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PD&E Process

= Engineering, Social & Environmental Studies
= Community Input

= Develop and Evaluate Alternatives

= County Selects Recommended Altemative
= Obtain FHWA Approval
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Key Factors Considered — Evaluation of Alternatives

= Community Input

= Impacts to Adjacent Property and Utilities
= Impacts to Navigation

= |mpacts to Recreation Areas and Parks

= Impacts to Cultural Resources

= Airand Noise Impacts

= Impacts to Wildlife and Habitat, Wetlands
= Need for Safe Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities
= Need for Safe and Efficient Transportation

= Visual Impacts and Aesthetics

= Construction Impacts and Costs
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Public Alternatives Workshop - March 29, 2016

Purpose
= Present Viable Altematives & Potential Impacts

= Obtain Community Input
Altematives Presented

Tide Relief Bridge

= No-Build

= Low-Level Fixed Bridge
Main Bridge

= No-Build

= Low-Level Movable Bridge
= Mid-Level Movable Bridge
= High-Level Fixed Bridge
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Main Bridge Alternatives

= On Existing Alignment with Temporary Bridge

= Low-Level Movable Bridge - 21 ft Vertical Clearance
= Mid-Level Movable Bridge - 35 ft Vertical Clearance
= High-Level Fixed Bridge - 65 ft Vertical Clearance
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MAIN BRIDGE - VERTICAL PROFILES
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Public Participation
364 Attendees at Public Alternatives Workshop

Website
= 304 Respondents
-297 Questionnaires
-72 Comments
Other*
= 3 Questionnaires
= 88 Comments

*QOther input received at the workshop, by mail or email

NOTE: Asof5/19/2016
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Public Input Results — Main Bridge

Rank Total
Alternative Responses

VOELEGGGES 32.80%  35.53% 28.78% 2.89%
(Low/Mid) 204 221 179 18
Fixed Bridge 35.65% 9.46% 14.51% 40.38%

(High) 113 30 46 128
20.48% 10.92% 17.41% 91.20%
60 32 o1 150

No-Build
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Bridge Aesthetics Options

= Two Themes

= Florida Veracular
= Modern
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Alternatives Evaluation Matrix

MAIN BRIDGE

IMPACT EVALUATION CRITERIA

NO BUILD

LOW-LEVEL

MID-LEVEL

MOVABLE BRIDGE | MOVABLE BRIDGE
ROADWAY/BRIDGE ISSUES

HIGH-LEVEL
FIXED BRIDGE

TIDE RELIEF BRIDGE

NO BUILD

LOW-LEVEL
FIXED BRIDGE

Overall Bridge Width

40'1"

62'7"

62'7"

627"

401"

idth of Vehicular Travel Lanes

11

11

11

11

11

Shoulders (both sides)

>

g’

g

g’

bY

Sidewalks

3’ 6” (north side)

5’ (north side)

5’ (north side)

5’ (north side)

3’ 6” (north side)

5’ (north side)

Pinellas Trail Spur

6’ (south side)

15’ (south side)

15’ (south side)

15’ (south side)

6’ (south side)

15’ (south side)

ertical/Horizontal Clearance

20" /90’

21°/100°

35'/100’

65'/100’

12.5'/45’

14.5'/144’

Meets Current Design/Safety Standards?

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Structural Deficiencies Corrected?

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Bridge Openings

No Change

No Change

50% Reduction

N/A

N/A

N/A

SOCIAL & ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Private Property/Land Acquisition

None

None

None

None

None

None

None

None

None

None

None

None

None

Minimal

Moderate

High

None

Minimal

Temporary

None

0.93 acres

0.93 acres

1.48 acres

None

None

Parks/Recreation
Permanent

None

None

Gain 0.31 acres

Gain 0.94 acres

None

Lose 0.36 acres

Historic & Archaeological Resources

None

None

None

None

None

None

etlands (Temporary/Permanent)

None

0.21/0.11 (acres)

0.21/0.11 (acres)

0.24/0.27 (acres)

None

None

Seagrasses (Temporary/Permanent)

None

0.04 acres/None

0.04 acres/None

0.04 acres/None

None

None

ildlife

None

Minimal

Minimal

Minimal

None

Minimal

Major Utilities

None

None

None

None

None

None

Potential Noise Impacts (Residential /Recreation)

None

None/Minimal

None/Minimal

None/Minimal

None

None/Minimal

COSTS

Total Project Costs™ (millions)

N/A

$74.9

$76.0

$48.9

N/A

$9.25

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS

Temporary Bridge Required

N/A

Yes

Yes

Yes

N/A

No***

Total Construction Time

N/A

Hokkk

4 years

ko

4 years

ok

4 years

N/A

18 months

Anticipated Service Life
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15 years

75 years

75 years

75 years

15 years

75 years
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High-Level Fixed Bridge — Cost Estimate

= Estimated Cost $48.9 million

Description: Bridge Construction Cost Estimate

Hammerhead Pier Multi- Column Pier . CO nve nti O n a I CO nstru cti o n
o
EE

X
Ix
1022
L1194
032

per bridge 472, $48.360.632
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Low-Level Movable Bridge — Cost Estimate

FPID: Low-Level Mouvable Bridge Alternative
Project: Dunedin Cswy. PD&E

= Estimated Cost $74.9 million
I KR

= Conventional Construction for
Approach Spans

= Additional Costs Specific to
Movable Bridge (Approximately
$21 million)
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Mid-Level Movable Bridge — Cost Estimate

Mid-Level Movable Bridge Alternative

: Dunedin Cswy. PD&E 2

| — = : o
= Estimated Cost $76.0 million

= Conventional Construction for
Approach Spans

= Additional Costs Specific to
Movable Bridge (Approximately
$21 million)
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Key Dates

June 8, 2016

= County Staff, MPO, City of Dunedin, Ad Hoc Committee Chair
June 13,2016

= Ad Hoc Committee

June 16, 2016

= Dunedin City Commission

August 4, 2016

= Workshop with County Commissioners

August 23,2016

= Commission Action to Select Recommended Altemative
November, 2016

= Final Public Meeting
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