and ecologically important species within downstream estuaries. Also of note is that the corridor passes just south of Split
Oak Forest Mitigation Bank.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The three alternatives merge at Tindall Acres Road and Boggy Creek Road. Beyond this point, the logical
terminus is County Road 15. NMFS recommends that the roadway terminate there. The project purpose of supporting traffic demands and system
linkage could still be accomplished. This would also eliminate the majority of impacts to the highest quality wetlands along the corridor. The extension of
the road into the undeveloped area past County Road 15 would promote further development causing a great deal of indirect impacts to wetlands.
Of the alternatives proposed, it appears that Alternative 1 would have the greatest amount of wetland impacts. NMFS does not support this alternative.
Alternative 1 would fragment a large wetland system within the Springlake Village Development. Based on the location of that wetland system, it is
likely mitigation. NMFS does not support impacting the high quality mitigation site. With the addition of the new north-south linkage for Alterative 1, it
appears that more wetlands could be impacted. If the eastern portion of the project beyond County Road 15 is eliminated, NMFS could support either
Alternative 2 or 3 as they appear to have similar impacts and utilize existing roads.
NMFS recommends that the existing roads be used to the maximum extent practicable. This alternative would demonstrate that adequate avoidance
measures have been taken.
In addition to the direct impacts from filling wetlands, construction activities may impact adjacent wetlands through sedimentation and runoff.
Additional Comments (optional): Magnuson-Stevens Act: Based on the project location, information provided in the ETDM website, and GIS-based
analysis of impacts, NMFS has no comments or recommendations to provide pursuant to the EFH requirements of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act (P.L. 104-297); and this project will not require an EFH Assessment. Further consultation on this matter is not
necessary unless future modifications are proposed and you believe that the proposed action may result in adverse impacts to EFH.
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Endangered Species Act: We are not aware of any threatened or endangered species or critical habitat under the purview of NMFS that occur within
the project area. However, it should be noted that a "no effect" determination must be made by the action agency and the reasoning underlying the
determination should be documented in a project file. Please coordinate closely with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for other species listed under the
Endangered Species Act that may require consultation.
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act: The comments NMFS provided regarding sequential mitigation are in accordance with the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Coastal and Marine issue for this alternative: South Florida Water
Management District
Coordinator Summary: Contaminated Sites Issue
2 Minimal assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Contaminated Sites Issue: 3 found
2 Minimal assigned 05/22/2012 by Madolyn Dominy, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Resources: Soils, groundwater, surface water which have the potential to be negatively affected by
contaminated site features such as underground petroleum storage tanks, industrial/commercial facilities with onsite storage of hazardous materials,
solid waste facilities, hazardous waste facilities, National Priority List (NPL) sites, etc.
Level of Importance: These resources are of a high level of importance in the State of Florida. A minimal degree of effect is being assigned to the
contaminated sites issue for the proposed project, Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector)
and Boggy Creek Road/SR 417 Access Road, (ETDM #13789).
Comments on Effects to Resources: EPA reviewed the contaminated sites GIS analysis data for buffer distances of 100, 200, and 500 feet. There
were some contaminated sites features identified in the online EST GIS analysis data search, including hazardous waste facilities, solid waste facilities,
and USEPA RCRA regulated facilities. Overall, there are not a substantial amount of contaminated sites features identified to be within the buffer
boundaries. Based on this data, impacts to and/or from contaminated site features are expected to be minimal. However, EPA recommends that this be
verified by further environmental review.
A Contamination Screening Evaluation should be conducted during the environmental review (PD&E) phase of the project. This type of study should
include a survey of the area to confirm the location of current listed contaminated site features, along with other contaminated site features which may
have been previously located in the area. Documentation of environmental impacts associated with contaminated sites or contaminated facilities should
be included in the report.
If any contaminated sites features (e.g., petroleum storage tanks) are to be impacted or removed during the construction phase of the project, sampling
and analysis should be conducted to determine if pollutants are present above regulatory levels. If high levels of pollutants are identified, remediation
may be required prior to commencement of construction of the project. Any anticipated remedial, removal, or cleanup activities should be discussed
and outlined in the Contamination Evaluation Screening report.
Coordinator Feedback: None
2 Minimal assigned 05/18/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: GIS data indicates that there are two hazardous waste facilities, four petroleum contamination
monitoring sites and one RCRA regulated facility within the 500-ft. project buffer zone.
Comments on Effects to Resources: A Contamination Screening Evaluation (similar to Phase I and Phase II Audits) may need to be conducted along
the project right-of-way in considering the proximity to potential petroleum and hazardous material handling facilities. The Contamination Screening
Evaluation should outline specific procedures that would be followed by the applicant in the event drums, wastes, tanks or potentially contaminated
soils are encountered during construction. Special attention should be made in the screening evaluation to historical land uses (such as solid waste
disposal) that may have an affect on the proposed project, including stormwater retention and treatment areas.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Contaminated Sites issue for this alternative: South Florida Water
Management District
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Coordinator Summary: Farmlands Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Farmlands Issue: 2 found
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by Rick Allen Robbins, Natural Resources Conservation Service
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The USDA-NRCS considers soil map units with important soil properties for agricultural uses to be
Prime Farmland. In addition, the USDA-NRCS considers any soils with important soil properties and have significant acreages that are used in the
production of commodity crops (such as, cotton, citrus, row crops, specialty crops, nuts, etc.) to be considered as Farmlands of Unique Importance or
Farmlands of Local Importance. Nationally, there has been a reduction in the overall amount of Prime and Unique Farmlands through conversion to non
-farm uses. This trend has the possibility of impacting the nation's food supply and exporting capabilities.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Conducting GIS analysis of Prime Farmland (using USDA-NRCS data) and Important Farmland Analysis (using
2008 SFWMD data and 2010 SSURGO data) has resulted in the determination that there are Prime Farmland Soils and Locally Important Farmland
soils at all buffer widths. The amounts range from 83.8 acres at the 100' buffer width and 487.5 acres at the 500' buffer width. In addition, there is
between 70 acres (100' buffer) and 311 acres (500' buffer) of pasture within the project area. Categorically, there are citrus groves only within the 500'
buffer width. According to ETDM DOQQ evaluation and other datasets, some of the area has been converted to non-agricultural uses. It is
recommended that the project design be further evaluated to minimize impacts to existing agricultural lands. Due to the impacts of the project, we are
assigning a Moderate Degree of Effect to Important Farmlands.
Additional Comments (optional): The GIS analysis data indicates that between 30 and 37 percent of the total project area is classified as Farmland of
Unique Importance. The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) (PL 97-98; 7 U.S.C. 4201 et seq.) was enacted to protect the amount of open farmland
which has substantially decreased as a result of land use changes. It states that Federal programs which contribute to the unnecessary and irreversible
conversion of farmland to nonagricultural uses will be minimized.Agencies are also to consider alternative actions and ensure that their programs are
compatible with state and local government programs.
Environmental assessments must be prepared for actions which may adversely affect such unique geographic characteristics as prime farmlands. The
regulations apply to construction activities, development grants and loans, and certain Federal land management decisions that contribute either
directly or indirectly to loss of farmland.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Floodplains Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Floodplains Issue: 3 found

3 Moderate assigned 05/24/2012 by Madolyn Dominy, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Resources: Floodplains
Level of Importance: Development within the 100-year floodplain is of a high level of importance. Construction of roadways within the floodplain should
not impede, obstruct or divert the flow of water or debris in the floodplain which would alter the roadway's discharge capacity or otherwise adversely
affect public health, safety and welfare, or cause damage to public or private property in the event of a flood. A moderate degree of effect is being
assigned to the proposed project, Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy
Creek Road/SR 417 Access Road, (ETDM #13789).
Comments on Effects to Resources: A review of GIS analysis data (Special Flood Hazard Areas, FEMA Insurance Rate Maps 1996 and DFIRM
Flood Hazard Areas) in the EST at the programming screen phase of the project indicates that approximately 20% to 25% of the project area is located
within the 100-year floodplain.
Comments relating to floodplains include the fact that any development within the 100-year floodplain has the potential for placing citizens and property
at risk of flooding and producing changes in floodplain elevations and plan view extent. Development (such as roadways, housing developments, strip
malls and other commercial facilities) within floodplains increases the potential for flooding by limiting flood storage capacity and exposing people and
property to flood hazards. Development also reduces vegetated buffers that protect water quality and destroys important habitats for fish and wildlife.
The PD&E phase of this project should include an evaluation of floodplain impacts. FDOT should consider alternatives to avoid adverse effects and
incompatible development in the floodplains. Efforts should be made to avoid or minimize impacts to floodplain resources and functions. Consultation
and coordination with appropriate flood management agencies should occur relating to regulatory requirements, avoidance, minimization and/or
mitigation strategies. A Floodplain Evaluation Study should be conducted to determine floodplain impacts and to document avoidance, minimization,
and mitigation strategies.
Coordinator Feedback: None
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by John Morgan, South Florida Water Management District
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Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: An Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) will be required for this project. The ERP application needs
to address compensating for floodplain storage lost due the construction of additional impervious areas. As part of an ERP application, the applicant
must demonstrate reasonable assurances the project meets applicable conditions for issuance of an ERP and will not be contrary to the public interest.
Please refer to Rule 40E-4.301 and 40E-4.302, Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) and the Basis of Review for ERP applications.
Any works proposed within District Right of Way may require a District Right of Way permit.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Floodplain compensating storage (adequately hydraulically-connected to the floodplain) must be provided for all
floodplain impacts proposed.
The far eastern portion of the project is proposed to cross the District's C-29A canal.
There are numerous existing permits immediately adjacent to the proposed Alternative 1 alignment. All impacts to previously-permitted surface water
management facilities resulting from the Alternative 1 alignment will require a concurrent permit modification to those existing permits and will be a
completeness item for permit issuance for the proposed project.
Additional Comments (optional): Environmental Resource Permit, Water Use Permit and District Right-of-Way Permit will be required for the
proposed project.
The FDOT is advised to contact the District's Right-of-Way Division regarding permitting requirements for altering/crossing District Canals. For
additional information please contact Jorge Patino with the District's Right-of-Way Section at (561) 682-6175 or jpatino@sfwmd.gov.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Floodplains issue for this alternative: FL Department of Environmental
Protection
Coordinator Summary: Infrastructure Issue
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Infrastructure Issue: 1 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Navigation Issue
2 Minimal assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Navigation Issue: 3 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 05/04/2012 by Evelyn Smart, US Coast Guard
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The proposed project will cross Boggy Creek, a tributary of East Lake Tohopekaliga. Boggy Creek is
considered Non-Navigable Waters of the United States, therefore, no Coast Guard Bridge Permit is required for the proposed project.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
2 Minimal assigned 04/09/2012 by Andrew Phillips, US Army Corps of Engineers
Coordination Document: No Selection
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Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Boggy Creek and Jim Branch are currently navigable by canoe and kayaks.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Any proposed structures would be required to maintain the current navigability standards.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Special Designations Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Special Designations Issue: 3 found
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by John Wrublik, US Fish and Wildlife Service
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Public Conservation Lands
Comments on Effects to Resources: Based on the information provided, it appears that the eastern section of the proposed roadway (County Road
15 to the proposed Southport Connector) may directly or indirectly affect fish and wildlife habitat within existing conservation lands at the Florida Fish
and Wildlife Conservation Commission's Split Oak Mitigation Park. To reduce the project's effects to public conservation lands and and fish and wildlife
habitat, we recommend that alternatives 1, 2, and 3 be redesigned to terminate at County Road 15 (Narcoosee Road). We believe that such a design
would still largely meet the objective of the project by providing additional east-west connectivity in the study area, while reducing the potential for
degradation and possibly loss of fish and wildlife habitat.
CLC Commitments and Recommendations: Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The easternmost portion of all three of the alternative corridors passes through or is adjacent to Split
Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area, which is owned by Orange and Osceola Counties and managed by the Florida Fish and
Wildlife Conservation Commission. The mitigation park is currently managed to enhance and preserve gopher tortoise habitat. Alternatives 1 and 2
traverse the southwest corner of the park, while 3 lies just outside the park boundary. The terminus of all three alternatives is the proposed Southport
Connector, a toll road that has not yet been approved. The Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area contains hiking trails,
significant natural communities and numerous element occurrences of listed species, as indicated by the Florida Natural Areas Inventory.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The Department is interested in preserving the area's natural communities, wildlife corridor functions, natural
flood control, stormwater runoff filtering capabilities, aquifer recharge potential, contributions to regional spring complexes, and recreational trail
opportunities. The DEP's Florida Communities Trust (FCT) provided a grant award for acquisition of this land to Osceola County and placed restrictions
on the use of the property. If the proposed parkway impacts any portion of the property, the FCT would have to review and approve such a request. The
FCT would recommend denial of a request to use park property for road right-of-way if reasonable alternatives exist. Additionally, the location of a
major road of this nature would greatly limit the ability of the land managers to conduct the necessary prescribed burns that the area requires to
maintain its natural communities. The Department recommends that the terminus for the proposed road be moved to an existing highway, such as
County Road 15.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Special Designations issue for this alternative: FL Department of
Agriculture and Consumer Services, South Florida Water Management District, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordinator Summary: Water Quality and Quantity Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Water Quality and Quantity Issue: 3 found
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by John Morgan, South Florida Water Management District
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: An Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) will be required for this project. The ERP application needs
to address water quality treatment and water quantity from the construction of additional impervious areas. As part of an ERP application, the applicant
must demonstrate reasonable assurances the project meets applicable conditions for issuance of an ERP, such as demonstrating the project will not
violate applicable water quality standards, and will not be contrary to the public interest. Please refer to Rule 40E-4.301 and 40E-4.302, Florida
Administrative Code (F.A.C.) and the Basis of Review for ERP applications.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Existing water quality treatment must be provided along with the required water quality treatment due to the
proposed activities (in accordance with the BOR). An additional 50 percent water quality treatment must be provided as a best management practice to
address impaired waters as well as the submittal of a phosphorus loading analysis demonstrating that the post-development phosphorus loading is a
reduction of the existing condition.
Water quantity criteria must be met. There are numerous master surface water management systems all around the project corridor. Documentation
identifying the allowable discharge rate for the area and substantiating the post-development discharge rate for the site must be provided.
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There are numerous existing permits immediately adjacent to existing right-of-way. All impacts to previously-permitted surface water management
facilities resulting from this project will require a concurrent permit modification to those existing permits and will be a completeness item for permit
issuance for the proposed project.
Additional Comments (optional): Environmental Resource Permit, Water Use Permit and District Right-of-Way Permit will be required for the
proposed project.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
Coordinator Feedback: None
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Analysis of environmental resources was conducted within 500 ft. of each of the three parkway
alternatives. The analysis shows that all corridors contain various amounts of palustrine and riverine wetlands that may be impacted by the proposed
parkway construction project. Due to the new bridges required, Alternatives 2 and 3 may result in greater water quality impacts to Boggy Creek, a
tributary of East Lake Tohopekaliga.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Stormwater runoff from the new parkway surface may alter adjacent wetlands and surface waters through
increased pollutant loading. Natural resource impacts within and adjacent to the proposed roadway right-of-way will likely include alteration of the
existing surface water hydrology and natural drainage patterns, and reduction in flood attenuation capacity of area creeks, ditches and sloughs as a
result of increased impervious surface within the watershed. Every effort should be made to maximize the treatment of stormwater runoff from the
proposed parkway project to prevent ground and surface water contamination. Stormwater treatment should be designed to maintain the natural predevelopment hydroperiod and water quality, as well as to protect the natural functions of adjacent wetlands, floodplains and waterbodies.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Water Quality and Quantity issue for this alternative: US
Environmental Protection Agency
Coordinator Summary: Wetlands Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Wetlands Issue: 6 found
4 Substantial assigned 05/18/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The EST indicates that there are approximately 147 acres of palustrine wetlands (10%) and 3 acres
of riverine wetlands within the 500-ft. buffer zone of the project.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Issues of concern for all alternatives include increased stormwater runoff and the increase of pollutants into
surface waters and wetlands as a result of the parkway project and other point and nonpoint sources. Every effort should be taken to maximize the
treatment of stormwater. The PD&E study should focus on identifying wetlands, analyzing their value and function, evaluating potential stormwater
pond sites to determine their impact on wetlands, avoidance and minimization strategies for wetlands and mitigation plans to compensate for potential
impacts. Impacts to wetlands should be strongly considered when choosing the parkway alignment alternative.
Additional Comments (optional): An Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) will be required from the South Florida Water Management District. The
ERP applicant will be required to eliminate or reduce the proposed wetland resource impacts of parkway/bridge construction to the greatest extent
practicable:
- Minimization should emphasize avoidance-oriented corridor alignments, wetland fill reductions via pile bridging and steep/vertically retained side
slopes, and median width reductions within safety limits.
- Wetlands should not be displaced by the installation of stormwater conveyance and treatment swales; compensatory treatment in adjacent uplands is
the preferred alternative.
- After avoidance and minimization have been exhausted, mitigation must be proposed to offset the adverse impacts of the project to existing wetland
functions and values. Significant attention is given to forested wetland systems, which are difficult to mitigate.
- The cumulative impacts of concurrent and future transportation improvement projects in the vicinity of the subject project should also be addressed.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 05/10/2012 by Brandon Howard, National Marine Fisheries Service
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Based on our review of the information provided on the EST website, GIS-based effects analysis on
wetlands and interpretation of aerial photographs, NOAA's National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has determined that mixed wetland hardwood
swamp, freshwater creeks and emergent freshwater marsh occur along the project corridors. Named creek and water bodies include: Jim Branch,
Boggy Creek, and Ajay Lake. These wetland systems are moderate to high in quality. The highest quality wetlands within the corridor appear to be at
the east end of the study area, beyond County Road 15. Wetland systems such as these filter sediments, store water, serve as important wildlife
habitat, and support aquifer recharge. In addition, the wetlands along the proposed roadway project provide water quality functions, such as removal of
sediments, excess nutrients, and contaminants, which benefit and support these aquatic ecosystems. Through hydrological connections, these
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wetlands also contribute plant material and other useable nutrients (both dissolved and particulate organic matter) into aquatic food webs that include
recreationally, commercially, and ecologically important species within downstream estuaries. Also of note is that the corridor passes just south of Split
Oak Forest Mitigation Bank.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The three alternatives merge at Tindall Acres Road and Boggy Creek Road. Beyond this point, the logical
terminus is County Road 15. NMFS recommends that the roadway terminate there. The project purpose of supporting traffic demands and system
linkage could still be accomplished. This would also eliminate the majority of impacts to the highest quality wetlands along the corridor. The extension of
the road into the undeveloped area past County Road 15 would promote further development causing a great deal of indirect impacts to wetlands.
Of the alternatives proposed, it appears that Alternative 1 would have the greatest amount of wetland impacts. NMFS does not support this alternative.
Alternative 1 would fragment a large wetland system within the Springlake Village Development. Based on the location of that wetland system, it is
likely mitigation. NMFS does not support impacting the high quality mitigation site. With the addition of the new north-south linkage for Alterative 1, it
appears that more wetlands could be impacted. If the eastern portion of the project beyond County Road 15 is eliminated, NMFS could support either
Alternative 2 or 3 as they appear to have similar impacts and utilize existing roads.
NMFS recommends that the existing roads be used to the maximum extent practicable. This alternative would demonstrate that adequate avoidance
measures have been taken.
In addition to the direct impacts from filling wetlands, construction activities may impact adjacent wetlands through sedimentation and runoff.
Additional Comments (optional): Magnuson-Stevens Act: Based on the project location, information provided in the ETDM website, and GIS-based
analysis of impacts, NMFS has no comments or recommendations to provide pursuant to the EFH requirements of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act (P.L. 104-297); and this project will not require an EFH Assessment. Further consultation on this matter is not
necessary unless future modifications are proposed and you believe that the proposed action may result in adverse impacts to EFH.
Endangered Species Act: We are not aware of any threatened or endangered species or critical habitat under the purview of NMFS that occur within
the project area. However, it should be noted that a "no effect" determination must be made by the action agency and the reasoning underlying the
determination should be documented in a project file. Please coordinate closely with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for other species listed under the
Endangered Species Act that may require consultation.
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act: The comments NMFS provided regarding sequential mitigation are in accordance with the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 05/03/2012 by Andrew Phillips, US Army Corps of Engineers
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Identify Resources and Level of Importance: wetlands including mixed wetland hardwoods, cypress,
and wetland forested mixed. Named tributary systems include: Jim Branch, Boggy Creek, and Ajay Lake. These wetland systems play a vital role as
habitat for wildlife, flood storage, water quality issues, and drainage for the surrounding areas. Further these systems have a chemical, physical, and
hydrological connection with waters of the United States. These waters along with their associated floodplain and tributaries are considered of
moderately high, to high importance. Remnant wetlands scattered throughout the proposed corridor vary in functions and value which may reduce their
importance. A functional analysis would determine the extent of high, moderate, and low quality wetland.
Additional resources of high importance include: Split Oak Forest Mitigation Bank, a wildlife crossing on Narcoossee Road just north of Clapp Simms
Duda Road which links existing conservation corridors, conservation areas associated with compensatory mitigation of DA permits, and primary
conservation network designated wetlands.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Direct impacts would include the elimination of functions and values of the wetlands within the roadway
footprint, any disturbed buffer, and create secondary effects along adjacent waters/buffer. The current design, which extends west into the "Northeast
Development", will lead to foreseeable direct, secondary, and cumulative wetland impacts which could adversely affect the watershed. Additionally, the
current design will link with the "Southport Connector" alternative studied by Osceola County further increasing foreseeable direct, secondary, and
cumulative wetland impacts. Given the amount of foreseeable impacts to regulated resources and their level of importance a degree of effect of
SUBSTANTIAL was selected. The Corps concurs with the USFWS recommendation to reduce the project's effects to wetlands and redesigning all
alternatives to terminate at County Road (CR) 15 (Narcoosee Road).
At this point, it is premature to comment on any alignment beyond CR 15 until the Southport Connector alignment is selected. CR 15 is the logical
terminus and precludes any irretrievable commitment of resources.
If all of the alternatives were redesigned to terminate at CR 15, it is the Corps opinion that alternatives 2 and 3 are less damaging than alterative 1
given the amount of existing roadway network that would be utilized by the project. The Corps recognizes that alternatives 2 and 3 would still require a
bridge over Boggy Creek; however, this bridge could be designed to reduce direct and secondary impacts to the regulated resources.
Further, it is the Corps recommendation that FDOT study an alternative which combines alternatives 1 and 2 at the intersection of Boggy Creek Road
and CR 530. By redesigning this curve the applicant would still be able to largely meet the project purpose while reducing impacts to Boggy Creek.
It should be noted that if FDOT continues to propose an alternative which extends east of CR 15 the Corps will request dispute resolution.
Additional Comments (optional): The Quality Enhancement Strategies for Wetland Impact Minimization developed by Florida Department of
Transportation-District 5 should be incorporated into this project and District should consider use of regional general permit SAJ-92.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
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4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by John Wrublik, US Fish and Wildlife Service
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Wetlands
Comments on Effects to Resources: Wetlands provide important habitat for fish and wildlife. Data in the environmental screening tool indicate that
wetlands occur within the project area. To reduce the project's effects to wetlands, we recommend that alternatives 1, 2, and 3 be redesigned to
terminate at County Road 15 (Narcoosee Road). We believe that such a design would still largely meet the objective of the project by providing
additional east-west connectivity in the study area, while reducing the potential for degradation and loss of wetlands and fish and wildlife habitat.
CLC Commitments and Recommendations: Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by John Morgan, South Florida Water Management District
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: An Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) will be required for this project. The ERP application needs
to address work in wetlands and/or other surface waters, including any impacts to wetlands/other surface waters; and mitigation to offset those impacts.
As part of an ERP application, the applicant must demonstrate reasonable assurances the project meets applicable conditions for issuance of an ERP,
such as demonstrating the project will not result in adverse direct and/or secondary impacts to wetland functions and values, will not result in
unacceptable cumulative impacts to wetlands, and will not be contrary to the public interest. Please refer to Rule 40E-4.301 and 40E-4.302, Florida
Administrative Code (F.A.C.) and the Basis of Review for ERP applications.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Wetlands along the northern extent of all proposed alignments are under conservation easements dedicated to
SFWMD. Some areas provide mitigation for previously permitted projects and replacement mitigation would be required. All three alternatives have the
potential to impact these conservation easements. Any alternatives that include impacts to wetlands must maintain wildlife corridors in the design.
Based on the information provided, it appears that the eastern section of the proposed roadway (County Road 15 to the proposed Southport Connector)
may directly or secondarily affect fish and wildlife habitat within existing conservation lands at the Split Oak Mitigation Park.
The submitted information indicates that the eastern portion of the project will terminate in such a way as to provide for future expansion that is not
addressed in the submittal. It appears the wetlands and other resources in the vicinity of this proposed terminus have great potential for secondary
impacts.
The potential for secondary impacts could be greatly reduced if the proposed Osceola Parkway extension terminates at the existing SR 15. Extending
Osceola Parkway beyond this point into an unspecified connector roadway will result in additional secondary impacts, for which mitigation would be
required.
Additional Comments (optional): Environmental Resource Permit, Water Use Permit and District Right-of-Way Permit will be required for the
proposed project.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Wetlands issue for this alternative: US Environmental Protection
Agency
Coordinator Summary: Wildlife and Habitat Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Wildlife and Habitat Issue: 3 found
4 Substantial assigned 05/04/2012 by Scott Sanders, FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC)staff has reviewed ETDM #13789 in
Osceola County, and provides the following comments related to potential effects to fish and wildlife resources on this Programming Phase project.
The Project Description Summary states that this project involves the construction of an eastward extension of the Osceola Parkway from its eastern
terminus at Boggy Creek Road to CR 15 (Narcoosee Road) and east to the proposed Southport Connector toll road. The 4-lane divided highway would
be constructed as either a high speed urban arterial with a 200-foot-wide Right-of-way (ROW) or a limited access roadway with a 300-foot-wide ROW.
The design would allow a potential expansion to six lanes by adding lanes in the median.
Three alternative alignments are proposed for further study. Alternative 1, the "northern alternative", runs along the Osceola/Orange County line to a
point approximately 4,000 feet east of Narcoosee Road, where it curves south and then east around the FWC's Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife
and Environmental Area (Split Oak) to end at the proposed alignment for the Southport Connector. A portion of this 10.62-mile-long alternative would
follow existing segments of Boggy Creek Road. Alternative 1 also includes a 1.42-mile-long north-south segment, which follows Boggy Creek Road to
connect the Osceola Parkway with the Central Florida Greenway (SR 417) in Orange County. Alternative 2, one of two "southern alternatives", follows
the existing alignment of the Osceola Parkway to its terminus at Boggy Creek Road, then takes a new alignment east to join with Boggy Creek Road,
which it follows to Narcoosee Road, and then runs along the same alignment as Alternative 1. Alternative 2 is 11.57 miles long. Alternative 3 is the
same as Alternative 2, except for a more northerly alignment between the east end of the existing Osceola Parkway and the merge with Boggy Creek
Road. Alternative 3 is 11.80 miles long. All three alternatives follow the same alignment between Narcoosee Road and the proposed Southport
Connector.
The project area was evaluated for potential fish, wildlife, and habitat resources within 500 feet of the proposed alignment. Our assessment reveals that
the three alternatives are similar in landcover characteristics: 22.65 to 25.56% urban and 16.87 to 23.44% agriculture, with the remainder in a similar
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variety of native vegetative communities. Wetlands within the assessment area total 118.16 acres for Alternative 1, 91.43 acres for Alternative 2, and
106.18 acres for Alternative 3. Wetland types include Freshwater Marsh and Wet Prairie, Cypress Swamp, Mixed Wetland Forest, Shrub Swamp, and
Hardwood Swamp. Native upland plant communities along the alternative alignments include, in order of abundance, Pine Flatwoods, Dry Prairies,
Shrub and Brushland, Mixed Hardwood-Pine Forests, Hardwood Hammocks and Forests, Sand Pine Scrub, Xeric Oak Scrub, Sandhill, and Grassland.
The majority of the undeveloped habitat occurs in the proposed road segment east of Narcoosee Road to the eastern terminus at the proposed
Southport Connector toll road.
Based on range and preferred habitat type, the following species listed by the Federal Endangered Species Act and the State of Florida as Federally
Endangered (FE), Federally Threatened (FT), State-Threatened (ST), or State Species of Special Concern (SSC) may occur along the project area:
gopher frog (SSC), American alligator (FT), Eastern indigo snake (FT), Florida pine snake (SSC), gopher tortoise (ST), crested caracara (FT), Florida
burrowing owl (SSC), Southeastern American kestrel (ST), snail kite (FE), Florida sandhill crane (ST), Florida scrub jay (FT), wood stork (FE), limpkin
(SSC), snowy egret (SSC), little blue heron (SSC), tricolored heron (SSC), white ibis (SSC), roseate spoonbill (SSC), Florida mouse (SSC), Florida
black bear (ST), and Sherman's fox squirrel (SSC). Three bald eagle nests have been recorded within one mile of the alternative road alignments, but
none are within the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) recommended buffer distances required to avoid a take.
The GIS analysis revealed several specific characteristics associated with lands along the project alignment that provide an indication of potential
habitat quality or sensitivity that will require field studies to verify the presence or absence of listed wildlife species and the quality of wildlife habitat
resources. Within the assessment area, the totals for lands ranked High, Moderately High, or Medium by the FWC's Integrated Wildlife Habitat Ranking
System are: 808.8 acres (54.90%) for Alternative 1, 768.9 acres (54.16%) for Alternative 2, and 745.5 acres (51.84%) for Alternative 3. Totals for land
ranked High, Moderately High, and Medium by the FWC's Potential Habitat Richness are: 853.1 acres (57.91%) for Alternative 1, 747.7 acres (52.67%)
for Alternative 2, and 719.3 acres (50.01%) for Alternative 3. FWC Strategic Habitat Conservation Areas for the Cooper's hawk, scrub jay, and snail kite
within the assessment area total 103.0 acres for Alternative 1, 105.9 acres for Alternative 2, and 85.1 acres for Alternative 3. All the alternatives are
within USFWS Consultation Areas for Caracara, Red-cockaded Woodpecker, Scrub Jay, Snail Kite, and Lake Wales Ridge Plants, and within the core
foraging areas of four wood stork colonies.
There are several areas of notable wildlife habitat along the proposed alternative alignments. Boggy Creek and its narrow floodplain provide a wildlife
travel corridor through a suburban landscape, and it would be crossed by all three alternatives. Alternative 1 would cross the creek at an existing twolane bridge in a disturbed portion of the floodplain. Alternatives 2 or 3 would require a bridge where none currently exits, with more impact to the
habitat. Two cypress dome wetlands and their adjacent upland buffers within the Raintree residential community are part of the mitigation plan for that
development, with conservation easements granted to the South Florida Water Management District. Alternative 1 would bisect one of these wetlands,
while Alternatives 2 or 3 would cross the edge of the other. Alternatives 2 and 3 would also cross a similar cypress wetland conservation area within the
Boggy Creek Landings development. Most of the significant wildlife habitat is within the eastern segment of the proposed alignment for all alternatives,
between Narcoosee Road and the proposed Southport Connector. Wetland habitats that would be crossed in this section include a mixed wetland
forest between one and two thousand feet east of Narcoosee Road, a marsh and shrub swamp south of Split Oak, another mixed wetland forest strand
at the west boundary of Deseret Ranch, and a large marshy pond with hardwood swamp islands at the eastern terminus of the alignment. Two areas of
good pine and dry prairie upland habitat within this eastern segment occur west of Split Oak and on Deseret Ranch between the wetland strands. The
proposed road segment extending east of Narcoosee Road to the proposed Southport Connector, shared by all three alternative alignments, goes
around the southwest and south boundaries of the Split Oak tract, nearly touching the southwest corner and within 300 to 1,000 feet of this tract over a
distance of almost 1.5 miles. This 1,689-acre tract is owned by Osceola and Orange counties, and managed by the FWC as a Wildlife and
Environmental Area, with emphasis on the gopher tortoise and other listed species. Construction of a multi-lane, divided highway so close to Split Oak
has the potential to adversely affect regional wildlife populations, as well as management of these public conservations lands. Habitat fragmentation
and isolation, restriction of wildlife movements, significant wildlife roadkill, noise pollution, and impact on controlled burning and other management
practices are all issues that should be addressed with regards to potential effects of this highway segment on Split Oak.
Primary wildlife issues associated with this project include: the direct destruction, fragmentation, and isolation of valuable wildlife habitat; potential
adverse effects to a moderate number of species listed by the Federal Endangered Species Act as Endangered or Threatened, or by the State of
Florida as Threatened or Species of Special Concern; potential water quality degradation as a result of additional stormwater runoff from the new or
expanded roadway surface draining into adjacent wetlands; potential for increased wildlife roadkill; potential interference with the management
(especially controlled burning) of the Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area; and secondary impacts of new road construction
that result in additional loss of wildlife habitat.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Based on the project information provided, we believe that the direct and indirect effects of this project could be
substantial. Most of the adverse impacts to fish and wildlife resources are associated with the segment of highway proposed to extend east of
Narcoosee Road to the proposed Southport Connector.
Additional Comments (optional): We recommend that the Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study address natural resources by
including the following measures for conserving fish and wildlife and habitat resources that may occur within and adjacent to the project area. Plant
community mapping and wildlife surveys for the occurrence of wildlife species listed by the Federal Endangered Species Act as Endangered or
Threatened, or by the State of Florida as Threatened or Species of Special Concern should be performed, both along the ROW and within sites
proposed for Drainage Retention Areas. Based on the survey results, a plan should be developed to address direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of
the project on wildlife and habitat resources, including listed species. Avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures should also be formulated and
implemented. If gopher tortoises or nests of other ST or SSC species are present within any permanent or temporary construction area, a permit should
be obtained from the FWC. Drainage Retention Areas and equipment staging areas should be located in previously disturbed sites to avoid habitat
destruction or degradation. Opportunities should also be investigated for providing structures to maintain habitat connectivity. A compensatory
mitigation plan should include the replacement of any wetland, upland, or aquatic habitat lost as a result of the project. This could be achieved by
purchasing land, or securing conservation easements over lands adjacent to existing public lands, and by habitat restoration. Replacement habitat for
mitigation should be type for type, as productive, and equal to or of higher functional value. Land acquisition and restoration of appropriate tracts
adjacent to existing public lands near the project area, or tracts placed under conservation easement or located adjacent to large areas of jurisdictional
wetlands that currently serve as regional core habitat areas, would be supported by our agency. Please notify us immediately if the design, extent, or
footprint of the current project is modified, as we may choose to provide additional comments and/or recommendations.
We appreciate the opportunity to provide input on highway design and the conservation of fish and wildlife resources. Please contact Brian Barnett at
(772) 579-9746 or email brian.barnett@MyFWC.com to initiate the process for further overall coordination on this project.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by John Wrublik, US Fish and Wildlife Service
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Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Federally-listed species and fish and wildlife resources
Comments on Effects to Resources: Federally listed species - The Service has reviewed our Geographic Information Systems (GIS) database for
recorded locations of federally listed threatened and endangered species on or adjacent to the project study area. The GIS database is a compilation of
data received from several sources.
Wood Stork
The project corridor is located in the Core Foraging Areas (CFA)(within 18.6 miles ) of an active nesting colony of the endangered wood stork (Mycteria
americana). The Service believes that the loss of wetlands within a CFA due to an action could result in the loss of foraging habitat for the wood stork.
To minimize adverse effects to the wood stork, we recommend that any lost foraging habitat resulting from the project be replaced within the CFA of the
affected nesting colony. Moreover, wetlands provided as mitigation should adequately replace the wetland functions lost as a result of the action. The
Service does not consider the preservation of wetlands, by itself, as adequate compensation for impacts to wood stork foraging habitat, because the
habitat lost is not replaced. Accordingly, any wetland mitigation plan proposed should include a restoration, enhancement, or creation component. In
some cases, the Service accepts wetlands compensation located outside the CFA of the affected wood stork nesting colony. Specifically, wetland
credits purchased from a "Service Approved" mitigation bank located outside of the CFA would be acceptable to the Service, provided that the impacted
wetlands occur within the permitted service area of the bank.
For projects that impact 5 or more acres of wood stork foraging habitat, the Service requires a functional assessment be conducted using our "Wood
Stork Foraging Analysis Methodology"(Methodology) on the foraging habitat to be impacted and the foraging habitat provided as mitigation. The
Methodology can found in the Service's May 18, 2010, wood stork determination key (Service Federal Activity Code Number 41420-2007-FA-1494)
provided to the Corps.
The Service believes that the following federally listed species have the potential to occur in or near the project site: Audubon's crested caracara
(Caracara cheriway = Polyborus plancus audubonii), Florida scrub-jay (Aphlecoma coerulescens) red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides borealis), wood
stork, and the eastern indigo snake (Drymarchon corais couperi). Accordingly, the Service recommends that the Florida Department of Transportation
(FDOT) prepare a Biological Assessment for the project (as required by 50 CFR 402.12) during the FDOT's Project Development and Environment
process.
Fish and Wildlife Resources - All three proposed alternatives would impact fish and wildlife habitat within Boggy Creek and its adjacent riparian area. It
appears that Alternative 1 (the northern most alternative modified as discussed below) would result in the least impacts to Boggy Creek and adjacent
lands. To further minimize impacts to fish and wildlife resources, we recommend that the entire Boggy Creek flood plain be bridged
The Service notes that lands within much of the proposed study area (the section of the project from the existing eastern terminus of the Osceola
Parkway to County Road 15 [Narcoosee Road], excluding the Boggy Creek area) have been affected by commercial and residential development.
However, the eastern section of the proposed roadway extension (County Road 15 to the proposed Southport Connector ) will largely affect
undeveloped land that currently provides valuable habitat for fish and wildlife. Construction of the project will result in the direct loss and fragmentation
of fish and wildlife habitat. Indirectly, the operation of roadway following construction would: (1) increase the potential for injury and mortality to wildlife
resulting from collisions with motor vehicles, and (2) result in degradation to remaining wildlife habitat adjacent to the project corridor (e.g., disturbance
from motor vehicle noise and roadway lights, liter, stormwater runoff etc.). Moreover, the Service believes that the new motor vehicle access provided
by eastern section of the project corridor (County Road 15 to the proposed Southport Connector ) will significantly increase the likelihood that existing
fish and wildlife habitat in the area will be converted to residential and commercial development. Such development would be less likely to occur but for
the new access provided by the roadway.
The Service notes that Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 are designed to connect to the Southport Connector, a proposed six-lane toll road that that not yet been
approved to date. It is uncertain if the Southport Connector project will ever be constructed (due to lack of funding, environmental concerns etc.). The
Service finds that the construction of this section of roadway and the proposed Southport Connector roadway (if constructed) would promote significant
urban sprawl and likely result in the loss of a substantial amount of fish and wildlife habitat. As such, we cannot support Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 as
designed. To reduce the project's effects to fish and wildlife in the region, we recommend that alternatives 1, 2, and 3 be redesigned to terminate at
County Road 15 (Narcoosee Road). We believe that such a design would still largely meet the objective of the project by providing additional east-west
connectivity in the study area, while reducing the potential for urban sprawl and significant loss of fish and wildlife habitat.
CLC Commitments and Recommendations: Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
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The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Wildlife and Habitat issue for this alternative: US Forest Service
ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Cultural Issues
Coordinator Summary: Historic and Archaeological Sites Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Historic and Archaeological Sites Issue: 3 found
3 Moderate assigned 05/02/2012 by Elliott York, Seminole Tribe of Florida
Coordination Document: No Selection
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Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Due to the presence of a prehistoric mound (8OR2185) which is potentially eligible for the NRHP, the
STOF-THPO would like to request a CRAS be conducted in order to determine effects, if any, to archaeological sites within or near the project corridor.
The CRAS should focus primarily around site 8OR2185 as all 3 alternatives have potential to impact this site. Although the survey should focus on the
area around site 8OR2185, this does not preclude the segments of other alternative corridors (2 and 3) from being systematically surveyed in order to
identify cultural resources that might be affected by this undertaking.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The STOF-THPO would like to review the results of the CRAS before commenting on possible effects to
archaeological sites in the project area.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by Daniel McClarnon, FL Department of State
Coordination Document: PD&E Support Document As Per PD&E Manual
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Generally, the corridors are in a medium/high probability area for archaeological sites, both historic
and prehistoric. Specifically, the extension east of CR 15/SR 500 of all three alternatives is likely to impact a recorded NRHP-elible prehistoric site, and
impact undeveloped areas which may also contain similar sites.
Most of the previously recorded structures have been identified as not NRHP-eligible.
Comments on Effects to Resources: A Cultural Resource Assessment Survey (CRAS) should be completed for the project alternatives. Survey of the
area west of CR 15/SR 500 will be able to utilize previous CRAS reports which cover portions of the APE. The area east of CR 15/SR 500 will need to
be surveyed for archaeological sites and historic properties. The previously recorded archaeological site 8OR2185 was based on an informant report
only and has not been ground-truthed. The structural APE for the CRAS should be built wide enough to consider larger rural properties.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Recreation Areas Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Recreation Areas Issue: 4 found
3 Moderate assigned 05/24/2012 by Madolyn Dominy, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Resources: Recreation Areas - conservation lands, wildlife management areas, Florida Managed
Areas.
Level of Importance: These recreational areas are of a high level of importance in the State of Florida. A moderate degree of effect is being assigned to
this issue for the proposed project, Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy
Creek Road/SR 417 Access Road, (ETDM #13789).
Comments on Effects to Resources: A review of GIS analysis in the EST at the programming screen phase of the project indicates that the Split Oak
Mitigation Park and the Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area, a Florida Managed Area and FFWCC Management Area, is
located within close proximity of the proposed project alignments.
The PD&E phase of the project should include a survey of the area to identify if there are any additional recreation areas within proximity of all of the
proposed roadway alignments. The potential to the Split Oak Mitigation Park and the Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area
may require a Section 4(f) review. Impact to recreation areas, including the one listed above, should be evaluated and considered when selecting an
Alternative alignment and design and construction options/alternatives for this roadway. Direct and indirect impact to recreational areas should be
avoided or minimized to the best extent practicable.
Impact to recreation areas, including those listed above, should be considered when selecting an alternative for this roadway. All three Alternatives
have the potential to have an impact on environmentally sensitive and valuable resources. Any impact to these resources should be avoided or
minimized to the best extent practicable.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The easternmost portion of all three of the alternative corridors passes through or is adjacent to Split
Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area, which is owned by Orange and Osceola Counties and managed by the Florida Fish and
Wildlife Conservation Commission. The mitigation park is currently managed to enhance and preserve gopher tortoise habitat. Alternatives 1 and 2
traverse the southwest corner of the park, while 3 lies just outside the park boundary. The terminus of all three alternatives is the proposed Southport
Connector, a toll road that has not yet been approved. The Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area contains hiking trails,
significant natural communities and numerous element occurrences of listed species, as indicated by the Florida Natural Areas Inventory.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The Department is interested in preserving the area's natural communities, wildlife corridor functions, natural
flood control, stormwater runoff filtering capabilities, aquifer recharge potential, contributions to regional spring complexes, and recreational trail
opportunities. The DEP's Florida Communities Trust (FCT) provided a grant award for acquisition of this land to Osceola County and placed restrictions
on the use of the property. If the proposed parkway impacts any portion of the property, the FCT would have to review and approve such a request. The
FCT would recommend denial of a request to use park property for road right-of-way if reasonable alternatives exist. Additionally, the location of a
major road of this nature would greatly limit the ability of the land managers to conduct the necessary prescribed burns that the area requires to
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maintain its natural communities. The Department recommends that the terminus for the proposed road be moved to an existing highway, such as
County Road 15.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Anita Barnett, National Park Service
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: None found.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Recreation Areas issue for this alternative: South Florida Water
Management District
Coordinator Summary: Section 4(f) Potential Issue
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Section 4(f) Potential Issue: 1 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
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Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Community Issues
Coordinator Summary: Aesthetics Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Aesthetics Issue: 2 found
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Alternative 1, and the project in general, involves the development of a new roadway throughout a
largely residential area along the western portion of the study area and a largely rural, undeveloped area along the eastern portion of the study area.
The project will impact the existing viewshed, community focal points and general make-up of the community.
There are several noise sensitive sites / receivers that will be evaluated for abatement measures during the PD&E Study. In the event noise levels
exceed abatement criteria and noise walls are deemed reasonable and feasible, best practices will be used to implement an aesthetically pleasing
design to the extent possible.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The Aesthetics category will receive a "Moderate" Degree of Effect due to the proximity of noise sensitive sites
and the potential for abatement measures.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Economic Issue
1 Enhanced assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Economic Issue: 2 found
1 Enhanced assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
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Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The existing transportation network will fail to meet the needs of the area due to continued growth in
population, residential development and the addition of vital employment centers such as Medical City, Lake Nona and other industry associated with
Orlando International Airport. This alternative has the potential to alleviate congestion on the local transportation network and improve access to
planned residential, office, institutional and commercial land uses. Moreover, this option would improve connectivity to SR 417.
The Osceola Parkway Extension will provide access to transit / intermodal facilities including the Orlando International Airport, the Sunrail station
(commuter rail) in addition to other important arterial corridors such as SR 417 and Narcoossee Road. This is especially significant due to the nature of
the area in relation to the high-tech, educational and institutional development that has been part of local and state planning efforts for the last few
decades.
Comments on Effects to Resources: This category will receive an "Enhanced" Degree of Effect because the project has the ability to increase
connectivity between major employment centers, residential land uses and transportation corridors.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Land Use Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Land Use Issue: 3 found
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: This alignment is generally consistent with long range planning efforts of surrounding municipalities'
future land use plans and growth management plans; however, the development of a new corridor along this alignment would alter the existing land
use, viewshed, aesthetic features and general character of the study area. It should be noted that while this project is being developed by the Osceola
County Expressway Authority (OCX), much of Alternative 1 falls within Orange County. This matter will need to be addressed between the two
agencies as the PD&E study moves forward.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The category will receive a "Moderate" rating for the Degree of Effect due to the impacts to the character of the
area and the existing natural and physical environments.
Coordinator Feedback: None
3 Moderate assigned 05/24/2012 by Jeannette Hallock-Solomon, FL Department of Economic Opportunity
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The titles and adoption dates of the comprehensive plans are as follows:
a. Osceola County - "Osceola County Comprehensive Plan 2025", August 16, 2010
b. Orange County - "Orange County, Florida Comprehensive Plan 2010-2030, Destination 2030", January 21, 2012
c. Orlando - "City of Orlando Growth Management Plan", December 5, 2011
Comments on Effects to Resources: The project is compatible with the communities' development goals. On February 27, 2012, the Department of
Economic Opportunity sent an email to the City of Orlando, Osceola County, and Orange County inviting them to provide their comments concerning
whether the project alternatives are compatible with their comprehensive plans. Orange County did not provide comments.
However, an email from the City of Orlando staff dated March 8, 2012, provided comments. The email included three staff reports identifying proposed
development adjacent to the proposed extension. The City staff notes the following: a.) The timing of the proposed development is unclear; b.) The
sites are currently vacant; c.) No building permits have been issued; and d.) The access and circulation of the final site plans may need to be amended
based on the chosen alternative. The City's comments relate to the local development review process, and do not have a bearing on the
appropriateness of one alternative versus another.
Also, a letter from Osceola County staff dated March 8, 2012, notes that "The proposed roadway is consistent and compatible with the Osceola County
Comprehensive Plan." The letter then provides a detailed description of relevant policies with which the project is consistent.
Economic Development:
For alternatives 1-3, the project will result in the more efficient operation of the Osceola Parkway and area roadways, which will in turn support new
development. For alternatives 1-3, the project will generate jobs associated with the roadway improvements.
Future Transportation Map:
The project is depicted on Osceola and Orange Counties' Future Transportation Maps. Osceola Maps TRN 1A and TRN 1B depict an alignment of the
Osceola Parkway Extension that includes elements of each of the alternatives. The maps also depict a wider "Osceola Parkway Corridor" area which
encompasses each of the alternatives. The portion of Alternative 1, which is located in Orange County, is depicted on the Future Conditions Number of
Lanes 2030 Map, Map 1C.
Future Land Use Map Categories:
Osceola - Low Density Residential, Rural Enclave, Mixed Use, and Conservation
Orange - Planned Development and Rural
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Orlando - Urban Village, Conservation, and Neighborhood Activity Center
It should be noted that Alternatives 1 and 2 cross the southwest corner of the Split Oak Forest Wildlife and Environmental Area (SOFWEA). Alternative
1 has greater impacts than alternative 2 because it crosses deeper into the SOFWEA. Alternative 3 is contiguous to the southwest corner but is fully
outside of the SOFWEA. Staff notes that Conservation Policy 1.10.8 of the Osceola County Comprehensive Plan states that "The County shall...
conserve and protect natural areas... including but not limited to, the Split Oak Wildlife Mitigation Areas...". Under Alternatives 1 and 2, the Osceola
Parkway would cross the SOFWEA at the very edge of its southwestern corner. While the amount of land that would be directly impacted is limited,
locating a major roadway in the SOFWEA is inconsistent with Conservation Policy 1.10.8. Therefore, staff's preference would be Alternative 3, which
avoids impacts to the SOFWEA.
Miscellaneous:
The project is not located an Area of Critical State Concern, not located in a Rural Area of Economic Concern, not located in a Coastal High Hazard
Area, and is not located near a military base.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Mobility Issue
1 Enhanced assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Mobility Issue: 2 found
1 Enhanced assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: This alternative involves the extension of the Osceola Parkway from Boggy Creek Road to the
Northeast Connector Expressway / Southport Connector within the Northeast District planned development on a northerly routing generally following
the Osceola / Orange County line. Alternative 1 also includes a connection from the proposed Osceola Parkway Extension northward to SR 417. It
should be noted that Orange County is currently improving the existing Boggy Creek Road (North) for the ultimate 4 lane widening, which would remain
in place if the Osceola Parkway Extension is constructed.
The proposed corridor would provide for additional east-west connectivity throughout the study area. Boggy Creek Road would remain for local access,
and therefore the existing mobility features would not be disrupted or significantly altered due to the need to preserve existing access to surrounding
land uses.
There are benefits associated with Alternative 1, including the potential for enhanced connectivity between major employments centers and residential
communities, reduced emergency response times and increased connectivity to major arterials and the local roadway network.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The Mobility category will receive a "Enhanced" Degree of Effect due to the balancing of impacts and benefits,
such as east-west connectivity and potential for relief on the surrounding roadway network.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Relocation Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Relocation Issue: 2 found
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Due to the nature of the alignment being considered and evaluated, and the current built environment
within the western portion of the study area, Alternative 1 has the potential to result in a substantial number of residential and business displacements.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Due to the likely probability for residential impacts, the Relocation category will receive a "Substantial" Degree
of Effect.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
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Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Social Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Social Issue: 3 found
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Alternative 1 includes the development of approximately 11 miles of new roadway that would be colocated, along sections of the existing Boggy Creek Road, a two lane rural roadway located in northern Osceola and southern Orange Counties. While
Alternative 1 is anticipated to result in significantly less impacts than the two southerly alignments (Alternatives 2 and 3), there is still the potential for
significant community impacts that will be evaluated during the study.
The development of a new roadway would involve the need for new right of way, which has the potential to bisect or split neighborhoods, and directly
impact community cohesion and other key social factors. Moreover, the extension of the Parkway is likely to alter the fundamental characteristics of the
community including the largely residential area on the west (Raintree Park, Wyndham Lakes, Quail Ridge, Heritage Lakes and Villa Sol) and the
largely rural, undeveloped area on the east.
The GIS analyses conducted in the Environmental Screening Tool (EST) indicates census blocks within close proximity to the study area with minority
populations in excess of 40 percent. This should be considered during public outreach strategies and coordination with members of the community.
Comments on Effects to Resources: This category will receive a "Substantial" Degree of Effect due to the potential for social and community impacts
associated with extending the Osceola Parkway.
Coordinator Feedback: None
3 Moderate assigned 05/24/2012 by Jeannette Hallock-Solomon, FL Department of Economic Opportunity
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The titles and adoption dates of the comprehensive plans are as follows:
a. Osceola County - "Osceola County Comprehensive Plan 2025", August 16, 2010
b. Orange County - "Orange County, Florida Comprehensive Plan 2010-2030, Destination 2030", January 21, 2012
c. Orlando - "City of Orlando Growth Management Plan", December 5, 2011
Comments on Effects to Resources: Local Parks:
City of Orlando - None of the 3 alternatives are within a quarter mile of a City of Orlando Park.
Orange County - Alternative 1 may be within .25 miles of Meadow Woods Park at 1751 Rhode Island Woods Circle, although the scale of available
maps makes it difficult to confirm.
Osceola County - Page 10-1 of the Osceola County data and analysis for the Parks and Recreational Facilities Element provides a map of County
parks. Based on that map, it appears that Alternative 1 may be within .25 miles of the 1 northernmost neighborhood park. However, the scale of
available maps makes it difficult to confirm.
The Department recommends, that if this project moves forward, the impacts to these potential 4(f) resources be analyzed.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
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The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Social issue for this alternative: US Environmental Protection Agency
ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Secondary and Cumulative Issues
Coordinator Summary: Secondary and Cumulative Effects Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Secondary and Cumulative Effects Issue: 1 found
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by John Morgan, South Florida Water Management District
Coordination Document: Permit Required
At-Risk Resource: Wildlife and Habitat
Comments on Effects: Possible wetland impacts may result due to the proposed project. A functional assessment of wetland impacts including the
habitat values provided to fish and wildlife will be required.
Recommended Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures: None found.
Recommended Actions to Improve At-Risk Resources: Reduce or eliminate wetland impacts or provide appropriate mitigation to offset functional
loss.
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For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
________________________________
At-Risk Resource: Wetlands
Comments on Effects: A functional assessment of wetland impacts will be required. Project limits lie within the East Lake Tohopekaliga and Lake
Myrtle Drainage Basins - per District criteria, cumulative impacts need to be addressed in addition to the mitigation required to address any direct and
secondary impacts to wetlands.
Recommended Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures: None found.
Recommended Actions to Improve At-Risk Resources: Reduce or eliminate wetland impacts or provide appropriate mitigation to offset functional
loss and cumulative impacts. Mitigation provided within the same basin will prevent cumulative impacts.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
Coordinator Feedback: None
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#2

Alternative

4.
Description

Alternative

4.1.

Alternative #2
Alternative Description
Southport Connector
ETAT Review Complete

Modes:

Roadway

SIS:

N

Description(s)

To:
Status:
Cost:

Segment

West of Boggy Creek Road
New Alignment
11.7 mi.

4.2.

From:
Type:
Total Length:

Segment Description(s)
Segment No.

Name

Beginning
Location

Location and Length
Ending Location Length (mi.)
11.804
11.568
1.419
10.617

Segment No.

Roadway Id

Segment No.

Year

Base Conditions
AADT

Segment No.

Year

AADT

Segment No.

Year

Segment No.

Year

EMP

Digitized
Digitized
Digitized
Digitized

Jurisdiction and Class
Urban Service Area

Jurisdiction

BMP

Functional Class

Lanes

Config

Lanes

Config

AADT

Lanes

Config

Cost Feasible Plan
AADT

Lanes

Config

Interim Plan

Needs Plan

Funding Sources
Overview

Effects

Project

4.3.

No funding sources found.
Project Effects Overview
Issue

Degree of Effect

Organization

Date Reviewed

Natural
Air Quality
Air Quality
Coastal and Marine
Coastal and Marine

2

Minimal

N/A N/A / No Involvement
2

Minimal

N/A N/A / No Involvement

US Environmental Protection Agency

05/22/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

National Marine Fisheries Service

05/10/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Contaminated Sites

2

Minimal

US Environmental Protection Agency

05/22/2012

Contaminated Sites

3

Moderate

FL Department of Environmental Protection

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Natural Resources Conservation Service

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

US Environmental Protection Agency

05/24/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

South Florida Water Management District

04/09/2012

Contaminated Sites
Farmlands
Farmlands
Floodplains
Floodplains
Floodplains

N/A N/A / No Involvement
3

Moderate

N/A N/A / No Involvement
3

Moderate

N/A N/A / No Involvement
3

Moderate

Infrastructure

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Navigation

N/A N/A / No Involvement

US Coast Guard

05/04/2012

US Army Corps of Engineers

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

US Fish and Wildlife Service

04/09/2012

Navigation
Navigation
Special Designations

2

Minimal

N/A N/A / No Involvement
4

Substantial
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Special Designations
Special Designations

4

Substantial

N/A N/A / No Involvement

FL Department of Environmental Protection

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Water Quality and Quantity

3

Moderate

South Florida Water Management District

04/09/2012

Water Quality and Quantity

3

Moderate

FL Department of Environmental Protection

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Water Quality and Quantity

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Wetlands

4

Substantial

FL Department of Environmental Protection

05/18/2012

Wetlands

4

Substantial

National Marine Fisheries Service

05/10/2012

Wetlands

4

Substantial

US Army Corps of Engineers

05/03/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Wetlands

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Wetlands

4

Substantial

US Fish and Wildlife Service

04/09/2012

Wetlands

4

Substantial

South Florida Water Management District

04/09/2012

Wildlife and Habitat

4

Substantial

FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission

05/04/2012

Wildlife and Habitat

4

Substantial

US Fish and Wildlife Service

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Wildlife and Habitat

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Cultural
Historic and Archaeological Sites

3

Historic and Archaeological Sites

4

Historic and Archaeological Sites

Moderate

Seminole Tribe of Florida

05/02/2012

Substantial

FL Department of State

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Recreation Areas

3

Moderate

US Environmental Protection Agency

05/24/2012

Recreation Areas

4

Substantial

FL Department of Environmental Protection

04/09/2012

Recreation Areas

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Recreation Areas

N/A N/A / No Involvement

National Park Service

04/09/2012

Section 4(f) Potential

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Community
Aesthetics

4

Substantial

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Aesthetics

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Economic

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Economic

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Land Use

4

Substantial

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Land Use

2

Minimal

FL Department of Economic Opportunity

05/24/2012

Land Use

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Mobility

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Mobility

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Relocation
Relocation

4

Substantial

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Social

4

Substantial

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Social

2

Minimal

FL Department of Economic Opportunity

05/24/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Social

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Secondary and Cumulative

Issues

Natural

Summary:

Coordinator

04/09/2012

and

South Florida Water Management District

Reviews

Moderate

ETAT

3

4.4.

Secondary and Cumulative Effects

ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Natural Issues
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Coordinator Summary: Air Quality Issue
2 Minimal assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Air Quality Issue: 2 found
2 Minimal assigned 05/22/2012 by Madolyn Dominy, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Resources: Air Quality
Level of Importance: Low, due to minimal degree of effect. A minimal degree of effect is being assigned to the air quality issue for the proposed project,
Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy Creek Road/SR 417 Access Road,
(ETDM #13789).
Comments on Effects to Resources: Osceola County in the area surrounding the project has not been designated non-attainment or maintenance for
ozone, carbon monoxide (CO) or particulate matter (PM) in accordance with the Clean Air Act. There are no violations of National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS). Nevertheless, it is recommended that the environmental review phase of this project consider the need for additional air impact
analyses. These types of analyses would include documenting the current pollutant concentrations recorded at the nearest air quality monitors, an
evaluation of anticipated emissions, and air quality trend analyses. It is also recommended that environmental reviews of the project include hot spot
analyses at the points in time and places where congestion are expected to be greatest or in areas of sensitive receptors. Air quality modeling using an
approved software program could be used as a means to determine whether any conformity issues or violations of air quality standards are anticipated
within the project area and/or counties. Current and proposed air quality requirements and standards should be used in modeling software programs.
Additional Comments (optional): As population growth and vehicle volumes increase, there is the potential to have air quality conformity and nonattainment issues in the future. FDOT, the Turnpike Enterprise Authority, MPOs, municipalities, and regional planning agencies should conduct air
quality modeling as traffic forecasts increase.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Coastal and Marine Issue
2 Minimal assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Coastal and Marine Issue: 2 found
2 Minimal assigned 05/10/2012 by Brandon Howard, National Marine Fisheries Service
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Based on our review of the information provided on the EST website, GIS-based effects analysis on
wetlands and interpretation of aerial photographs, NOAA's National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has determined that mixed wetland hardwood
swamp, freshwater creeks and emergent freshwater marsh occur along the project corridors. Named creek and water bodies include: Jim Branch,
Boggy Creek, and Ajay Lake. These wetland systems are moderate to high in quality. The highest quality wetlands within the corridor appear to be at
the east end of the study area, beyond County Road 15. Wetland systems such as these filter sediments, store water, serve as important wildlife
habitat, and support aquifer recharge. In addition, the wetlands along the proposed roadway project provide water quality functions, such as removal of
sediments, excess nutrients, and contaminants, which benefit and support these aquatic ecosystems. Through hydrological connections, these
wetlands also contribute plant material and other useable nutrients (both dissolved and particulate organic matter) into aquatic food webs that include
recreationally, commercially, and ecologically important species within downstream estuaries. Also of note is that the corridor passes just south of Split
Oak Forest Mitigation Bank.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The three alternatives merge at Tindall Acres Road and Boggy Creek Road. Beyond this point, the logical
terminus is County Road 15. NMFS recommends that the roadway terminate there. The project purpose of supporting traffic demands and system
linkage could still be accomplished. This would also eliminate the majority of impacts to the highest quality wetlands along the corridor. The extension of
the road into the undeveloped area past County Road 15 would promote further development causing a great deal of indirect impacts to wetlands.
Of the alternatives proposed, it appears that Alternative 1 would have the greatest amount of wetland impacts. NMFS does not support this alternative.
Alternative 1 would fragment a large wetland system within the Springlake Village Development. Based on the location of that wetland system, it is
likely mitigation. NMFS does not support impacting the high quality mitigation site. With the addition of the new north-south linkage for Alterative 1, it
appears that more wetlands could be impacted. If the eastern portion of the project beyond County Road 15 is eliminated, NMFS could support either
Alternative 2 or 3 as they appear to have similar impacts and utilize existing roads.
NMFS recommends that the existing roads be used to the maximum extent practicable. This alternative would demonstrate that adequate avoidance
measures have been taken.
In addition to the direct impacts from filling wetlands, construction activities may impact adjacent wetlands through sedimentation and runoff.
Additional Comments (optional): Magnuson-Stevens Act: Based on the project location, information provided in the ETDM website, and GIS-based
analysis of impacts, NMFS has no comments or recommendations to provide pursuant to the EFH requirements of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act (P.L. 104-297); and this project will not require an EFH Assessment. Further consultation on this matter is not
necessary unless future modifications are proposed and you believe that the proposed action may result in adverse impacts to EFH.
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Endangered Species Act: We are not aware of any threatened or endangered species or critical habitat under the purview of NMFS that occur within
the project area. However, it should be noted that a "no effect" determination must be made by the action agency and the reasoning underlying the
determination should be documented in a project file. Please coordinate closely with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for other species listed under the
Endangered Species Act that may require consultation.
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act: The comments NMFS provided regarding sequential mitigation are in accordance with the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Coastal and Marine issue for this alternative: South Florida Water
Management District
Coordinator Summary: Contaminated Sites Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Contaminated Sites Issue: 3 found
2 Minimal assigned 05/22/2012 by Madolyn Dominy, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Resources: Soils, groundwater, surface water which have the potential to be negatively affected by
contaminated site features such as underground petroleum storage tanks, industrial/commercial facilities with onsite storage of hazardous materials,
solid waste facilities, hazardous waste facilities, National Priority List (NPL) sites, etc.
Level of Importance: These resources are of a high level of importance in the State of Florida. A minimal degree of effect is being assigned to the
contaminated sites issue for the proposed project, Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector)
and Boggy Creek Road/SR 417 Access Road, (ETDM #13789).
Comments on Effects to Resources: EPA reviewed the contaminated sites GIS analysis data for buffer distances of 100, 200, and 500 feet. There
were some contaminated sites features identified in the online EST GIS analysis data search, including hazardous waste facilities, solid waste facilities,
and USEPA RCRA regulated facilities. Overall, there are not a substantial amount of contaminated sites features identified to be within the buffer
boundaries. Based on this data, impacts to and/or from contaminated site features are expected to be minimal. However, EPA recommends that this be
verified by further environmental review.
A Contamination Screening Evaluation should be conducted during the environmental review (PD&E) phase of the project. This type of study should
include a survey of the area to confirm the location of current listed contaminated site features, along with other contaminated site features which may
have been previously located in the area. Documentation of environmental impacts associated with contaminated sites or contaminated facilities should
be included in the report.
If any contaminated sites features (e.g., petroleum storage tanks) are to be impacted or removed during the construction phase of the project, sampling
and analysis should be conducted to determine if pollutants are present above regulatory levels. If high levels of pollutants are identified, remediation
may be required prior to commencement of construction of the project. Any anticipated remedial, removal, or cleanup activities should be discussed
and outlined in the Contamination Evaluation Screening report.
Coordinator Feedback: None
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: GIS data indicates that there are two hazardous waste facilities, two petroleum contamination
monitoring sites, three solid waste facilities and three RCRA regulated facilities within the 500-ft. project buffer zone.
Comments on Effects to Resources: A Contamination Screening Evaluation (similar to Phase I and Phase II Audits) may need to be conducted along
the project right-of-way in considering the proximity to potential petroleum and hazardous material handling facilities. The Contamination Screening
Evaluation should outline specific procedures that would be followed by the applicant in the event drums, wastes, tanks or potentially contaminated
soils are encountered during construction. Special attention should be made in the screening evaluation to historical land uses (such as solid waste
disposal) that may have an affect on the proposed project, including stormwater retention and treatment areas.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Contaminated Sites issue for this alternative: South Florida Water
Management District
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Coordinator Summary: Farmlands Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Farmlands Issue: 2 found
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by Rick Allen Robbins, Natural Resources Conservation Service
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The USDA-NRCS considers soil map units with important soil properties for agricultural uses to be
Prime Farmland. In addition, the USDA-NRCS considers any soils with important soil properties and have significant acreages that are used in the
production of commodity crops (such as, cotton, citrus, row crops, specialty crops, nuts, etc.) to be considered as Farmlands of Unique Importance or
Farmlands of Local Importance. Nationally, there has been a reduction in the overall amount of Prime and Unique Farmlands through conversion to non
-farm uses. This trend has the possibility of impacting the nation's food supply and exporting capabilities.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Conducting GIS analysis of Prime Farmland (using USDA-NRCS data) and Important Farmland Analysis (using
2008 SFWMD data and 2010 SSURGO data) has resulted in the determination that there are Farmland Soils of Unique Importance at all buffer widths.
The amounts range from 157.6 acres at the 100' buffer width and 805.0 acres at the 500' buffer width. In addition, there is between 57.1 acres (100'
buffer) and 117.5 acres (500' buffer) of cropland and pasture within the project area. Categorically, there are between 5.8 acres (100' buffer and 30.5
acres (500' buffer) of citrus groves. It is recommended that the project design be further evaluated to minimize impacts to these agricultural lands. Due
to the possible impacts to citrus groves of the project, we are assigning a Moderate Degree of Effect to Important Farmlands. However, if the project
design would stay within the existing right-of-way we would downgrade the degree of impact to None.
Additional Comments (optional): The GIS analysis data indicates that approximately 56% of the total project area is classified as Farmland of Unique
Importance. The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) (PL 97-98; 7 U.S.C. 4201 et seq.) was enacted to protect the amount of open farmland which
has substantially decreased as a result of land use changes. It states that Federal programs which contribute to the unnecessary and irreversible
conversion of farmland to nonagricultural uses will be minimized.Agencies are also to consider alternative actions and ensure that their programs are
compatible with state and local government programs.
Environmental assessments must be prepared for actions which may adversely affect such unique geographic characteristics as prime farmlands. The
regulations apply to construction activities, development grants and loans, and certain Federal land management decisions that contribute either
directly or indirectly to loss of farmland.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Floodplains Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Floodplains Issue: 3 found
3 Moderate assigned 05/24/2012 by Madolyn Dominy, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Resources: Floodplains
Level of Importance: Development within the 100-year floodplain is of a high level of importance. Construction of roadways within the floodplain should
not impede, obstruct or divert the flow of water or debris in the floodplain which would alter the roadway's discharge capacity or otherwise adversely
affect public health, safety and welfare, or cause damage to public or private property in the event of a flood. A moderate degree of effect is being
assigned to the proposed project, Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy
Creek Road/SR 417 Access Road, (ETDM #13789).
Comments on Effects to Resources: A review of GIS analysis data (Special Flood Hazard Areas, FEMA Insurance Rate Maps 1996 and DFIRM
Flood Hazard Areas) in the EST at the programming screen phase of the project indicates that approximately 20% to 25% of the project area is located
within the 100-year floodplain.
Comments relating to floodplains include the fact that any development within the 100-year floodplain has the potential for placing citizens and property
at risk of flooding and producing changes in floodplain elevations and plan view extent. Development (such as roadways, housing developments, strip
malls and other commercial facilities) within floodplains increases the potential for flooding by limiting flood storage capacity and exposing people and
property to flood hazards. Development also reduces vegetated buffers that protect water quality and destroys important habitats for fish and wildlife.
The PD&E phase of this project should include an evaluation of floodplain impacts. FDOT should consider alternatives to avoid adverse effects and
incompatible development in the floodplains. Efforts should be made to avoid or minimize impacts to floodplain resources and functions. Consultation
and coordination with appropriate flood management agencies should occur relating to regulatory requirements, avoidance, minimization and/or
mitigation strategies. A Floodplain Evaluation Study should be conducted to determine floodplain impacts and to document avoidance, minimization,
and mitigation strategies.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
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Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by John Morgan, South Florida Water Management District
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: An Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) will be required for this project. The ERP application needs
to address compensating for floodplain storage lost due the construction of additional impervious areas. As part of an ERP application, the applicant
must demonstrate reasonable assurances the project meets applicable conditions for issuance of an ERP and will not be contrary to the public interest.
Please refer to Rule 40E-4.301 and 40E-4.302, Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) and the Basis of Review for ERP applications.
Any works proposed within District Right of Way may require a District Right of Way permit.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Floodplain compensating storage adequately hydraulically-connected to the floodplain must be provided for all
floodplain impacts proposed.
The far eastern portion of the project is proposed to cross the District's C-29A canal.
Additional Comments (optional): Environmental Resource Permit, Water Use Permit and District Right-of-Way Permit will be required for the
proposed project.
The FDOT is advised to contact the District's Right-of-Way Division regarding permitting requirements for altering/crossing District Canals. For
additional information please contact Jorge Patino with the District's Right-of-Way Section at (561) 682-6175 or jpatino@sfwmd.gov.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Floodplains issue for this alternative: FL Department of Environmental
Protection
Coordinator Summary: Infrastructure Issue
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Infrastructure Issue: 1 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Navigation Issue
2 Minimal assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Navigation Issue: 3 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 05/04/2012 by Evelyn Smart, US Coast Guard
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The proposed project will cross Boggy Creek. Boggy Creek is considered "Non-Navigable Waters of
the United States", therefore a Coast Guard Bridge Permit is not required for the proposed project.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
2 Minimal assigned 04/09/2012 by Andrew Phillips, US Army Corps of Engineers
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Boggy Creek and Jim Branch are currently navigable by canoe and kayaks.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Any proposed structures would be required to maintain the current navigability standards.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
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Coordinator Summary: Special Designations Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Special Designations Issue: 3 found
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by John Wrublik, US Fish and Wildlife Service
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Public Conservation Lands
Comments on Effects to Resources: Based on the information provided, it appears that the eastern section of the proposed roadway (County Road
15 to the proposed Southport Connector) may directly or indirectly affect fish and wildlife habitat within existing conservation lands at the Florida Fish
and Wildlife Conservation Commission's Split Oak Mitigation Park. To reduce the project's effects to public conservation lands and and fish and wildlife
habitat, we recommend that alternatives 1, 2, and 3 be redesigned to terminate at County Road 15 (Narcoosee Road). We believe that such a design
would still largely meet the objective of the project by providing additional east-west connectivity in the study area, while reducing the potential for
degradation and possibly loss of fish and wildlife habitat.
CLC Commitments and Recommendations: Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The easternmost portion of all three of the alternative corridors passes through or is adjacent to Split
Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area, which is owned by Orange and Osceola Counties and managed by the Florida Fish and
Wildlife Conservation Commission. The mitigation park is currently managed to enhance and preserve gopher tortoise habitat. Alternatives 1 and 2
traverse the southwest corner of the park, while 3 lies just outside the park boundary. The terminus of all three alternatives is the proposed Southport
Connector, a toll road that has not yet been approved. The Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area contains hiking trails,
significant natural communities and numerous element occurrences of listed species, as indicated by the Florida Natural Areas Inventory.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The Department is interested in preserving the area's natural communities, wildlife corridor functions, natural
flood control, stormwater runoff filtering capabilities, aquifer recharge potential, contributions to regional spring complexes, and recreational trail
opportunities. The DEP's Florida Communities Trust (FCT) provided a grant award for acquisition of this land to Osceola County and placed restrictions
on the use of the property. If the proposed parkway impacts any portion of the property, the FCT would have to review and approve such a request. The
FCT would recommend denial of a request to use park property for road right-of-way if reasonable alternatives exist. Additionally, the location of a
major road of this nature would greatly limit the ability of the land managers to conduct the necessary prescribed burns that the area requires to
maintain its natural communities. The Department recommends that the terminus for the proposed road be moved to an existing highway, such as
County Road 15.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Special Designations issue for this alternative: FL Department of
Agriculture and Consumer Services, South Florida Water Management District, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordinator Summary: Water Quality and Quantity Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Water Quality and Quantity Issue: 3 found
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by John Morgan, South Florida Water Management District
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: An Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) will be required for this project. The ERP application needs
to address water quality treatment and water quantity from the construction of additional impervious areas. As part of an ERP application, the applicant
must demonstrate reasonable assurances the project meets applicable conditions for issuance of an ERP, such as demonstrating the project will not
violate applicable water quality standards, and will not be contrary to the public interest. Please refer to Rule 40E-4.301 and 40E-4.302, Florida
Administrative Code (F.A.C.) and the Basis of Review for ERP applications.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Existing water quality treatment must be provided along with the required water quality treatment due to the
proposed activities (in accordance with the BOR). An additional 50 percent water quality treatment must be provided as a best management practice to
address impaired waters as well as the submittal of a phosphorus loading analysis demonstrating that the post-development phosphorus loading is a
reduction of the existing condition.
Water quantity criteria must be met. There are numerous master surface water management systems all around the project corridor. Documentation
identifying the allowable discharge rate for the area and substantiating the post-development discharge rate for the site must be provided.
There are numerous existing permits immediately adjacent to existing right-of-way. All impacts to previously-permitted surface water management
facilities resulting from this project will require a concurrent permit modification to those existing permits and will be a completeness item for permit
issuance for the proposed project.
Additional Comments (optional): Environmental Resource Permit, Water Use Permit and District Right-of-Way Permit will be required for the
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proposed project.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
Coordinator Feedback: None
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Analysis of environmental resources was conducted within 500 ft. of each of the three parkway
alternatives. The analysis shows that all corridors contain various amounts of palustrine and riverine wetlands that may be impacted by the proposed
parkway construction project. Due to the new bridges required, Alternatives 2 and 3 may result in greater water quality impacts to Boggy Creek, a
tributary of East Lake Tohopekaliga.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Stormwater runoff from the new parkway surface may alter adjacent wetlands and surface waters through
increased pollutant loading. Natural resource impacts within and adjacent to the proposed roadway right-of-way will likely include alteration of the
existing surface water hydrology and natural drainage patterns, and reduction in flood attenuation capacity of area creeks, ditches and sloughs as a
result of increased impervious surface within the watershed. Every effort should be made to maximize the treatment of stormwater runoff from the
proposed parkway project to prevent ground and surface water contamination. Stormwater treatment should be designed to maintain the natural predevelopment hydroperiod and water quality, as well as to protect the natural functions of adjacent wetlands, floodplains and waterbodies.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Water Quality and Quantity issue for this alternative: US
Environmental Protection Agency
Coordinator Summary: Wetlands Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Wetlands Issue: 6 found
4 Substantial assigned 05/18/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The EST indicates that there are approximately 115 acres of palustrine wetlands (8%) and 6 acres of
riverine wetlands within the 500-ft. buffer zone of the project.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Issues of concern for all alternatives include increased stormwater runoff and the increase of pollutants into
surface waters and wetlands as a result of the parkway project and other point and nonpoint sources. Every effort should be taken to maximize the
treatment of stormwater. The PD&E study should focus on identifying wetlands, analyzing their value and function, evaluating potential stormwater
pond sites to determine their impact on wetlands, avoidance and minimization strategies for wetlands and mitigation plans to compensate for potential
impacts. Impacts to wetlands should be strongly considered when choosing the parkway alignment alternative.
Additional Comments (optional): An Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) will be required from the South Florida Water Management District. The
ERP applicant will be required to eliminate or reduce the proposed wetland resource impacts of parkway/bridge construction to the greatest extent
practicable:
- Minimization should emphasize avoidance-oriented corridor alignments, wetland fill reductions via pile bridging and steep/vertically retained side
slopes, and median width reductions within safety limits.
- Wetlands should not be displaced by the installation of stormwater conveyance and treatment swales; compensatory treatment in adjacent uplands is
the preferred alternative.
- After avoidance and minimization have been exhausted, mitigation must be proposed to offset the adverse impacts of the project to existing wetland
functions and values. Significant attention is given to forested wetland systems, which are difficult to mitigate.
- The cumulative impacts of concurrent and future transportation improvement projects in the vicinity of the subject project should also be addressed.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 05/10/2012 by Brandon Howard, National Marine Fisheries Service
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Based on our review of the information provided on the EST website, GIS-based effects analysis on
wetlands and interpretation of aerial photographs, NOAA's National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has determined that mixed wetland hardwood
swamp, freshwater creeks and emergent freshwater marsh occur along the project corridors. Named creek and water bodies include: Jim Branch,
Boggy Creek, and Ajay Lake. These wetland systems are moderate to high in quality. The highest quality wetlands within the corridor appear to be at
the east end of the study area, beyond County Road 15. Wetland systems such as these filter sediments, store water, serve as important wildlife
habitat, and support aquifer recharge. In addition, the wetlands along the proposed roadway project provide water quality functions, such as removal of
sediments, excess nutrients, and contaminants, which benefit and support these aquatic ecosystems. Through hydrological connections, these
wetlands also contribute plant material and other useable nutrients (both dissolved and particulate organic matter) into aquatic food webs that include
recreationally, commercially, and ecologically important species within downstream estuaries. Also of note is that the corridor passes just south of Split
Oak Forest Mitigation Bank.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The three alternatives merge at Tindall Acres Road and Boggy Creek Road. Beyond this point, the logical
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terminus is County Road 15. NMFS recommends that the roadway terminate there. The project purpose of supporting traffic demands and system
linkage could still be accomplished. This would also eliminate the majority of impacts to the highest quality wetlands along the corridor. The extension of
the road into the undeveloped area past County Road 15 would promote further development causing a great deal of indirect impacts to wetlands.
Of the alternatives proposed, it appears that Alternative 1 would have the greatest amount of wetland impacts. NMFS does not support this alternative.
Alternative 1 would fragment a large wetland system within the Springlake Village Development. Based on the location of that wetland system, it is
likely mitigation. NMFS does not support impacting the high quality mitigation site. With the addition of the new north-south linkage for Alterative 1, it
appears that more wetlands could be impacted. If the eastern portion of the project beyond County Road 15 is eliminated, NMFS could support either
Alternative 2 or 3 as they appear to have similar impacts and utilize existing roads.
NMFS recommends that the existing roads be used to the maximum extent practicable. This alternative would demonstrate that adequate avoidance
measures have been taken.
In addition to the direct impacts from filling wetlands, construction activities may impact adjacent wetlands through sedimentation and runoff.
Additional Comments (optional): Magnuson-Stevens Act: Based on the project location, information provided in the ETDM website, and GIS-based
analysis of impacts, NMFS has no comments or recommendations to provide pursuant to the EFH requirements of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act (P.L. 104-297); and this project will not require an EFH Assessment. Further consultation on this matter is not
necessary unless future modifications are proposed and you believe that the proposed action may result in adverse impacts to EFH.
Endangered Species Act: We are not aware of any threatened or endangered species or critical habitat under the purview of NMFS that occur within
the project area. However, it should be noted that a "no effect" determination must be made by the action agency and the reasoning underlying the
determination should be documented in a project file. Please coordinate closely with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for other species listed under the
Endangered Species Act that may require consultation.
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act: The comments NMFS provided regarding sequential mitigation are in accordance with the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 05/03/2012 by Andrew Phillips, US Army Corps of Engineers
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Identify Resources and Level of Importance: wetlands including mixed wetland hardwoods, cypress,
and wetland forested mixed. Named tributary systems include: Jim Branch, Boggy Creek, and Ajay Lake. These wetland systems play a vital role as
habitat for wildlife, flood storage, water quality issues, and drainage for the surrounding areas. Further these systems have a chemical, physical, and
hydrological connection with waters of the United States. These waters along with their associated floodplain and tributaries are considered of
moderately high, to high importance. Remnant wetlands scattered throughout the proposed corridor vary in functions and value which may reduce their
importance. A functional analysis would determine the extent of high, moderate, and low quality wetland.
Additional resources of high importance include: Split Oak Forest Mitigation Bank, a wildlife crossing on Narcoossee Road just north of Clapp Simms
Duda Road which links existing conservation corridors, conservation areas associated with compensatory mitigation of DA permits, and primary
conservation network designated wetlands.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Direct impacts would include the elimination of functions and values of the wetlands within the roadway
footprint, any disturbed buffer, and create secondary effects along adjacent waters/buffer. The current design, which extends west into the "Northeast
Development", will lead to foreseeable direct, secondary, and cumulative wetland impacts which could adversely affect the watershed. Additionally, the
current design will link with the "Southport Connector" alternative studied by Osceola County further increasing foreseeable direct, secondary, and
cumulative wetland impacts. Given the amount of foreseeable impacts to regulated resources and their level of importance a degree of effect of
SUBSTANTIAL was selected. The Corps concurs with the USFWS recommendation to reduce the project's effects to wetlands and redesigning all
alternatives to terminate at County Road (CR) 15 (Narcoosee Road).
At this point, it is premature to comment on any alignment beyond CR 15 until the Southport Connector alignment is selected. CR 15 is the logical
terminus and precludes any irretrievable commitment of resources.
If all of the alternatives were redesigned to terminate at CR 15, it is the Corps opinion that alternatives 2 and 3 are less damaging than alterative 1
given the amount of existing roadway network that would be utilized by the project. The Corps recognizes that alternatives 2 and 3 would still require a
bridge over Boggy Creek; however, this bridge could be designed to reduce direct and secondary impacts to the regulated resources.
Further, it is the Corps recommendation that FDOT study an alternative which combines alternatives 1 and 2 at the intersection of Boggy Creek Road
and CR 530. By redesigning this curve the applicant would still be able to largely meet the project purpose while reducing impacts to Boggy Creek.
It should be noted that if FDOT continues to propose an alternative which extends east of CR 15 the Corps will request dispute resolution.
Additional Comments (optional): The Quality Enhancement Strategies for Wetland Impact Minimization developed by Florida Department of
Transportation-District 5 should be incorporated into this project and District should consider use of regional general permit SAJ-92.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by John Wrublik, US Fish and Wildlife Service
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Wetlands
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Comments on Effects to Resources: Wetlands provide important habitat for fish and wildlife. Data in the environmental screening tool indicate that
wetlands occur within the project area. To reduce the project's effects to wetlands, we recommend that alternatives 1, 2, and 3 be redesigned to
terminate at County Road 15 (Narcoosee Road). We believe that such a design would still largely meet the objective of the project by providing
additional east-west connectivity in the study area, while reducing the potential for degradation and loss of wetlands and fish and wildlife habitat.
CLC Commitments and Recommendations: Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by John Morgan, South Florida Water Management District
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: An Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) will be required for this project. The ERP application needs
to address work in wetlands and/or other surface waters, including any impacts to wetlands/other surface waters; and mitigation to offset those impacts.
As part of an ERP application, the applicant must demonstrate reasonable assurances the project meets applicable conditions for issuance of an ERP,
such as demonstrating the project will not result in adverse direct and/or secondary impacts to wetland functions and values, will not result in
unacceptable cumulative impacts to wetlands, and will not be contrary to the public interest. Please refer to Rule 40E-4.301 and 40E-4.302, Florida
Administrative Code (F.A.C.) and the Basis of Review for ERP applications.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Wetlands along the northern extent of all proposed alignments are under conservation easements dedicated to
SFWMD. Some areas provide mitigation for previously permitted projects and replacement mitigation would be required. All three alternatives have the
potential to impact these conservation easements. Any alternatives that include impacts to wetlands must maintain wildlife corridors in the design.
Alternative 2 proposes the crossing of Boggy Creek and may potentially cause harm to the associated wetlands as well as require authorization to use
Sovereign Submerged Lands.
Based on the information provided, it appears that the eastern section of the proposed roadway (County Road 15 to the proposed Southport Connector)
may directly or secondarily affect fish and wildlife habitat within existing conservation lands at the Split Oak Mitigation Park.
The submitted information indicates that the eastern portion of the project will terminate in such a way as to provide for future expansion that is not
addressed in the submittal. It appears the wetlands and other resources in the vicinity of this proposed terminus have great potential for secondary
impacts.
The potential for secondary impacts could be greatly reduced if the proposed Osceola Parkway extension terminates at the existing SR 15. Extending
Osceola Parkway beyond this point into an unspecified connector roadway will result in additional secondary impacts, for which mitigation would be
required.
Additional Comments (optional): Environmental Resource Permit, Water Use Permit and District Right-of-Way Permit will be required for the
proposed project.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Wetlands issue for this alternative: US Environmental Protection
Agency
Coordinator Summary: Wildlife and Habitat Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Wildlife and Habitat Issue: 3 found
4 Substantial assigned 05/04/2012 by Scott Sanders, FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC)staff has reviewed ETDM #13789 in
Osceola County, and provides the following comments related to potential effects to fish and wildlife resources on this Programming Phase project.
The Project Description Summary states that this project involves the construction of an eastward extension of the Osceola Parkway from its eastern
terminus at Boggy Creek Road to CR 15 (Narcoosee Road) and east to the proposed Southport Connector toll road. The 4-lane divided highway would
be constructed as either a high speed urban arterial with a 200-foot-wide Right-of-way (ROW) or a limited access roadway with a 300-foot-wide ROW.
The design would allow a potential expansion to six lanes by adding lanes in the median.
Three alternative alignments are proposed for further study. Alternative 1, the "northern alternative", runs along the Osceola/Orange County line to a
point approximately 4,000 feet east of Narcoosee Road, where it curves south and then east around the FWC's Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife
and Environmental Area (Split Oak) to end at the proposed alignment for the Southport Connector. A portion of this 10.62-mile-long alternative would
follow existing segments of Boggy Creek Road. Alternative 1 also includes a 1.42-mile-long north-south segment, which follows Boggy Creek Road to
connect the Osceola Parkway with the Central Florida Greenway (SR 417) in Orange County. Alternative 2, one of two "southern alternatives", follows
the existing alignment of the Osceola Parkway to its terminus at Boggy Creek Road, then takes a new alignment east to join with Boggy Creek Road,
which it follows to Narcoosee Road, and then runs along the same alignment as Alternative 1. Alternative 2 is 11.57 miles long. Alternative 3 is the
same as Alternative 2, except for a more northerly alignment between the east end of the existing Osceola Parkway and the merge with Boggy Creek
Road. Alternative 3 is 11.80 miles long. All three alternatives follow the same alignment between Narcoosee Road and the proposed Southport
Connector.
The project area was evaluated for potential fish, wildlife, and habitat resources within 500 feet of the proposed alignment. Our assessment reveals that
the three alternatives are similar in landcover characteristics: 22.65 to 25.56% urban and 16.87 to 23.44% agriculture, with the remainder in a similar
variety of native vegetative communities. Wetlands within the assessment area total 118.16 acres for Alternative 1, 91.43 acres for Alternative 2, and
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106.18 acres for Alternative 3. Wetland types include Freshwater Marsh and Wet Prairie, Cypress Swamp, Mixed Wetland Forest, Shrub Swamp, and
Hardwood Swamp. Native upland plant communities along the alternative alignments include, in order of abundance, Pine Flatwoods, Dry Prairies,
Shrub and Brushland, Mixed Hardwood-Pine Forests, Hardwood Hammocks and Forests, Sand Pine Scrub, Xeric Oak Scrub, Sandhill, and Grassland.
The majority of the undeveloped habitat occurs in the proposed road segment east of Narcoosee Road to the eastern terminus at the proposed
Southport Connector toll road.
Based on range and preferred habitat type, the following species listed by the Federal Endangered Species Act and the State of Florida as Federally
Endangered (FE), Federally Threatened (FT), State-Threatened (ST), or State Species of Special Concern (SSC) may occur along the project area:
gopher frog (SSC), American alligator (FT), Eastern indigo snake (FT), Florida pine snake (SSC), gopher tortoise (ST), crested caracara (FT), Florida
burrowing owl (SSC), Southeastern American kestrel (ST), snail kite (FE), Florida sandhill crane (ST), Florida scrub jay (FT), wood stork (FE), limpkin
(SSC), snowy egret (SSC), little blue heron (SSC), tricolored heron (SSC), white ibis (SSC), roseate spoonbill (SSC), Florida mouse (SSC), Florida
black bear (ST), and Sherman's fox squirrel (SSC). Three bald eagle nests have been recorded within one mile of the alternative road alignments, but
none are within the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) recommended buffer distances required to avoid a take.
The GIS analysis revealed several specific characteristics associated with lands along the project alignment that provide an indication of potential
habitat quality or sensitivity that will require field studies to verify the presence or absence of listed wildlife species and the quality of wildlife habitat
resources. Within the assessment area, the totals for lands ranked High, Moderately High, or Medium by the FWC's Integrated Wildlife Habitat Ranking
System are: 808.8 acres (54.90%) for Alternative 1, 768.9 acres (54.16%) for Alternative 2, and 745.5 acres (51.84%) for Alternative 3. Totals for land
ranked High, Moderately High, and Medium by the FWC's Potential Habitat Richness are: 853.1 acres (57.91%) for Alternative 1, 747.7 acres (52.67%)
for Alternative 2, and 719.3 acres (50.01%) for Alternative 3. FWC Strategic Habitat Conservation Areas for the Cooper's hawk, scrub jay, and snail kite
within the assessment area total 103.0 acres for Alternative 1, 105.9 acres for Alternative 2, and 85.1 acres for Alternative 3. All the alternatives are
within USFWS Consultation Areas for Caracara, Red-cockaded Woodpecker, Scrub Jay, Snail Kite, and Lake Wales Ridge Plants, and within the core
foraging areas of four wood stork colonies.
There are several areas of notable wildlife habitat along the proposed alternative alignments. Boggy Creek and its narrow floodplain provide a wildlife
travel corridor through a suburban landscape, and it would be crossed by all three alternatives. Alternative 1 would cross the creek at an existing twolane bridge in a disturbed portion of the floodplain. Alternatives 2 or 3 would require a bridge where none currently exits, with more impact to the
habitat. Two cypress dome wetlands and their adjacent upland buffers within the Raintree residential community are part of the mitigation plan for that
development, with conservation easements granted to the South Florida Water Management District. Alternative 1 would bisect one of these wetlands,
while Alternatives 2 or 3 would cross the edge of the other. Alternatives 2 and 3 would also cross a similar cypress wetland conservation area within the
Boggy Creek Landings development. Most of the significant wildlife habitat is within the eastern segment of the proposed alignment for all alternatives,
between Narcoosee Road and the proposed Southport Connector. Wetland habitats that would be crossed in this section include a mixed wetland
forest between one and two thousand feet east of Narcoosee Road, a marsh and shrub swamp south of Split Oak, another mixed wetland forest strand
at the west boundary of Deseret Ranch, and a large marshy pond with hardwood swamp islands at the eastern terminus of the alignment. Two areas of
good pine and dry prairie upland habitat within this eastern segment occur west of Split Oak and on Deseret Ranch between the wetland strands. The
proposed road segment extending east of Narcoosee Road to the proposed Southport Connector, shared by all three alternative alignments, goes
around the southwest and south boundaries of the Split Oak tract, nearly touching the southwest corner and within 300 to 1,000 feet of this tract over a
distance of almost 1.5 miles. This 1,689-acre tract is owned by Osceola and Orange counties, and managed by the FWC as a Wildlife and
Environmental Area, with emphasis on the gopher tortoise and other listed species. Construction of a multi-lane, divided highway so close to Split Oak
has the potential to adversely affect regional wildlife populations, as well as management of these public conservations lands. Habitat fragmentation
and isolation, restriction of wildlife movements, significant wildlife roadkill, noise pollution, and impact on controlled burning and other management
practices are all issues that should be addressed with regards to potential effects of this highway segment on Split Oak.
Primary wildlife issues associated with this project include: the direct destruction, fragmentation, and isolation of valuable wildlife habitat; potential
adverse effects to a moderate number of species listed by the Federal Endangered Species Act as Endangered or Threatened, or by the State of
Florida as Threatened or Species of Special Concern; potential water quality degradation as a result of additional stormwater runoff from the new or
expanded roadway surface draining into adjacent wetlands; potential for increased wildlife roadkill; potential interference with the management
(especially controlled burning) of the Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area; and secondary impacts of new road construction
that result in additional loss of wildlife habitat.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Based on the project information provided, we believe that the direct and indirect effects of this project could be
substantial. Most of the adverse impacts to fish and wildlife resources are associated with the segment of highway proposed to extend east of
Narcoosee Road to the proposed Southport Connector.
Additional Comments (optional): We recommend that the Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study address natural resources by
including the following measures for conserving fish and wildlife and habitat resources that may occur within and adjacent to the project area. Plant
community mapping and wildlife surveys for the occurrence of wildlife species listed by the Federal Endangered Species Act as Endangered or
Threatened, or by the State of Florida as Threatened or Species of Special Concern should be performed, both along the ROW and within sites
proposed for Drainage Retention Areas. Based on the survey results, a plan should be developed to address direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of
the project on wildlife and habitat resources, including listed species. Avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures should also be formulated and
implemented. If gopher tortoises or nests of other ST or SSC species are present within any permanent or temporary construction area, a permit should
be obtained from the FWC. Drainage Retention Areas and equipment staging areas should be located in previously disturbed sites to avoid habitat
destruction or degradation. Opportunities should also be investigated for providing structures to maintain habitat connectivity. A compensatory
mitigation plan should include the replacement of any wetland, upland, or aquatic habitat lost as a result of the project. This could be achieved by
purchasing land, or securing conservation easements over lands adjacent to existing public lands, and by habitat restoration. Replacement habitat for
mitigation should be type for type, as productive, and equal to or of higher functional value. Land acquisition and restoration of appropriate tracts
adjacent to existing public lands near the project area, or tracts placed under conservation easement or located adjacent to large areas of jurisdictional
wetlands that currently serve as regional core habitat areas, would be supported by our agency. Please notify us immediately if the design, extent, or
footprint of the current project is modified, as we may choose to provide additional comments and/or recommendations.
We appreciate the opportunity to provide input on highway design and the conservation of fish and wildlife resources. Please contact Brian Barnett at
(772) 579-9746 or email brian.barnett@MyFWC.com to initiate the process for further overall coordination on this project.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by John Wrublik, US Fish and Wildlife Service
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Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Federally listed species and fish and wildlife resources
Comments on Effects to Resources: Federally listed species - The Service has reviewed our Geographic Information Systems (GIS) database for
recorded locations of federally listed threatened and endangered species on or adjacent to the project study area. The GIS database is a compilation of
data received from several sources.
Wood Stork
The project corridor is located in the Core Foraging Areas (CFA)(within 18.6 miles ) of an active nesting colony of the endangered wood stork (Mycteria
americana). The Service believes that the loss of wetlands within a CFA due to an action could result in the loss of foraging habitat for the wood stork.
To minimize adverse effects to the wood stork, we recommend that any lost foraging habitat resulting from the project be replaced within the CFA of the
affected nesting colony. Moreover, wetlands provided as mitigation should adequately replace the wetland functions lost as a result of the action. The
Service does not consider the preservation of wetlands, by itself, as adequate compensation for impacts to wood stork foraging habitat, because the
habitat lost is not replaced. Accordingly, any wetland mitigation plan proposed should include a restoration, enhancement, or creation component. In
some cases, the Service accepts wetlands compensation located outside the CFA of the affected wood stork nesting colony. Specifically, wetland
credits purchased from a "Service Approved" mitigation bank located outside of the CFA would be acceptable to the Service, provided that the impacted
wetlands occur within the permitted service area of the bank.
For projects that impact 5 or more acres of wood stork foraging habitat, the Service requires a functional assessment be conducted using our "Wood
Stork Foraging Analysis Methodology"(Methodology) on the foraging habitat to be impacted and the foraging habitat provided as mitigation. The
Methodology can found in the Service's May 18, 2010, wood stork determination key (Service Federal Activity Code Number 41420-2007-FA-1494)
provided to the Corps.
The Service believes that the following federally listed species have the potential to occur in or near the project site: Audubon's crested caracara
(Caracara cheriway = Polyborus plancus audubonii), Florida scrub-jay (Aphlecoma coerulescens) red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides borealis), wood
stork, and the eastern indigo snake (Drymarchon corais couperi). Accordingly, the Service recommends that the Florida Department of Transportation
(FDOT) prepare a Biological Assessment for the project (as required by 50 CFR 402.12) during the FDOT's Project Development and Environment
process.
Fish and Wildlife Resources - All three proposed alternatives would impact fish and wildlife habitat within Boggy Creek and its adjacent riparian area. It
appears that Alternative 1 (the northern most alternative modified as discussed below) would result in the least impacts to Boggy Creek and adjacent
lands. To further minimize impacts to fish and wildlife resources, we recommend that the entire Boggy Creek flood plain be bridged
The Service notes that lands within much of the proposed study area (the section of the project from the existing eastern terminus of the Osceola
Parkway to County Road 15 [Narcoosee Road], excluding the Boggy Creek area) have been affected by commercial and residential development.
However, the eastern section of the proposed roadway extension (County Road 15 to the proposed Southport Connector ) will largely affect
undeveloped land that currently provides valuable habitat for fish and wildlife. Construction of the project will result in the direct loss and fragmentation
of fish and wildlife habitat. Indirectly, the operation of roadway following construction would: (1) increase the potential for injury and mortality to wildlife
resulting from collisions with motor vehicles, and (2) result in degradation to remaining wildlife habitat adjacent to the project corridor (e.g., disturbance
from motor vehicle noise and roadway lights, liter, stormwater runoff etc.). Moreover, the Service believes that the new motor vehicle access provided
by eastern section of the project corridor (County Road 15 to the proposed Southport Connector ) will significantly increase the likelihood that existing
fish and wildlife habitat in the area will be converted to residential and commercial development. Such development would be less likely to occur but for
the new access provided by the roadway.
The Service notes that Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 are designed to connect to the Southport Connector, a proposed six-lane toll road that that not yet been
approved to date. It is uncertain if the Southport Connector project will ever be constructed (due to lack of funding, environmental concerns etc.). The
Service finds that the construction of this section of roadway and the proposed Southport Connector roadway (if constructed) would promote significant
urban sprawl and likely result in the loss of a substantial amount of fish and wildlife habitat. As such, we cannot support Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 as
designed. To reduce the project's effects to fish and wildlife in the region, we recommend that alternatives 1, 2, and 3 be redesigned to terminate at
County Road 15 (Narcoosee Road). We believe that such a design would still largely meet the objective of the project by providing additional east-west
connectivity in the study area, while reducing the potential for urban sprawl and significant loss of fish and wildlife habitat.
CLC Commitments and Recommendations: Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
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The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Wildlife and Habitat issue for this alternative: US Forest Service
ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Cultural Issues
Coordinator Summary: Historic and Archaeological Sites Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Historic and Archaeological Sites Issue: 3 found
3 Moderate assigned 05/02/2012 by Elliott York, Seminole Tribe of Florida
Coordination Document: No Selection
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Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Due to the presence of a prehistoric mound (8OR2185) which is potentially eligible for the NRHP, the
STOF-THPO would like to request a CRAS be conducted in order to determine effects, if any, to archaeological sites within or near the project corridor.
The CRAS should focus primarily around site 8OR2185 as all 3 alternatives have potential to impact this site. Although the survey should focus on the
area around site 8OR2185, this does not preclude the segments of other alternative corridors (2 and 3) from being systematically surveyed in order to
identify cultural resources that might be affected by this undertaking.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The STOF-THPO would like to review the results of the CRAS before commenting on possible effects to
archaeological sites in the project area.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by Daniel McClarnon, FL Department of State
Coordination Document: PD&E Support Document As Per PD&E Manual
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Generally, the corridors are in a medium/high probability area for archaeological sites, both historic
and prehistoric. Specifically, the extension east of CR 15/SR 500 of all three alternatives is likely to impact a recorded NRHP-elible prehistoric site, and
impact undeveloped areas which may also contain similar sites.
Most of the previously recorded structures have been identified as not NRHP-eligible.
Comments on Effects to Resources: A Cultural Resource Assessment Survey (CRAS) should be completed for the project alternatives. Survey of the
area west of CR 15/SR 500 will be able to utilize previous CRAS reports which cover portions of the APE. The area east of CR 15/SR 500 will need to
be surveyed for archaeological sites and historic properties. The previously recorded archaeological site 8OR2185 was based on an informant report
only and has not been ground-truthed. The structural APE for the CRAS should be built wide enough to consider larger rural properties.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Recreation Areas Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Recreation Areas Issue: 4 found
3 Moderate assigned 05/24/2012 by Madolyn Dominy, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Resources: Recreation Areas - conservation lands, wildlife management areas, Florida Managed
Areas.
Level of Importance: These recreational areas are of a high level of importance in the State of Florida. A moderate degree of effect is being assigned to
this issue for the proposed project, Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy
Creek Road/SR 417 Access Road, (ETDM #13789).
Comments on Effects to Resources: A review of GIS analysis in the EST at the programming screen phase of the project indicates that the Split Oak
Mitigation Park and the Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area, a Florida Managed Area and FFWCC Management Area, is
located within close proximity of the proposed project alignments.
The PD&E phase of the project should include a survey of the area to identify if there are any additional recreation areas within proximity of all of the
proposed roadway alignments. The potential to the Split Oak Mitigation Park and the Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area
may require a Section 4(f) review. Impact to recreation areas, including the one listed above, should be evaluated and considered when selecting an
Alternative alignment and design and construction options/alternatives for this roadway. Direct and indirect impact to recreational areas should be
avoided or minimized to the best extent practicable.
Impact to recreation areas, including those listed above, should be considered when selecting an alternative for this roadway. All three Alternatives
have the potential to have an impact on environmentally sensitive and valuable resources. Any impact to these resources should be avoided or
minimized to the best extent practicable.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The easternmost portion of all three of the alternative corridors passes through or is adjacent to Split
Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area, which is owned by Orange and Osceola Counties and managed by the Florida Fish and
Wildlife Conservation Commission. The mitigation park is currently managed to enhance and preserve gopher tortoise habitat. Alternatives 1 and 2
traverse the southwest corner of the park, while 3 lies just outside the park boundary. The terminus of all three alternatives is the proposed Southport
Connector, a toll road that has not yet been approved. The Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area contains hiking trails,
significant natural communities and numerous element occurrences of listed species, as indicated by the Florida Natural Areas Inventory.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The Department is interested in preserving the area's natural communities, wildlife corridor functions, natural
flood control, stormwater runoff filtering capabilities, aquifer recharge potential, contributions to regional spring complexes, and recreational trail
opportunities. The DEP's Florida Communities Trust (FCT) provided a grant award for acquisition of this land to Osceola County and placed restrictions
on the use of the property. If the proposed parkway impacts any portion of the property, the FCT would have to review and approve such a request. The
FCT would recommend denial of a request to use park property for road right-of-way if reasonable alternatives exist. Additionally, the location of a
major road of this nature would greatly limit the ability of the land managers to conduct the necessary prescribed burns that the area requires to

mary Report
Page
- Project
37 of #13789
82
- Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy
Printed
Creekon:
Road
6/04/2012
/ SR 417 Access

maintain its natural communities. The Department recommends that the terminus for the proposed road be moved to an existing highway, such as
County Road 15.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Anita Barnett, National Park Service
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: None found.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Recreation Areas issue for this alternative: South Florida Water
Management District
Coordinator Summary: Section 4(f) Potential Issue
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Section 4(f) Potential Issue: 1 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
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Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Community Issues
Coordinator Summary: Aesthetics Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Aesthetics Issue: 2 found
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Alternatives 2 and 3 include new alignments throughout a largely residential area along the western
portion of the study area and a largely rural, undeveloped area in the eastern portion of the study area. Even with the utilization of the existing Boggy
Creek Road, these alternatives will significantly impact the existing viewshed, community focal points and general make-up of the community.
There are several noise sensitive sites / receivers that will be evaluated for abatement measures during the PD&E Study. In the event noise levels
exceed abatement criteria and noise walls are deemed reasonable and feasible, best practices will be used to implement an aesthetically pleasing
design to the extent possible.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The Aesthetics category will receive a "Substantial" Degree of Effect due to the proximity of noise sensitive sites
and the potential for abatement measures.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Economic Issue
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Economic Issue: 2 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
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Identified Resources and Level of Importance: None found.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Land Use Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Land Use Issue: 3 found
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The land use in the central portion of the study area is primarily composed of single family residential
housing units. There are also portions of the study area comprised of single family housing units on large acre parcels in rural enclaves. Limited
commercial uses are also interspersed throughout the study area. Alternatives 2 and 3 have the potential to alter existing land use patterns; however,
this would be minimized due to the largely developed nature of the western portion of the study area.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The category will receive a "Substantial" rating for the Degree of Effect due to the impacts to the character of
the area and the existing natural and physical environments.
Coordinator Feedback: None
2 Minimal assigned 05/24/2012 by Jeannette Hallock-Solomon, FL Department of Economic Opportunity
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The titles and adoption dates of the comprehensive plans are as follows:
a. Osceola County - "Osceola County Comprehensive Plan 2025", August 16, 2010
b. Orange County - "Orange County, Florida Comprehensive Plan 2010-2030, Destination 2030", January 21, 2012
c. Orlando - "City of Orlando Growth Management Plan", December 5, 2011
Comments on Effects to Resources: The project is compatible with the development goals of the local governments. On February 27, 2012, the
Department of Economic Opportunity sent an email to the City of Orlando, Osceola County, and Orange County inviting them to provide their comments
concerning whether the project alternatives are compatible with their comprehensive plans. Orange County did not provide comments.
However, an email from the City of Orlando staff dated March 8, 2012, provided comments. The email included three staff reports identifying proposed
development adjacent to the proposed extension. The City staff notes the following: a.) The timing of the proposed development is unclear; b.) The
sites are currently vacant; c.) No building permits have been issued; and d.) The access and circulation of the final site plans may need to be amended
based on the chosen alternative. The City's comments relate to the local development review process, and do not have a bearing on the
appropriateness of one alternative versus another.
Also, a letter from Osceola County staff dated March 8, 2012, notes that "The proposed roadway is consistent and compatible with the Osceola County
Comprehensive Plan." The letter then provides a detailed description of relevant policies with which the project is consistent.
Economic Development: For alternatives 1-3, the project will result in the more efficient operation of the Osceola Parkway and area roadways, which
will in turn support new development. For alternatives 1-3, the project will generate jobs associated with the roadway improvements.
Future Transportation Map: the project is depicted on Osceola and Orange Counties' Future Transportation Maps. Osceola Maps TRN 1A and TRN 1B
depict an alignment of the Osceola Parkway Extension that includes elements of each of the alternatives. The maps also depict a wider "Osceola
Parkway Corridor" area which encompasses each of the alternatives. The portion of Alternative 1, which is located in Orange County, is depicted on the
Future Conditions Number of Lanes 2030 Map, Map 1C.
Future Land Use Map:
Osceola - Commercial, Low Density Residential, Rural Enclave, Institutional, Mixed Use, and Conservation
Orange - Planned Development and Rural
Orlando - Urban Village and Neighborhood Activity Center
It should be noted that Alternatives 1 and 2 cross the southwest corner of the Split Oak Forest Wildlife and Environmental Area (SOFWEA). Alternative
1 has greater impacts than alternative 2 because it crosses deeper into the SOFWEA. Alternative 3 is contiguous to the southwest corner but is fully
outside of the SOFWEA. Staff notes that Conservation Policy 1.10.8 of the Osceola County Comprehensive Plan states that "The County shall...
conserve and protect natural areas... including but not limited to, the Split Oak Wildlife Mitigation Areas...". Under Alternatives 1 and 2, the Osceola
Parkway would cross the SOFWEA at the very edge of its southwestern corner. While the amount of land that would be directly impacted is limited,
locating a major roadway in the SOFWEA is inconsistent with Conservation Policy 1.10.8. Therefore, staff's preference would be Alternative 3, which
avoids impacts to the SOFWEA.
Miscellaneous:
The project is not located in a Coastal High Hazard Area, not near a military base, not in an area of Rural Area of Critical Economic Concern, and not in
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an Area of Critical State Concern.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Mobility Issue
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Mobility Issue: 2 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: None found.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Relocation Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Relocation Issue: 2 found
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Due to the nature of the roadway being evaluated, and the current built environment within the study
area, Alternatives 2 and 3 have the potential to result in a substantial number of business and residential displacements.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Due to the likely probability for residential impacts, the Relocation category will receive a "Substantial" Degree
of Effect.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Social Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Social Issue: 3 found
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Alternatives 2 and 3 include the development of approximately 11 miles of new roadway that would
utilize portions of the existing Boggy Creek Road, a two lane rural roadway.
These corridors would involve the need for new right of way, bisect and/or split established neighborhoods, and directly impact community cohesion
and other key social factors. As with Alternative 1, the extension of the Parkway is likely to alter the fundamental characteristics of the community
including the largely residential area on the west and the largely rural, undeveloped area on the east. Alternatives 2 and 3 also have the potential to
impact the East Lake Cemetery located south of Greats Oaks Boulevard and west of Boggy Creek Road. It should also be noted that East Lake
Elementary School and Austin Tindall Park, a community resource and publicly owned park, are located along Boggy Creek Road just west of
Turnberry Boulevard.
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As with Alternative 1, the GIS analyses conducted in the Environmental Screening Tool (EST) indicates census blocks within close proximity to the
study area with minority populations in excess of 40 percent. This should be considered during public outreach strategies and coordination with
members of the community.
Comments on Effects to Resources: This category will receive a "Substantial" Degree of Effect due to the potential for social and community impacts
associated with extending the Osceola Parkway.
Coordinator Feedback: None
2 Minimal assigned 05/24/2012 by Jeannette Hallock-Solomon, FL Department of Economic Opportunity
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The titles and adoption dates of the comprehensive plans are as follows:
a. Osceola County - "Osceola County Comprehensive Plan 2025", August 16, 2010
b. Orange County - "Orange County, Florida Comprehensive Plan 2010-2030, Destination 2030", January 21, 2012
c. Orlando - "City of Orlando Growth Management Plan", December 5, 2011
Comments on Effects to Resources: Local Parks:
City of Orlando - None of the 3 alternatives are within a quarter mile of a City of Orlando Park.
Orange County - Alternatives 2 and 3 do not appear to be within .25 miles of any County park.
Osceola County - Page 10-1 of the Osceola County data and analysis for the Parks and Recreational Facilities Element provides a map of County
parks. Based on that map, it appears that alternatives 2 and 3 may be within .25 miles of the 1 northernmost neighborhood park and the 1 northernmost
regional park. However, the scale of available maps makes it difficult to confirm.
The Department recommends, that is the project moves forward, that the impacts to these potential 4(f) resources be analyzed.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None

Issues

Cumulative

and

Secondary

Summary:

Coordinator

and

Reviews

ETAT

4.7.

The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Social issue for this alternative: US Environmental Protection Agency
ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Secondary and Cumulative Issues
Coordinator Summary: Secondary and Cumulative Effects Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Secondary and Cumulative Effects Issue: 1 found
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by John Morgan, South Florida Water Management District
Coordination Document: Permit Required
At-Risk Resource: Wildlife and Habitat
Comments on Effects: Possible wetland impacts may result due to the proposed project. A functional assessment of wetland impacts including the
habitat values provided to fish and wildlife will be required.
Recommended Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures: None found.
Recommended Actions to Improve At-Risk Resources: Reduce or eliminate wetland impacts or provide appropriate mitigation to offset functional
loss.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
________________________________
At-Risk Resource: Wetlands
Comments on Effects: A functional assessment of wetland impacts will be required. Project limits lie within the East Lake Tohopekaliga and Lake
Myrtle Drainage Basins - per District criteria, cumulative impacts need to be addressed in addition to the mitigation required to address any direct and
secondary impacts to wetlands.
Recommended Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures: None found.
Recommended Actions to Improve At-Risk Resources: Reduce or eliminate wetland impacts or provide appropriate mitigation to offset functional
loss and cumulative impacts. Mitigation provided within the same basin will prevent cumulative impacts.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
Coordinator Feedback: None
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#3

Alternative

5.
Description

Alternative

5.1.

Alternative #3
Alternative Description
Southport Connector
ETAT Review Complete

Modes:

Roadway

SIS:

N

Description(s)

To:
Status:
Cost:

Segment

West of Boggy Creek Road
New Alignment
11.7 mi.

5.2.

From:
Type:
Total Length:

Segment Description(s)
Segment No.

Name

Beginning
Location

Location and Length
Ending Location Length (mi.)
11.804
11.568
1.419
10.617

Segment No.

Roadway Id

Segment No.

Year

Base Conditions
AADT

Segment No.

Year

AADT

Segment No.

Year

Segment No.

Year

EMP

Digitized
Digitized
Digitized
Digitized

Jurisdiction and Class
Urban Service Area

Jurisdiction

BMP

Functional Class

Lanes

Config

Lanes

Config

AADT

Lanes

Config

Cost Feasible Plan
AADT

Lanes

Config

Interim Plan

Needs Plan

Funding Sources
Overview

Effects

Project

5.3.

No funding sources found.
Project Effects Overview
Issue

Degree of Effect

Organization

Date Reviewed

Natural
Air Quality
Air Quality
Coastal and Marine
Coastal and Marine
Contaminated Sites
Contaminated Sites

2

Minimal

N/A N/A / No Involvement
2

Minimal

N/A N/A / No Involvement
2

Minimal

N/A N/A / No Involvement

US Environmental Protection Agency

05/22/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

National Marine Fisheries Service

05/10/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

US Environmental Protection Agency

05/22/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Contaminated Sites

3

Moderate

FL Department of Environmental Protection

04/09/2012

Farmlands

3

Moderate

Natural Resources Conservation Service

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

US Environmental Protection Agency

05/24/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

South Florida Water Management District

04/09/2012

Farmlands
Floodplains
Floodplains
Floodplains

N/A N/A / No Involvement
3

Moderate

N/A N/A / No Involvement
3

Moderate

Infrastructure

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Navigation

N/A N/A / No Involvement

US Coast Guard

05/04/2012

US Army Corps of Engineers

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

FL Department of Environmental Protection

04/09/2012

Navigation
Navigation
Special Designations

2

Minimal

N/A N/A / No Involvement
3

Moderate
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Special Designations
Special Designations
Water Quality and Quantity
Water Quality and Quantity

4

Substantial

N/A N/A / No Involvement
3

Moderate

N/A N/A / No Involvement

US Fish and Wildlife Service

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

South Florida Water Management District

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Water Quality and Quantity

3

Moderate

FL Department of Environmental Protection

04/09/2012

Wetlands

4

Substantial

FL Department of Environmental Protection

05/18/2012

Wetlands

4

Substantial

National Marine Fisheries Service

05/10/2012

Wetlands

4

Substantial

US Army Corps of Engineers

05/03/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Wetlands

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Wetlands

4

Substantial

South Florida Water Management District

04/09/2012

Wetlands

4

Substantial

US Fish and Wildlife Service

04/09/2012

Wildlife and Habitat

4

Substantial

FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission

05/04/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Substantial

US Fish and Wildlife Service

04/09/2012

Moderate

Seminole Tribe of Florida

05/02/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Wildlife and Habitat
Wildlife and Habitat

N/A N/A / No Involvement
4

Cultural
Historic and Archaeological Sites
Historic and Archaeological Sites

3

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Historic and Archaeological Sites

4

Substantial

FL Department of State

04/09/2012

Recreation Areas

3

Moderate

US Environmental Protection Agency

05/24/2012

Recreation Areas

N/A N/A / No Involvement

National Park Service

04/09/2012

Recreation Areas

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

FL Department of Environmental Protection

04/09/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Recreation Areas
Section 4(f) Potential

3

Moderate

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Community
Aesthetics

4

Substantial

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Aesthetics

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Economic

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Economic

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Land Use

4

Substantial

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Land Use

0

None

FL Department of Economic Opportunity

05/24/2012

Land Use

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Mobility

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Mobility

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Relocation
Relocation

4

Substantial

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Social

4

Substantial

Florida's Turnpike Enterprise

06/04/2012

Social

0

None

FL Department of Economic Opportunity

05/24/2012

Federal Highway Administration

04/09/2012

Social

N/A N/A / No Involvement

Secondary and Cumulative

Issues

Natural

Summary:

Coordinator

04/09/2012

and

South Florida Water Management District

Reviews

Moderate

ETAT

3

5.4.

Secondary and Cumulative Effects

ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Natural Issues
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Coordinator Summary: Air Quality Issue
2 Minimal assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Air Quality Issue: 2 found
2 Minimal assigned 05/22/2012 by Madolyn Dominy, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Resources: Air Quality
Level of Importance: Low, due to minimal degree of effect. A minimal degree of effect is being assigned to the air quality issue for the proposed project,
Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy Creek Road/SR 417 Access Road,
(ETDM #13789).
Comments on Effects to Resources: Osceola County in the area surrounding the project has not been designated non-attainment or maintenance for
ozone, carbon monoxide (CO) or particulate matter (PM) in accordance with the Clean Air Act. There are no violations of National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS). Nevertheless, it is recommended that the environmental review phase of this project consider the need for additional air impact
analyses. These types of analyses would include documenting the current pollutant concentrations recorded at the nearest air quality monitors, an
evaluation of anticipated emissions, and air quality trend analyses. It is also recommended that environmental reviews of the project include hot spot
analyses at the points in time and places where congestion are expected to be greatest or in areas of sensitive receptors. Air quality modeling using an
approved software program could be used as a means to determine whether any conformity issues or violations of air quality standards are anticipated
within the project area and/or counties. Current and proposed air quality requirements and standards should be used in modeling software programs.
Additional Comments (optional): As population growth and vehicle volumes increase, there is the potential to have air quality conformity and nonattainment issues in the future. FDOT, the Turnpike Enterprise Authority, MPOs, municipalities, and regional planning agencies should conduct air
quality modeling as traffic forecasts increase.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Coastal and Marine Issue
2 Minimal assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Coastal and Marine Issue: 2 found
2 Minimal assigned 05/10/2012 by Brandon Howard, National Marine Fisheries Service
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Based on our review of the information provided on the EST website, GIS-based effects analysis on
wetlands and interpretation of aerial photographs, NOAA's National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has determined that mixed wetland hardwood
swamp, freshwater creeks and emergent freshwater marsh occur along the project corridors. Named creek and water bodies include: Jim Branch,
Boggy Creek, and Ajay Lake. These wetland systems are moderate to high in quality. The highest quality wetlands within the corridor appear to be at
the east end of the study area, beyond County Road 15. Wetland systems such as these filter sediments, store water, serve as important wildlife
habitat, and support aquifer recharge. In addition, the wetlands along the proposed roadway project provide water quality functions, such as removal of
sediments, excess nutrients, and contaminants, which benefit and support these aquatic ecosystems. Through hydrological connections, these
wetlands also contribute plant material and other useable nutrients (both dissolved and particulate organic matter) into aquatic food webs that include
recreationally, commercially, and ecologically important species within downstream estuaries. Also of note is that the corridor passes just south of Split
Oak Forest Mitigation Bank.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The three alternatives merge at Tindall Acres Road and Boggy Creek Road. Beyond this point, the logical
terminus is County Road 15. NMFS recommends that the roadway terminate there. The project purpose of supporting traffic demands and system
linkage could still be accomplished. This would also eliminate the majority of impacts to the highest quality wetlands along the corridor. The extension of
the road into the undeveloped area past County Road 15 would promote further development causing a great deal of indirect impacts to wetlands.
Of the alternatives proposed, it appears that Alternative 1 would have the greatest amount of wetland impacts. NMFS does not support this alternative.
Alternative 1 would fragment a large wetland system within the Springlake Village Development. Based on the location of that wetland system, it is
likely mitigation. NMFS does not support impacting the high quality mitigation site. With the addition of the new north-south linkage for Alterative 1, it
appears that more wetlands could be impacted. If the eastern portion of the project beyond County Road 15 is eliminated, NMFS could support either
Alternative 2 or 3 as they appear to have similar impacts and utilize existing roads.
NMFS recommends that the existing roads be used to the maximum extent practicable. This alternative would demonstrate that adequate avoidance
measures have been taken.
In addition to the direct impacts from filling wetlands, construction activities may impact adjacent wetlands through sedimentation and runoff.
Additional Comments (optional): Magnuson-Stevens Act: Based on the project location, information provided in the ETDM website, and GIS-based
analysis of impacts, NMFS has no comments or recommendations to provide pursuant to the EFH requirements of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act (P.L. 104-297); and this project will not require an EFH Assessment. Further consultation on this matter is not
necessary unless future modifications are proposed and you believe that the proposed action may result in adverse impacts to EFH.
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Endangered Species Act: We are not aware of any threatened or endangered species or critical habitat under the purview of NMFS that occur within
the project area. However, it should be noted that a "no effect" determination must be made by the action agency and the reasoning underlying the
determination should be documented in a project file. Please coordinate closely with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for other species listed under the
Endangered Species Act that may require consultation.
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act: The comments NMFS provided regarding sequential mitigation are in accordance with the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Coastal and Marine issue for this alternative: South Florida Water
Management District
Coordinator Summary: Contaminated Sites Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Contaminated Sites Issue: 3 found
2 Minimal assigned 05/22/2012 by Madolyn Dominy, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Resources: Soils, groundwater, surface water which have the potential to be negatively affected by
contaminated site features such as underground petroleum storage tanks, industrial/commercial facilities with onsite storage of hazardous materials,
solid waste facilities, hazardous waste facilities, National Priority List (NPL) sites, etc.
Level of Importance: These resources are of a high level of importance in the State of Florida. A minimal degree of effect is being assigned to the
contaminated sites issue for the proposed project, Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector)
and Boggy Creek Road/SR 417 Access Road, (ETDM #13789).
Comments on Effects to Resources: EPA reviewed the contaminated sites GIS analysis data for buffer distances of 100, 200, and 500 feet. There
were some contaminated sites features identified in the online EST GIS analysis data search, including hazardous waste facilities, solid waste facilities,
and USEPA RCRA regulated facilities. Overall, there are not a substantial amount of contaminated sites features identified to be within the buffer
boundaries. Based on this data, impacts to and/or from contaminated site features are expected to be minimal. However, EPA recommends that this be
verified by further environmental review.
A Contamination Screening Evaluation should be conducted during the environmental review (PD&E) phase of the project. This type of study should
include a survey of the area to confirm the location of current listed contaminated site features, along with other contaminated site features which may
have been previously located in the area. Documentation of environmental impacts associated with contaminated sites or contaminated facilities should
be included in the report.
If any contaminated sites features (e.g., petroleum storage tanks) are to be impacted or removed during the construction phase of the project, sampling
and analysis should be conducted to determine if pollutants are present above regulatory levels. If high levels of pollutants are identified, remediation
may be required prior to commencement of construction of the project. Any anticipated remedial, removal, or cleanup activities should be discussed
and outlined in the Contamination Evaluation Screening report.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: GIS data indicates that there are two hazardous waste facilities, three petroleum contamination
monitoring sites, three solid waste facilities and four RCRA regulated facilities within the 500-ft. project buffer zone.
Comments on Effects to Resources: A Contamination Screening Evaluation (similar to Phase I and Phase II Audits) may need to be conducted along
the project right-of-way in considering the proximity to potential petroleum and hazardous material handling facilities. The Contamination Screening
Evaluation should outline specific procedures that would be followed by the applicant in the event drums, wastes, tanks or potentially contaminated
soils are encountered during construction. Special attention should be made in the screening evaluation to historical land uses (such as solid waste
disposal) that may have an affect on the proposed project, including stormwater retention and treatment areas.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Contaminated Sites issue for this alternative: South Florida Water
Management District

mary Report
Page
- Project
45 of #13789
82
- Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy
Printed
Creekon:
Road
6/04/2012
/ SR 417 Access

Coordinator Summary: Farmlands Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Farmlands Issue: 2 found
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by Rick Allen Robbins, Natural Resources Conservation Service
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The USDA-NRCS considers soil map units with important soil properties for agricultural uses to be
Prime Farmland. In addition, the USDA-NRCS considers any soils with important soil properties and have significant acreages that are used in the
production of commodity crops (such as, cotton, citrus, row crops, specialty crops, nuts, etc.) to be considered as Farmlands of Unique Importance or
Farmlands of Local Importance. Nationally, there has been a reduction in the overall amount of Prime and Unique Farmlands through conversion to non
-farm uses. This trend has the possibility of impacting the nation's food supply and exporting capabilities.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Conducting GIS analysis of Prime Farmland (using USDA-NRCS data) and Important Farmland Analysis (using
2008 SFWMD data and 2010 SSURGO data) has resulted in the determination that there are Farmland Soils of Unique Importance at all buffer widths.
The amounts range from 170.9 acres at the 100' buffer width and 854.7 acres at the 500' buffer width. In addition, there is between 56.9 acres (100'
buffer) and 318.5 acres (500' buffer) of cropland within the project area. Categorically, there are between 5.4 acres (100' buffer and 29.5 acres (500'
buffer) of citrus groves. It is recommended that the project design be further evaluated to minimize impacts to these agricultural lands. Due to the
possible impacts to citrus groves of the project, we are assigning a Moderate Degree of Effect to Important Farmlands. However, if the project design
would stay within the existing right-of-way we would downgrade the degree of impact to None.
Additional Comments (optional): The GIS analysis data indicates that approximately 56% of the total project area is classified as Farmland of Unique
Importance. The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) (PL 97-98; 7 U.S.C. 4201 et seq.) was enacted to protect the amount of open farmland which
has substantially decreased as a result of land use changes. It states that Federal programs which contribute to the unnecessary and irreversible
conversion of farmland to nonagricultural uses will be minimized.Agencies are also to consider alternative actions and ensure that their programs are
compatible with state and local government programs.
Environmental assessments must be prepared for actions which may adversely affect such unique geographic characteristics as prime farmlands. The
regulations apply to construction activities, development grants and loans, and certain Federal land management decisions that contribute either
directly or indirectly to loss of farmland.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Floodplains Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Floodplains Issue: 3 found
3 Moderate assigned 05/24/2012 by Madolyn Dominy, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Resources: Floodplains
Level of Importance: Development within the 100-year floodplain is of a high level of importance. Construction of roadways within the floodplain should
not impede, obstruct or divert the flow of water or debris in the floodplain which would alter the roadway's discharge capacity or otherwise adversely
affect public health, safety and welfare, or cause damage to public or private property in the event of a flood. A moderate degree of effect is being
assigned to the proposed project, Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy
Creek Road/SR 417 Access Road, (ETDM #13789).
Comments on Effects to Resources: A review of GIS analysis data (Special Flood Hazard Areas, FEMA Insurance Rate Maps 1996 and DFIRM
Flood Hazard Areas) in the EST at the programming screen phase of the project indicates that approximately 20% to 25% of the project area is located
within the 100-year floodplain.
Comments relating to floodplains include the fact that any development within the 100-year floodplain has the potential for placing citizens and property
at risk of flooding and producing changes in floodplain elevations and plan view extent. Development (such as roadways, housing developments, strip
malls and other commercial facilities) within floodplains increases the potential for flooding by limiting flood storage capacity and exposing people and
property to flood hazards. Development also reduces vegetated buffers that protect water quality and destroys important habitats for fish and wildlife.
The PD&E phase of this project should include an evaluation of floodplain impacts. FDOT should consider alternatives to avoid adverse effects and
incompatible development in the floodplains. Efforts should be made to avoid or minimize impacts to floodplain resources and functions. Consultation
and coordination with appropriate flood management agencies should occur relating to regulatory requirements, avoidance, minimization and/or
mitigation strategies. A Floodplain Evaluation Study should be conducted to determine floodplain impacts and to document avoidance, minimization,
and mitigation strategies.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
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Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by John Morgan, South Florida Water Management District
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: An Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) will be required for this project. The ERP application needs
to address compensating for floodplain storage lost due the construction of additional impervious areas. As part of an ERP application, the applicant
must demonstrate reasonable assurances the project meets applicable conditions for issuance of an ERP and will not be contrary to the public interest.
Please refer to Rule 40E-4.301 and 40E-4.302, Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) and the Basis of Review for ERP applications.
Any works proposed within District Right of Way may require a District Right of Way permit.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Floodplain compensating storage adequately hydraulically-connected to the floodplain must be provided for all
floodplain impacts proposed.
The far eastern portion of the project is proposed to cross the District's C-29A canal.
Additional Comments (optional): Environmental Resource Permit, Water Use Permit and District Right-of-Way Permit will be required for the
proposed project.
The FDOT is advised to contact the District's Right-of-Way Division regarding permitting requirements for altering/crossing District Canals. For
additional information please contact Jorge Patino with the District's Right-of-Way Section at (561) 682-6175 or jpatino@sfwmd.gov.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Floodplains issue for this alternative: FL Department of Environmental
Protection
Coordinator Summary: Infrastructure Issue
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Infrastructure Issue: 1 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Navigation Issue
2 Minimal assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Navigation Issue: 3 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 05/04/2012 by Evelyn Smart, US Coast Guard
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The proposed project will cross Boggy Creek and Jim Branch. Boggy Creek and Jim Branch are
considered as "Non-Navigable Waters of the United States" for purposes of Coast Guard Bridge Permitting jurisdiction. No Coast Guard Bridge Permits
will be required for the proposed projects crossing Boggy Creek and Jim Branch.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
2 Minimal assigned 04/09/2012 by Andrew Phillips, US Army Corps of Engineers
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Boggy Creek and Jim Branch are currently navigable by canoe and kayaks.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Any proposed structures would be required to maintain the current navigability standards.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
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Coordinator Summary: Special Designations Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Special Designations Issue: 3 found
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The easternmost portion of all three of the alternative corridors passes through or is adjacent to Split
Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area, which is owned by Orange and Osceola Counties and managed by the Florida Fish and
Wildlife Conservation Commission. The mitigation park is currently managed to enhance and preserve gopher tortoise habitat. Alternatives 1 and 2
traverse the southwest corner of the park, while 3 lies just outside the park boundary. The terminus of all three alternatives is the proposed Southport
Connector, a toll road that has not yet been approved. The Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area contains hiking trails,
significant natural communities and numerous element occurrences of listed species, as indicated by the Florida Natural Areas Inventory.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The Department is interested in preserving the area's natural communities, wildlife corridor functions, natural
flood control, stormwater runoff filtering capabilities, aquifer recharge potential, contributions to regional spring complexes, and recreational trail
opportunities. The DEP's Florida Communities Trust (FCT) provided a grant award for acquisition of this land to Osceola County and placed restrictions
on the use of the property. If the proposed parkway impacts any portion of the property, the FCT would have to review and approve such a request. The
FCT would recommend denial of a request to use park property for road right-of-way if reasonable alternatives exist. Additionally, the location of a
major road of this nature would greatly limit the ability of the land managers to conduct the necessary prescribed burns that the area requires to
maintain its natural communities. The Department recommends that the terminus for the proposed road be moved to an existing highway, such as
County Road 15.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by John Wrublik, US Fish and Wildlife Service
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Public Conservation Lands
Comments on Effects to Resources: Based on the information provided, it appears that the eastern section of the proposed roadway (County Road
15 to the proposed Southport Connector) may directly or indirectly affect fish and wildlife habitat within existing conservation lands at the Florida Fish
and Wildlife Conservation Commission's Split Oak Mitigation Park. To reduce the project's effects to public conservation lands and and fish and wildlife
habitat, we recommend that alternatives 1, 2, and 3 be redesigned to terminate at County Road 15 (Narcoosee Road). We believe that such a design
would still largely meet the objective of the project by providing additional east-west connectivity in the study area, while reducing the potential for
degradation and possibly loss of fish and wildlife habitat.
CLC Commitments and Recommendations: Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Special Designations issue for this alternative: FL Department of
Agriculture and Consumer Services, South Florida Water Management District, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordinator Summary: Water Quality and Quantity Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Water Quality and Quantity Issue: 3 found
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by John Morgan, South Florida Water Management District
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: An Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) will be required for this project. The ERP application needs
to address water quality treatment and water quantity from the construction of additional impervious areas. As part of an ERP application, the applicant
must demonstrate reasonable assurances the project meets applicable conditions for issuance of an ERP, such as demonstrating the project will not
violate applicable water quality standards, and will not be contrary to the public interest. Please refer to Rule 40E-4.301 and 40E-4.302, Florida
Administrative Code (F.A.C.) and the Basis of Review for ERP applications.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Existing water quality treatment must be provided along with the required water quality treatment due to the
proposed activities (in accordance with the BOR). To this total, an additional 50 percent water quality treatment must be provided as a best
management practice to address impaired waters as well as the submittal of a phosphorus loading analysis demonstrating that the post-development
phosphorus loading is a reduction of the existing condition.
Water quantity criteria must be met. There are numerous master surface water management systems all around the project corridor. Documentation
identifying the allowable discharge rate for the area and substantiating the post-development discharge rate for the site must be provided.
There are numerous existing permits immediately adjacent to existing right-of-way. All impacts to previously-permitted surface water management
facilities resulting from this project will require a concurrent permit modification to those existing permits and will be a completeness item for permit
issuance for the proposed project.
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Additional Comments (optional): Environmental Resource Permit, Water Use Permit and District Right-of-Way Permit will be required for the
proposed project.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Analysis of environmental resources was conducted within 500 ft. of each of the three parkway
alternatives. The analysis shows that all corridors contain various amounts of palustrine and riverine wetlands that may be impacted by the proposed
parkway construction project. Due to the new bridges required, Alternatives 2 and 3 may result in greater water quality impacts to Boggy Creek, a
tributary of East Lake Tohopekaliga.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Stormwater runoff from the new parkway surface may alter adjacent wetlands and surface waters through
increased pollutant loading. Natural resource impacts within and adjacent to the proposed roadway right-of-way will likely include alteration of the
existing surface water hydrology and natural drainage patterns, and reduction in flood attenuation capacity of area creeks, ditches and sloughs as a
result of increased impervious surface within the watershed. Every effort should be made to maximize the treatment of stormwater runoff from the
proposed parkway project to prevent ground and surface water contamination. Stormwater treatment should be designed to maintain the natural predevelopment hydroperiod and water quality, as well as to protect the natural functions of adjacent wetlands, floodplains and waterbodies.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Water Quality and Quantity issue for this alternative: US
Environmental Protection Agency
Coordinator Summary: Wetlands Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Wetlands Issue: 6 found
4 Substantial assigned 05/18/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The EST indicates that there are approximately 120 acres of palustrine wetlands (8%) and 4 acres of
riverine wetlands within the 500-ft. buffer zone of the project.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Issues of concern for all alternatives include increased stormwater runoff and the increase of pollutants into
surface waters and wetlands as a result of the parkway project and other point and nonpoint sources. Every effort should be taken to maximize the
treatment of stormwater. The PD&E study should focus on identifying wetlands, analyzing their value and function, evaluating potential stormwater
pond sites to determine their impact on wetlands, avoidance and minimization strategies for wetlands and mitigation plans to compensate for potential
impacts. Impacts to wetlands should be strongly considered when choosing the parkway alignment alternative.
Additional Comments (optional): An Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) will be required from the South Florida Water Management District. The
ERP applicant will be required to eliminate or reduce the proposed wetland resource impacts of parkway/bridge construction to the greatest extent
practicable:
- Minimization should emphasize avoidance-oriented corridor alignments, wetland fill reductions via pile bridging and steep/vertically retained side
slopes, and median width reductions within safety limits.
- Wetlands should not be displaced by the installation of stormwater conveyance and treatment swales; compensatory treatment in adjacent uplands is
the preferred alternative.
- After avoidance and minimization have been exhausted, mitigation must be proposed to offset the adverse impacts of the project to existing wetland
functions and values. Significant attention is given to forested wetland systems, which are difficult to mitigate.
- The cumulative impacts of concurrent and future transportation improvement projects in the vicinity of the subject project should also be addressed.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 05/10/2012 by Brandon Howard, National Marine Fisheries Service
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Based on our review of the information provided on the EST website, GIS-based effects analysis on
wetlands and interpretation of aerial photographs, NOAA's National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has determined that mixed wetland hardwood
swamp, freshwater creeks and emergent freshwater marsh occur along the project corridors. Named creek and water bodies include: Jim Branch,
Boggy Creek, and Ajay Lake. These wetland systems are moderate to high in quality. The highest quality wetlands within the corridor appear to be at
the east end of the study area, beyond County Road 15. Wetland systems such as these filter sediments, store water, serve as important wildlife
habitat, and support aquifer recharge. In addition, the wetlands along the proposed roadway project provide water quality functions, such as removal of
sediments, excess nutrients, and contaminants, which benefit and support these aquatic ecosystems. Through hydrological connections, these
wetlands also contribute plant material and other useable nutrients (both dissolved and particulate organic matter) into aquatic food webs that include
recreationally, commercially, and ecologically important species within downstream estuaries. Also of note is that the corridor passes just south of Split
Oak Forest Mitigation Bank.
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Comments on Effects to Resources: The three alternatives merge at Tindall Acres Road and Boggy Creek Road. Beyond this point, the logical
terminus is County Road 15. NMFS recommends that the roadway terminate there. The project purpose of supporting traffic demands and system
linkage could still be accomplished. This would also eliminate the majority of impacts to the highest quality wetlands along the corridor. The extension of
the road into the undeveloped area past County Road 15 would promote further development causing a great deal of indirect impacts to wetlands.
Of the alternatives proposed, it appears that Alternative 1 would have the greatest amount of wetland impacts. NMFS does not support this alternative.
Alternative 1 would fragment a large wetland system within the Springlake Village Development. Based on the location of that wetland system, it is
likely mitigation. NMFS does not support impacting the high quality mitigation site. With the addition of the new north-south linkage for Alterative 1, it
appears that more wetlands could be impacted. If the eastern portion of the project beyond County Road 15 is eliminated, NMFS could support either
Alternative 2 or 3 as they appear to have similar impacts and utilize existing roads.
NMFS recommends that the existing roads be used to the maximum extent practicable. This alternative would demonstrate that adequate avoidance
measures have been taken.
In addition to the direct impacts from filling wetlands, construction activities may impact adjacent wetlands through sedimentation and runoff.
Additional Comments (optional): Magnuson-Stevens Act: Based on the project location, information provided in the ETDM website, and GIS-based
analysis of impacts, NMFS has no comments or recommendations to provide pursuant to the EFH requirements of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act (P.L. 104-297); and this project will not require an EFH Assessment. Further consultation on this matter is not
necessary unless future modifications are proposed and you believe that the proposed action may result in adverse impacts to EFH.
Endangered Species Act: We are not aware of any threatened or endangered species or critical habitat under the purview of NMFS that occur within
the project area. However, it should be noted that a "no effect" determination must be made by the action agency and the reasoning underlying the
determination should be documented in a project file. Please coordinate closely with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for other species listed under the
Endangered Species Act that may require consultation.
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act: The comments NMFS provided regarding sequential mitigation are in accordance with the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 05/03/2012 by Andrew Phillips, US Army Corps of Engineers
Coordination Document: Permit Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Identify Resources and Level of Importance: wetlands including mixed wetland hardwoods, cypress,
and wetland forested mixed. Named tributary systems include: Jim Branch, Boggy Creek, and Ajay Lake. These wetland systems play a vital role as
habitat for wildlife, flood storage, water quality issues, and drainage for the surrounding areas. Further these systems have a chemical, physical, and
hydrological connection with waters of the United States. These waters along with their associated floodplain and tributaries are considered of
moderately high, to high importance. Remnant wetlands scattered throughout the proposed corridor vary in functions and value which may reduce their
importance. A functional analysis would determine the extent of high, moderate, and low quality wetland.
Additional resources of high importance include: Split Oak Forest Mitigation Bank, a wildlife crossing on Narcoossee Road just north of Clapp Simms
Duda Road which links existing conservation corridors, conservation areas associated with compensatory mitigation of DA permits, and primary
conservation network designated wetlands.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Direct impacts would include the elimination of functions and values of the wetlands within the roadway
footprint, any disturbed buffer, and create secondary effects along adjacent waters/buffer. The current design, which extends west into the "Northeast
Development", will lead to foreseeable direct, secondary, and cumulative wetland impacts which could adversely affect the watershed. Additionally, the
current design will link with the "Southport Connector" alternative studied by Osceola County further increasing foreseeable direct, secondary, and
cumulative wetland impacts. Given the amount of foreseeable impacts to regulated resources and their level of importance a degree of effect of
SUBSTANTIAL was selected. The Corps concurs with the USFWS recommendation to reduce the project's effects to wetlands and redesigning all
alternatives to terminate at County Road (CR) 15 (Narcoosee Road).
At this point, it is premature to comment on any alignment beyond CR 15 until the Southport Connector alignment is selected. CR 15 is the logical
terminus and precludes any irretrievable commitment of resources.
If all of the alternatives were redesigned to terminate at CR 15, it is the Corps opinion that alternatives 2 and 3 are less damaging than alterative 1
given the amount of existing roadway network that would be utilized by the project. The Corps recognizes that alternatives 2 and 3 would still require a
bridge over Boggy Creek; however, this bridge could be designed to reduce direct and secondary impacts to the regulated resources.
Further, it is the Corps recommendation that FDOT study an alternative which combines alternatives 1 and 2 at the intersection of Boggy Creek Road
and CR 530. By redesigning this curve the applicant would still be able to largely meet the project purpose while reducing impacts to Boggy Creek.
It should be noted that if FDOT continues to propose an alternative which extends east of CR 15 the Corps will request dispute resolution.
Additional Comments (optional): The Quality Enhancement Strategies for Wetland Impact Minimization developed by Florida Department of
Transportation-District 5 should be incorporated into this project and District should consider use of regional general permit SAJ-92.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by John Morgan, South Florida Water Management District
Coordination Document: Permit Required

mary Report
Page
- Project
50 of #13789
82
- Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy
Printed
Creekon:
Road
6/04/2012
/ SR 417 Access

Identified Resources and Level of Importance: An Environmental Resource Permit (ERP)will be required for the proposed project. The ERP
application needs to address work in wetlands and/or other surface waters, including any impacts to wetlands/other surface waters; and mitigation to
offset those impacts. As part of an ERP application, the applicant must demonstrate reasonable assurances the project meets applicable conditions for
issuance of an ERP, such as demonstrating the project will not result in adverse direct and/or secondary impacts to wetland functions and values, will
not result in unacceptable cumulative impacts to wetlands, and will not be contrary to the public interest. Please refer to Rule 40E-4.301 and 40E-4.302,
Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) and the Basis of Review for ERP applications.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Wetlands along the northern extent of all proposed alignments are under conservation easements dedicated to
SFWMD. Some areas provide mitigation for previously permitted projects and replacement mitigation would be required. All three alternatives have the
potential to impact these conservation easements. Any alternatives that include impacts to wetlands must maintain wildlife corridors in the design.
Alternative 3 proposes the crossing of Boggy Creek and may potentially cause harm to the associated wetlands as well as require authorization to use
Sovereign Submerged Lands.
Based on the information provided, it appears that the eastern section of the proposed roadway (County Road 15 to the proposed Southport Connector)
may directly or secondarily affect fish and wildlife habitat within existing conservation lands at the Split Oak Mitigation Park.
The submitted information indicates that the eastern portion of the project will terminate in such a way as to provide for future expansion that is not
addressed in the submittal. It appears the wetlands and other resources in the vicinity of this proposed terminus have great potential for secondary
impacts.
The potential for secondary impacts could be greatly reduced if the proposed Osceola Parkway extension terminates at the existing SR 15. Extending
Osceola Parkway beyond this point into an unspecified connector roadway will result in additional secondary impacts, for which mitigation would be
required.
Additional Comments (optional): Environmental Resource Permit, Water Use Permit and District Right-of-Way Permit will be required for the
proposed project.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by John Wrublik, US Fish and Wildlife Service
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Wetlands
Comments on Effects to Resources: Wetlands provide important habitat for fish and wildlife. Data in the environmental screening tool indicate that
wetlands occur within the project area. To reduce the project's effects to wetlands, we recommend that alternatives 1, 2, and 3 be redesigned to
terminate at County Road 15 (Narcoosee Road). We believe that such a design would still largely meet the objective of the project by providing
additional east-west connectivity in the study area, while reducing the potential for degradation and loss of wetlands and fish and wildlife habitat.
CLC Commitments and Recommendations: Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Wetlands issue for this alternative: US Environmental Protection
Agency
Coordinator Summary: Wildlife and Habitat Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Wildlife and Habitat Issue: 3 found
4 Substantial assigned 05/04/2012 by Scott Sanders, FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC)staff has reviewed ETDM #13789 in
Osceola County, and provides the following comments related to potential effects to fish and wildlife resources on this Programming Phase project.
The Project Description Summary states that this project involves the construction of an eastward extension of the Osceola Parkway from its eastern
terminus at Boggy Creek Road to CR 15 (Narcoosee Road) and east to the proposed Southport Connector toll road. The 4-lane divided highway would
be constructed as either a high speed urban arterial with a 200-foot-wide Right-of-way (ROW) or a limited access roadway with a 300-foot-wide ROW.
The design would allow a potential expansion to six lanes by adding lanes in the median.
Three alternative alignments are proposed for further study. Alternative 1, the "northern alternative", runs along the Osceola/Orange County line to a
point approximately 4,000 feet east of Narcoosee Road, where it curves south and then east around the FWC's Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife
and Environmental Area (Split Oak) to end at the proposed alignment for the Southport Connector. A portion of this 10.62-mile-long alternative would
follow existing segments of Boggy Creek Road. Alternative 1 also includes a 1.42-mile-long north-south segment, which follows Boggy Creek Road to
connect the Osceola Parkway with the Central Florida Greenway (SR 417) in Orange County. Alternative 2, one of two "southern alternatives", follows
the existing alignment of the Osceola Parkway to its terminus at Boggy Creek Road, then takes a new alignment east to join with Boggy Creek Road,
which it follows to Narcoosee Road, and then runs along the same alignment as Alternative 1. Alternative 2 is 11.57 miles long. Alternative 3 is the
same as Alternative 2, except for a more northerly alignment between the east end of the existing Osceola Parkway and the merge with Boggy Creek
Road. Alternative 3 is 11.80 miles long. All three alternatives follow the same alignment between Narcoosee Road and the proposed Southport
Connector.
The project area was evaluated for potential fish, wildlife, and habitat resources within 500 feet of the proposed alignment. Our assessment reveals that
the three alternatives are similar in landcover characteristics: 22.65 to 25.56% urban and 16.87 to 23.44% agriculture, with the remainder in a similar
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variety of native vegetative communities. Wetlands within the assessment area total 118.16 acres for Alternative 1, 91.43 acres for Alternative 2, and
106.18 acres for Alternative 3. Wetland types include Freshwater Marsh and Wet Prairie, Cypress Swamp, Mixed Wetland Forest, Shrub Swamp, and
Hardwood Swamp. Native upland plant communities along the alternative alignments include, in order of abundance, Pine Flatwoods, Dry Prairies,
Shrub and Brushland, Mixed Hardwood-Pine Forests, Hardwood Hammocks and Forests, Sand Pine Scrub, Xeric Oak Scrub, Sandhill, and Grassland.
The majority of the undeveloped habitat occurs in the proposed road segment east of Narcoosee Road to the eastern terminus at the proposed
Southport Connector toll road.
Based on range and preferred habitat type, the following species listed by the Federal Endangered Species Act and the State of Florida as Federally
Endangered (FE), Federally Threatened (FT), State-Threatened (ST), or State Species of Special Concern (SSC) may occur along the project area:
gopher frog (SSC), American alligator (FT), Eastern indigo snake (FT), Florida pine snake (SSC), gopher tortoise (ST), crested caracara (FT), Florida
burrowing owl (SSC), Southeastern American kestrel (ST), snail kite (FE), Florida sandhill crane (ST), Florida scrub jay (FT), wood stork (FE), limpkin
(SSC), snowy egret (SSC), little blue heron (SSC), tricolored heron (SSC), white ibis (SSC), roseate spoonbill (SSC), Florida mouse (SSC), Florida
black bear (ST), and Sherman's fox squirrel (SSC). Three bald eagle nests have been recorded within one mile of the alternative road alignments, but
none are within the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) recommended buffer distances required to avoid a take.
The GIS analysis revealed several specific characteristics associated with lands along the project alignment that provide an indication of potential
habitat quality or sensitivity that will require field studies to verify the presence or absence of listed wildlife species and the quality of wildlife habitat
resources. Within the assessment area, the totals for lands ranked High, Moderately High, or Medium by the FWC's Integrated Wildlife Habitat Ranking
System are: 808.8 acres (54.90%) for Alternative 1, 768.9 acres (54.16%) for Alternative 2, and 745.5 acres (51.84%) for Alternative 3. Totals for land
ranked High, Moderately High, and Medium by the FWC's Potential Habitat Richness are: 853.1 acres (57.91%) for Alternative 1, 747.7 acres (52.67%)
for Alternative 2, and 719.3 acres (50.01%) for Alternative 3. FWC Strategic Habitat Conservation Areas for the Cooper's hawk, scrub jay, and snail kite
within the assessment area total 103.0 acres for Alternative 1, 105.9 acres for Alternative 2, and 85.1 acres for Alternative 3. All the alternatives are
within USFWS Consultation Areas for Caracara, Red-cockaded Woodpecker, Scrub Jay, Snail Kite, and Lake Wales Ridge Plants, and within the core
foraging areas of four wood stork colonies.
There are several areas of notable wildlife habitat along the proposed alternative alignments. Boggy Creek and its narrow floodplain provide a wildlife
travel corridor through a suburban landscape, and it would be crossed by all three alternatives. Alternative 1 would cross the creek at an existing twolane bridge in a disturbed portion of the floodplain. Alternatives 2 or 3 would require a bridge where none currently exits, with more impact to the
habitat. Two cypress dome wetlands and their adjacent upland buffers within the Raintree residential community are part of the mitigation plan for that
development, with conservation easements granted to the South Florida Water Management District. Alternative 1 would bisect one of these wetlands,
while Alternatives 2 or 3 would cross the edge of the other. Alternatives 2 and 3 would also cross a similar cypress wetland conservation area within the
Boggy Creek Landings development. Most of the significant wildlife habitat is within the eastern segment of the proposed alignment for all alternatives,
between Narcoosee Road and the proposed Southport Connector. Wetland habitats that would be crossed in this section include a mixed wetland
forest between one and two thousand feet east of Narcoosee Road, a marsh and shrub swamp south of Split Oak, another mixed wetland forest strand
at the west boundary of Deseret Ranch, and a large marshy pond with hardwood swamp islands at the eastern terminus of the alignment. Two areas of
good pine and dry prairie upland habitat within this eastern segment occur west of Split Oak and on Deseret Ranch between the wetland strands. The
proposed road segment extending east of Narcoosee Road to the proposed Southport Connector, shared by all three alternative alignments, goes
around the southwest and south boundaries of the Split Oak tract, nearly touching the southwest corner and within 300 to 1,000 feet of this tract over a
distance of almost 1.5 miles. This 1,689-acre tract is owned by Osceola and Orange counties, and managed by the FWC as a Wildlife and
Environmental Area, with emphasis on the gopher tortoise and other listed species. Construction of a multi-lane, divided highway so close to Split Oak
has the potential to adversely affect regional wildlife populations, as well as management of these public conservations lands. Habitat fragmentation
and isolation, restriction of wildlife movements, significant wildlife roadkill, noise pollution, and impact on controlled burning and other management
practices are all issues that should be addressed with regards to potential effects of this highway segment on Split Oak.
Primary wildlife issues associated with this project include: the direct destruction, fragmentation, and isolation of valuable wildlife habitat; potential
adverse effects to a moderate number of species listed by the Federal Endangered Species Act as Endangered or Threatened, or by the State of
Florida as Threatened or Species of Special Concern; potential water quality degradation as a result of additional stormwater runoff from the new or
expanded roadway surface draining into adjacent wetlands; potential for increased wildlife roadkill; potential interference with the management
(especially controlled burning) of the Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area; and secondary impacts of new road construction
that result in additional loss of wildlife habitat.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Based on the project information provided, we believe that the direct and indirect effects of this project could be
substantial. Most of the adverse impacts to fish and wildlife resources are associated with the segment of highway proposed to extend east of
Narcoosee Road to the proposed Southport Connector.
Additional Comments (optional): We recommend that the Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study address natural resources by
including the following measures for conserving fish and wildlife and habitat resources that may occur within and adjacent to the project area. Plant
community mapping and wildlife surveys for the occurrence of wildlife species listed by the Federal Endangered Species Act as Endangered or
Threatened, or by the State of Florida as Threatened or Species of Special Concern should be performed, both along the ROW and within sites
proposed for Drainage Retention Areas. Based on the survey results, a plan should be developed to address direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of
the project on wildlife and habitat resources, including listed species. Avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures should also be formulated and
implemented. If gopher tortoises or nests of other ST or SSC species are present within any permanent or temporary construction area, a permit should
be obtained from the FWC. Drainage Retention Areas and equipment staging areas should be located in previously disturbed sites to avoid habitat
destruction or degradation. Opportunities should also be investigated for providing structures to maintain habitat connectivity. A compensatory
mitigation plan should include the replacement of any wetland, upland, or aquatic habitat lost as a result of the project. This could be achieved by
purchasing land, or securing conservation easements over lands adjacent to existing public lands, and by habitat restoration. Replacement habitat for
mitigation should be type for type, as productive, and equal to or of higher functional value. Land acquisition and restoration of appropriate tracts
adjacent to existing public lands near the project area, or tracts placed under conservation easement or located adjacent to large areas of jurisdictional
wetlands that currently serve as regional core habitat areas, would be supported by our agency. Please notify us immediately if the design, extent, or
footprint of the current project is modified, as we may choose to provide additional comments and/or recommendations.
We appreciate the opportunity to provide input on highway design and the conservation of fish and wildlife resources. Please contact Brian Barnett at
(772) 579-9746 or email brian.barnett@MyFWC.com to initiate the process for further overall coordination on this project.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
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Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by John Wrublik, US Fish and Wildlife Service
Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Federally listed species and fish and wildlife resources
Comments on Effects to Resources: Federally listed species - The Service has reviewed our Geographic Information Systems (GIS) database for
recorded locations of federally listed threatened and endangered species on or adjacent to the project study area. The GIS database is a compilation of
data received from several sources.
Wood Stork
The project corridor is located in the Core Foraging Areas (CFA)(within 18.6 miles ) of an active nesting colony of the endangered wood stork (Mycteria
americana). The Service believes that the loss of wetlands within a CFA due to an action could result in the loss of foraging habitat for the wood stork.
To minimize adverse effects to the wood stork, we recommend that any lost foraging habitat resulting from the project be replaced within the CFA of the
affected nesting colony. Moreover, wetlands provided as mitigation should adequately replace the wetland functions lost as a result of the action. The
Service does not consider the preservation of wetlands, by itself, as adequate compensation for impacts to wood stork foraging habitat, because the
habitat lost is not replaced. Accordingly, any wetland mitigation plan proposed should include a restoration, enhancement, or creation component. In
some cases, the Service accepts wetlands compensation located outside the CFA of the affected wood stork nesting colony. Specifically, wetland
credits purchased from a "Service Approved" mitigation bank located outside of the CFA would be acceptable to the Service, provided that the impacted
wetlands occur within the permitted service area of the bank.
For projects that impact 5 or more acres of wood stork foraging habitat, the Service requires a functional assessment be conducted using our "Wood
Stork Foraging Analysis Methodology"(Methodology) on the foraging habitat to be impacted and the foraging habitat provided as mitigation. The
Methodology can found in the Service's May 18, 2010, wood stork determination key (Service Federal Activity Code Number 41420-2007-FA-1494)
provided to the Corps.
The Service believes that the following federally listed species have the potential to occur in or near the project site: Audubon's crested caracara
(Caracara cheriway = Polyborus plancus audubonii), Florida scrub-jay (Aphlecoma coerulescens) red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides borealis), wood
stork, and the eastern indigo snake (Drymarchon corais couperi). Accordingly, the Service recommends that the Florida Department of Transportation
(FDOT) prepare a Biological Assessment for the project (as required by 50 CFR 402.12) during the FDOT's Project Development and Environment
process.
Fish and Wildlife Resources - All three proposed alternatives would impact fish and wildlife habitat within Boggy Creek and its adjacent riparian area. It
appears that Alternative 1 (the northern most alternative modified as discussed below) would result in the least impacts to Boggy Creek and adjacent
lands. To further minimize impacts to fish and wildlife resources, we recommend that the entire Boggy Creek flood plain be bridged
The Service notes that lands within much of the proposed study area (the section of the project from the existing eastern terminus of the Osceola
Parkway to County Road 15 [Narcoosee Road], excluding the Boggy Creek area) have been affected by commercial and residential development.
However, the eastern section of the proposed roadway extension (County Road 15 to the proposed Southport Connector ) will largely affect
undeveloped land that currently provides valuable habitat for fish and wildlife. Construction of the project will result in the direct loss and fragmentation
of fish and wildlife habitat. Indirectly, the operation of roadway following construction would: (1) increase the potential for injury and mortality to wildlife
resulting from collisions with motor vehicles, and (2) result in degradation to remaining wildlife habitat adjacent to the project corridor (e.g., disturbance
from motor vehicle noise and roadway lights, liter, stormwater runoff etc.). Moreover, the Service believes that the new motor vehicle access provided
by eastern section of the project corridor (County Road 15 to the proposed Southport Connector ) will significantly increase the likelihood that existing
fish and wildlife habitat in the area will be converted to residential and commercial development. Such development would be less likely to occur but for
the new access provided by the roadway.
The Service notes that Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 are designed to connect to the Southport Connector, a proposed six-lane toll road that that not yet been
approved to date. It is uncertain if the Southport Connector project will ever be constructed (due to lack of funding, environmental concerns etc.). The
Service finds that the construction of this section of roadway and the proposed Southport Connector roadway (if constructed) would promote significant
urban sprawl and likely result in the loss of a substantial amount of fish and wildlife habitat. As such, we cannot support Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 as
designed. To reduce the project's effects to fish and wildlife in the region, we recommend that alternatives 1, 2, and 3 be redesigned to terminate at
County Road 15 (Narcoosee Road). We believe that such a design would still largely meet the objective of the project by providing additional east-west
connectivity in the study area, while reducing the potential for urban sprawl and significant loss of fish and wildlife habitat.
CLC Commitments and Recommendations: Coordinator Feedback: None
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The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Wildlife and Habitat issue for this alternative: US Forest Service
ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Cultural Issues
Coordinator Summary: Historic and Archaeological Sites Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Historic and Archaeological Sites Issue: 3 found
3 Moderate assigned 05/02/2012 by Elliott York, Seminole Tribe of Florida
Coordination Document: No Selection
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Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Due to the presence of a prehistoric mound (8OR2185) which is potentially eligible for the NRHP, the
STOF-THPO would like to request a CRAS be conducted in order to determine effects, if any, to archaeological sites within or near the project corridor.
The CRAS should focus primarily around site 8OR2185 as all 3 alternatives have potential to impact this site. Although the survey should focus on the
area around site 8OR2185, this does not preclude the segments of other alternative corridors (2 and 3) from being systematically surveyed in order to
identify cultural resources that might be affected by this undertaking.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The STOF-THPO would like to review the results of the CRAS before commenting on possible effects to
archaeological sites in the project area.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
4 Substantial assigned 04/09/2012 by Daniel McClarnon, FL Department of State
Coordination Document: PD&E Support Document As Per PD&E Manual
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Generally, the corridors are in a medium/high probability area for archaeological sites, both historic
and prehistoric. Specifically, the extension east of CR 15/SR 500 of all three alternatives is likely to impact a recorded NRHP-elible prehistoric site, and
impact undeveloped areas which may also contain similar sites.
Most of the previously recorded structures have been identified as not NRHP-eligible.
Comments on Effects to Resources: A Cultural Resource Assessment Survey (CRAS) should be completed for the project alternatives. Survey of the
area west of CR 15/SR 500 will be able to utilize previous CRAS reports which cover portions of the APE. The area east of CR 15/SR 500 will need to
be surveyed for archaeological sites and historic properties. The previously recorded archaeological site 8OR2185 was based on an informant report
only and has not been ground-truthed. The structural APE for the CRAS should be built wide enough to consider larger rural properties.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Recreation Areas Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Recreation Areas Issue: 4 found
3 Moderate assigned 05/24/2012 by Madolyn Dominy, US Environmental Protection Agency
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Resources: Recreation Areas - conservation lands, wildlife management areas, Florida Managed
Areas.
Level of Importance: These recreational areas are of a high level of importance in the State of Florida. A moderate degree of effect is being assigned to
this issue for the proposed project, Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed Southport Connector) and Boggy
Creek Road/SR 417 Access Road, (ETDM #13789).
Comments on Effects to Resources: A review of GIS analysis in the EST at the programming screen phase of the project indicates that the Split Oak
Mitigation Park and the Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area, a Florida Managed Area and FFWCC Management Area, is
located within close proximity of the proposed project alignments.
The PD&E phase of the project should include a survey of the area to identify if there are any additional recreation areas within proximity of all of the
proposed roadway alignments. The potential to the Split Oak Mitigation Park and the Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area
may require a Section 4(f) review. Impact to recreation areas, including the one listed above, should be evaluated and considered when selecting an
Alternative alignment and design and construction options/alternatives for this roadway. Direct and indirect impact to recreational areas should be
avoided or minimized to the best extent practicable.
Impact to recreation areas, including those listed above, should be considered when selecting an alternative for this roadway. All three Alternatives
have the potential to have an impact on environmentally sensitive and valuable resources. Any impact to these resources should be avoided or
minimized to the best extent practicable.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Anita Barnett, National Park Service
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: None found.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection
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Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The easternmost portion of all three of the alternative corridors passes through or is adjacent to Split
Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area, which is owned by Orange and Osceola Counties and managed by the Florida Fish and
Wildlife Conservation Commission. The mitigation park is currently managed to enhance and preserve gopher tortoise habitat. Alternatives 1 and 2
traverse the southwest corner of the park, while 3 lies just outside the park boundary. The terminus of all three alternatives is the proposed Southport
Connector, a toll road that has not yet been approved. The Split Oak Forest Mitigation Park Wildlife and Environmental Area contains hiking trails,
significant natural communities and numerous element occurrences of listed species, as indicated by the Florida Natural Areas Inventory.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The Department is interested in preserving the area's natural communities, wildlife corridor functions, natural
flood control, stormwater runoff filtering capabilities, aquifer recharge potential, contributions to regional spring complexes, and recreational trail
opportunities. The DEP's Florida Communities Trust (FCT) provided a grant award for acquisition of this land to Osceola County and placed restrictions
on the use of the property. If the proposed parkway impacts any portion of the property, the FCT would have to review and approve such a request. The
FCT would recommend denial of a request to use park property for road right-of-way if reasonable alternatives exist. Additionally, the location of a
major road of this nature would greatly limit the ability of the land managers to conduct the necessary prescribed burns that the area requires to
maintain its natural communities. The Department recommends that the terminus for the proposed road be moved to an existing highway, such as
County Road 15.
Coordinator Feedback: None
The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Recreation Areas issue for this alternative: South Florida Water
Management District
Coordinator Summary: Section 4(f) Potential Issue
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Section 4(f) Potential Issue: 1 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
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Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Community Issues
Coordinator Summary: Aesthetics Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Aesthetics Issue: 2 found
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Alternatives 2 and 3 include new alignments throughout a largely residential area along the western
portion of the study area and a largely rural, undeveloped area in the eastern portion of the study area. Even with the utilization of the existing Boggy
Creek Road, these alternatives will significantly impact the existing viewshed, community focal points and general make-up of the community.
There are several noise sensitive sites / receivers that will be evaluated for abatement measures during the PD&E Study. In the event noise levels
exceed abatement criteria and noise walls are deemed reasonable and feasible, best practices will be used to implement an aesthetically pleasing
design to the extent possible.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The Aesthetics category will receive a "Substantial" Degree of Effect due to the proximity of noise sensitive sites
and the potential for abatement measures.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Economic Issue
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Economic Issue: 2 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
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Identified Resources and Level of Importance: None found.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Land Use Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Land Use Issue: 3 found
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The land use in the central portion of the study area is primarily composed of single family residential
housing units. There are also portions of the study area comprised of single family housing units on large acre parcels in rural enclaves. Limited
commercial uses are also interspersed throughout the study area. Alternatives 2 and 3 have the potential to alter existing land use patterns; however,
this would be minimized due to the largely developed nature of the western portion of the study area.
Comments on Effects to Resources: The category will receive a "Substantial" rating for the Degree of Effect due to the impacts to the character of
the area and the existing natural and physical environments.
Coordinator Feedback: None
0 None assigned 05/24/2012 by Jeannette Hallock-Solomon, FL Department of Economic Opportunity
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The titles and adoption dates of the comprehensive plans are as follows:
a. Osceola County - "Osceola County Comprehensive Plan 2025", August 16, 2010
b. Orange County - "Orange County, Florida Comprehensive Plan 2010-2030, Destination 2030", January 21, 2012
c. Orlando - "City of Orlando Growth Management Plan", December 5, 2011
Comments on Effects to Resources: The project is compatible with the development goals of the local governments. On February 27, 2012, the
Department of Economic Opportunity sent an email to the City of Orlando, Osceola County, and Orange County inviting them to provide their comments
concerning whether the project alternatives are compatible with their comprehensive plans. Orange County did not provide comments.
However, an email from the City of Orlando staff dated March 8, 2012, provided comments. The email included three staff reports identifying proposed
development adjacent to the proposed extension. The City staff notes the following: a.) The timing of the proposed development is unclear; b.) The
sites are currently vacant; c.) No building permits have been issued; and d.) The access and circulation of the final site plans may need to be amended
based on the chosen alternative. The City's comments relate to the local development review process, and do not have a bearing on the
appropriateness of one alternative versus another.
Also, a letter from Osceola County staff dated March 8, 2012, notes that "The proposed roadway is consistent and compatible with the Osceola County
Comprehensive Plan." The letter then provides a detailed description of relevant policies with which the project is consistent.
Economic Development: For alternatives 1-3, the project will result in the more efficient operation of the Osceola Parkway and area roadways, which
will in turn support new development. For alternatives 1-3, the project will generate jobs associated with the roadway improvements.
Future Trasporation Map: The project is depicted on Osceola and Orange Counties' Future Transportation Maps. Osceola Maps TRN 1A and TRN 1B
depict an alignment of the Osceola Parkway Extension that includes elements of each of the alternatives. The maps also depict a wider "Osceola
Parkway Corridor" area which encompasses each of the alternatives. The portion of Alternative 1, which is located in Orange County, is depicted on the
Future Conditions Number of Lanes 2030 Map, Map 1C.
Future Land Use Categories:
Osceola - Commercial, Low Density Residential, Rural Enclave, Institutional, Mixed Use, and Conservation
Orange - Planned Development and Rural
Orlando - Urban Village and Neighborhood Activity Center
It should be noted that Alternatives 1 and 2 cross the southwest corner of the Split Oak Forest Wildlife and Environmental Area (SOFWEA). Alternative
1 has greater impacts than alternative 2 because it crosses deeper into the SOFWEA. Alternative 3 is contiguous to the southwest corner but is fully
outside of the SOFWEA. Staff notes that Conservation Policy 1.10.8 of the Osceola County Comprehensive Plan states that "The County shall...
conserve and protect natural areas... including but not limited to, the Split Oak Wildlife Mitigation Areas...". Under Alternatives 1 and 2, the Osceola
Parkway would cross the SOFWEA at the very edge of its southwestern corner. While the amount of land that would be directly impacted is limited,
locating a major roadway in the SOFWEA is inconsistent with Conservation Policy 1.10.8. Therefore, staff's preference would be Alternative 3, which
avoids impacts to the SOFWEA.
Miscellaneous: The project is not located in a Coastal High Hazard Area, is not located near a military base, is not located in a Rural Area of Critical
Economic Concern, and is not lcoated in an Area of Critical State Concern.
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Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Mobility Issue
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Mobility Issue: 2 found
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: None found.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Relocation Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Relocation Issue: 2 found
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Due to the nature of the roadway being evaluated, and the current built environment within the study
area, Alternatives 2 and 3 have the potential to result in a substantial number of business and residential displacements.
Comments on Effects to Resources: Due to the likely probability for residential impacts, the Relocation category will receive a "Substantial" Degree
of Effect.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
Coordinator Summary: Social Issue
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments: Per agency review and comment.
ETAT Reviews: Social Issue: 3 found
4 Substantial assigned 06/04/2012 by Jesse Blouin, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Alternatives 2 and 3 include the development of approximately 11 miles of new roadway that would
utilize portions of the existing Boggy Creek Road, a two lane rural roadway.
These corridors would involve the need for new right of way, bisect and/or split established neighborhoods, and directly impact community cohesion
and other key social factors. As with Alternative 1, the extension of the Parkway is likely to alter the fundamental characteristics of the community
including the largely residential area on the west and the largely rural, undeveloped area on the east. Alternatives 2 and 3 also have the potential to
impact the East Lake Cemetery located south of Greats Oaks Boulevard and west of Boggy Creek Road. It should also be noted that East Lake
Elementary School and Austin Tindall Park, a community resource and publicly owned park, are located along Boggy Creek Road just west of
Turnberry Boulevard.
As with Alternative 1, the GIS analyses conducted in the Environmental Screening Tool (EST) indicates census blocks within close proximity to the
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study area with minority populations in excess of 40 percent. This should be considered during public outreach strategies and coordination with
members of the community.
Comments on Effects to Resources: This category will receive a "Substantial" Degree of Effect due to the potential for social and community impacts
associated with extending the Osceola Parkway.
Coordinator Feedback: None
0 None assigned 05/24/2012 by Jeannette Hallock-Solomon, FL Department of Economic Opportunity
Coordination Document: No Selection
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: The titles and adoption dates of the comprehensive plans are as follows:
a. Osceola County - "Osceola County Comprehensive Plan 2025", August 16, 2010
b. Orange County - "Orange County, Florida Comprehensive Plan 2010-2030, Destination 2030", January 21, 2012
c. Orlando - "City of Orlando Growth Management Plan", December 5, 2011
Comments on Effects to Resources: Local Parks:
City of Orlando - None of the 3 alternatives are within a quarter mile of a City of Orlando Park.
Orange County - Alternatives 2 and 3 do not appear to be within .25 miles of any County park.
Osceola County - Page 10-1 of the Osceola County data and analysis for the Parks and Recreational Facilities Element provides a map of County
parks. Based on that map, alternatives 2 and 3 may be within .25 miles of the 1 northernmost neighborhood park and the 1 northernmost regional park.
However, the scale of available maps makes it difficult to confirm.
The Department recommends that is the project moves forward, the impacts to these potential 4(f) resources be analyzed.
Coordinator Feedback: None
N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 04/09/2012 by Cathy Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
Coordination Document: No Involvement
Identified Resources and Level of Importance: As proposed, FHWA has no action on this project and therefore no authority for review.
Comments on Effects to Resources: None found.
Coordinator Feedback: None
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The following organization(s) were expected to but did not submit a review of the Social issue for this alternative: US Environmental Protection Agency
ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Secondary and Cumulative Issues
Coordinator Summary: Secondary and Cumulative Effects Issue
3 Moderate assigned 06/04/2012 by Florida's Turnpike Enterprise
Comments:
ETAT Reviews: Secondary and Cumulative Effects Issue: 1 found
3 Moderate assigned 04/09/2012 by John Morgan, South Florida Water Management District
Coordination Document: Permit Required
At-Risk Resource: Wildlife and Habitat
Comments on Effects: Possible wetland impacts may result due to the proposed project. A functional assessment of wetland impacts including the
habitat values provided to fish and wildlife will be required.
Recommended Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures: None found.
Recommended Actions to Improve At-Risk Resources: Reduce or eliminate wetland impacts or provide appropriate mitigation to offset functional
loss.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
________________________________
At-Risk Resource: Wetlands
Comments on Effects: A functional assessment of wetland impacts will be required. Project limits lie within the East Lake Tohopekaliga and Lake
Myrtle Drainage Basins - per District criteria, cumulative impacts need to be addressed in addition to the mitigation required to address any direct and
secondary impacts to wetlands.
Recommended Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures: None found.
Recommended Actions to Improve At-Risk Resources: Reduce or eliminate wetland impacts or provide appropriate mitigation to offset functional
loss and cumulative impacts. Mitigation provided within the same basin will prevent cumulative impacts.
For further information on District permit requirements please contact Mindy Parrott with the Regulation Division at (561) 682-6324 or
mparrott@sfwmd.gov. If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Morgan, Lead Policy Analyst, at (561) 682-2288 or
jmorganj@sfwmd.gov.
Coordinator Feedback: None
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Alternatives

Eliminated

Information6.1.

Alternative

Eliminated

6.

Eliminated Alternatives
No eliminated alternatives present.
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Scope

Project

7.
Commitments

Project

General

7.1.

Project Scope
General Project Commitments

Permits

Required

7.2.

No General Project Commitments Found
Required Permits
Studies

Technical

Required

7.3.

No Permits Found.
Required Technical Studies
Action

of

Class

7.4.

No Technical Studies Found.
Class of Action
Class of Action Determination
Class of Action: State Environmental Impact Report with Lead Agency FL Department of Transportation
Other Actions: None
Class of Action Signatures

Log

Activity

Resolution

Dispute

7.5.

ACCEPTED by Henry Pinzon, FDOT ETDM Coordinator for Florida's Turnpike Enterprise on 06/04/2012
Dispute Resolution Activity Log
No Dispute Actions Found.
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Degree of Effect Legend
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5

Legend
ETAT
Public Involvement
There is no presence of the issue in relationship to the project, or the issue is irrelevant in relationship to
the proposed transportation action.
The issue is present, but the project will have no impact on No community opposition to the planned
the issue; project has no adverse effect on ETAT resources; project. No adverse effect on the community.
None (after
permit issuance or consultation involves routine interaction
12/5/2005)
with the agency. The None degree of effect is new as of
12/5/2005.
Project has positive effect on the ETAT resource or can
Affected community supports the proposed
Enhanced
reverse a previous adverse effect leading to environmental project. Project has positive effect.
improvement.
Project has little adverse effect on ETAT resources. Permit Minimum community opposition to the
issuance or consultation involves routine interaction with the planned project. Minimum adverse effect on
Minimal
agency. Low cost options are available to address
the community.
concerns.
Project has little adverse effect on ETAT resources. Permit Minimum community opposition to the
Minimal to None
issuance or consultation involves routine interaction with the planned project. Minimum adverse effect on
(assigned prior to
agency. Low cost options are available to address
the community.
12/5/2005)
concerns.
Agency resources are affected by the proposed project, but Project has adverse effect on elements of
avoidance and minimization options are available and can the affected community. Public Involvement
be addressed during development with a moderated
is needed to seek alternatives more
Moderate
amount of agency involvement and moderate cost impact. acceptable to the community. Moderate
community interaction will be required during
project development.
The project has substantial adverse effects but ETAT
Project has substantial adverse effects on
understands the project need and will be able to seek
the community and faces substantial
avoidance and minimization or mitigation options during
community opposition. Intensive community
Substantial
project development. Substantial interaction will be required interaction with focused Public Involvement
during project development and permitting.
will be required during project development
to address community concerns.
Project may not conform to agency statutory requirements Community strongly opposes the project.
Potential Dispute
and may not be permitted. Project modification or evaluation Project is not in conformity with local
(Planning Screen)
of alternatives is required before advancing to the LRTP
comprehensive plan and has severe
Programming Screen.
negative impact on the affected community.
Project
does
not
conform
to
agency
statutory
requirements
Community strongly opposes the project.
Dispute Resolution
and will not be permitted. Dispute resolution is required
Project is not in conformity with local
(Programming
before the project proceeds to programming.
comprehensive plan and has severe
Screen)
negative impact on the affected community.
members from different agencies assigned a different degree of effect to this project, and the
No ETAT Consensus ETAT
ETDM coordinator has not assigned a summary degree of effect.
No ETAT members have reviewed the corresponding issue for this project, and the ETDM coordinator
No ETAT Reviews
has not assigned a summary degree of effect.
Meaning
Not Applicable / No
Involvement

GIS Analyses
Since there are so many GIS Analyses available for Project #13789 - Osceola Parkway Extension (from west of Boggy Creek Road to the proposed
Southport Connector) and Boggy Creek Road / SR 417 Access Road, they have not been included in this ETDM Summary Report. GIS Analyses,
however, are always available for this project on the Public ETDM Website. Please click on the link below (or copy this link into your Web Browser) in
order to view detailed GIS tabular information for this project:
http://etdmpub.fla-etat.org/est/index.jsp?tpID=13789&startPageName=GIS%20Analysis%20Results

Attachments

Project

9.3.

Special Note: Please be sure that when the GIS Analysis Results page loads, the Programming Screen Summary Report Published on 06/04/2012
by Jesse Blouin Milestone is selected. GIS Analyses snapshots have been taken for Project #13789 at various points throughout the project's lifecycle, so it is important that you view the correct snapshot.

Project Attachments
Note: Attachments are not included in this Summary Report, but can be accessed by clicking on the links below:
Date
Type
Size
Link / Description
Ancillary Project
11.11 MB
http://etdmpub.fla-etat.org/est/servlet/blobViewer?blobID=12611
Documentation
Ancillary Project
188.34 MB http://etdmpub.fla-etat.org/est/servlet/blobViewer?blobID=12610
Documentation
Ancillary Project
1.29 MB
http://etdmpub.fla-etat.org/est/servlet/blobViewer?blobID=12609
Documentation
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