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Introduction
This is the Record of Decision (ROD) and Section 4(f) Determination for the subject project identified in the
Transportation Element of the City of Port St. Lucie Comprehensive Plan (as amended in 2003) and the
adopted 2035 Regional Long Range Transportation Plan (2035 RLRTP) for the Martin-St. Lucie Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) and the St. Lucie Transportation Planning Organizations (TPO), completed in
February 2011.
The project is needed to address the existing traffic congestion within the City of Port St. Lucie (City) across the
North Fork St. Lucie River (NFSLR) and to prevent severe congestion in the future. Currently, only two bridges
within the City cross the NFSLR (Port St. Lucie Boulevard and Prima Vista Boulevard). These bridges provide a
vital link between the communities west and east of the river, and are the only means of east-west emergency
evacuation of residents east of the NFSLR. The existing traffic crossing the NFSLR exceeds the capacity of the
two existing bridges. Currently, the existing bridges are experiencing substantial traffic congestion and will not
be able to meet the projected travel demand across the NFSLR in the future. Even with widening the existing
two bridges combined with Transportation Systems Management and Multimodal Alternatives, both bridges
would continue to operate beyond their projected traffic-carrying capacity. Without the project, the level of traffic
congestion is projected to worsen and mobility along the existing corridors would continue to degrade.
The primary purpose of the project is to alleviate substantial traffic capacity deficiencies across the existing
bridges while accommodating future growth.
This ROD is made pursuant to the June 2013 Crosstown Parkway Extension Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS; EIS-2011-02-59-F), which is hereby incorporated by reference.

Decision
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Florida Division, proposes the construction of a new bridge
(Crosstown Parkway Extension) across the North Fork St. Lucie River (NFSLR). This decision has been made
in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and associated laws, regulations, and orders,
and in coordination with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), the City of Port St. Lucie (City), and
associated consultants. Alternative 1C is the Selected Alternative and is shown in Figure 1. The 6-lane divided
highway and bridge will extend the existing Crosstown Parkway from Manth Lane on the west, across the
NFSLR to U.S. 1 on the east, a distance of 1.96 miles.

Background
A third crossing of the NFSLR has been recognized as a needed transportation component in the 1989 City of
Port St. Lucie Comprehensive Plan, St. Lucie County 2025 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), Martin-St.
Lucie 2030 RLRTP, and the current Martin–St. Lucie 2035 RLRTP. The new crossing was identified between
the existing Port St. Lucie Boulevard and Prima Vista Boulevard bridges to address substantial transportation
deficiencies resulting from population growth. Subsequently, the City conducted a study to identify an
appropriate corridor [Analysis of Potential River Crossing Alternatives (to Reduce Traffic Congestion in the City
of Port St. Lucie) - Part I of II, June 2008, (Corridor Report)]. Based on the analysis, it was concluded, with
agreement from the advisory groups and coordination with FHWA, that Corridor 5 (Crosstown Parkway
Corridor), was the only location for a crossing that met the purpose and need for the project.
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The City then examined eight build alternatives plus the Multimodal Alternative and the Transportation
System Management (TSM)1 Alternative within the selected corridor [Crosstown Parkway Extension
Corridor Alternatives Report – Part II of II, June 2008, (Alternatives Report)]. Two build alternatives
(Alternatives 3 and 4) plus the Multimodal Alternative and TSM Alternative were eliminated because they
did not meet the project purpose and need. Further, the results of the analysis indicated that the six
alternatives varied in their effectiveness in terms of meeting the project purpose and need and the other
evaluation criteria. The reports were reviewed by the Environmental Technical Advisory Team (ETAT).
Both reports were posted in the FDOT Environmental Screening Tool (EST) via the FDOT Efficient
Transportation Decision Making (ETDM) Website to ensure review and comments by the ETAT. No
comments were received on the Corridor Report or the Alternatives Report when they were published in the
EST, and they were accepted by FHWA in March 2009. FHWA determined that, due to the sensitive social
and environmental character of the project area and to ensure a comprehensive comparison and evaluation
of alternatives, all six build alternatives would be carried forward as potential viable alternatives for
evaluation. The details of these studies are contained in Section 3.1 (Project History) and 3.2 (Alternatives
Development) in the EIS.

Alternatives Considered
The goal of the Crosstown Extension EIS was to select an alternative to meet the project purpose and need
and to provide a safe and accessible transportation solution while minimizing the unavoidable impacts to
the environment. Following the alternatives analysis (Alternatives Report), several alternatives were
examined: the No Build Alternative, a Multimodal Alternative, a TSM Alternative, and six build alternatives.
No Build Alternative
Under the No Build Alternative, no bridge would be constructed; however, other planned roadway
improvements contained in adopted 2035 RLRTP would still be constructed. Although this alternative has
the positive attributes of avoiding impacts to the natural and the socioeconomic environment, this
alternative would not provide needed east-west capacity across the NFSLR and funds would be required
to widen other area roadways to meet forecasted traffic demand. It would also not receive the benefits of
the compensatory mitigation plan. The No Build Alternative was eliminated because it does not meet the
project purpose and need.
Transportation System Management Alternative
The TSM Alternative examined system-wide signal timing and phasing optimization, additional turn lanes
on Floresta Drive at Prima Vista Boulevard and at Port St. Lucie Boulevard, an additional (third) northbound
to westbound left-turn lane on U.S. 1 at Port St. Lucie Boulevard, and an additional southbound right-turn
overlap phase on Veterans Memorial Parkway at Port St. Lucie Boulevard. The TSM Alternative was
eliminated because the analysis indicated that these techniques would not provide the necessary capacity
to accommodate the additional forecasted traffic that would cross the NFSLR for the Design (2037) year
(No Build forecast).

1

Transportation System Management (TSM) refers to the use of operational techniques and intersection improvements.
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Multimodal Alternative
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) and multimodal strategies were examined to determine
whether the capacity deficiencies projected for the existing bridge crossings of Port St. Lucie Boulevard and
Prima Vista Boulevard could be alleviated by adjusting travel behaviors and distribution through travel
incentives/disincentives or by providing alternatives to the typical vehicle. The Multimodal Alternative was
eliminated because the analysis showed that these strategies would not offset the substantial capacity
deficiencies that exist throughout the transportation network.
Other Alternatives Considered
During the EIS process several alternatives were suggested by the ETAT. Others were evaluated as
avoidance alternatives or minimization measures for purposes of Section 4(f) of the U.S. Transportation Act
[Section 6.0 (Section 4(f) Evaluation)]:
•

•

•

•

Widening of the existing bridges (at Port St. Lucie Boulevard and Prima Vista Boulevard) was
considered at three different times during the development of the six build alternatives.2 This
alternative was rejected each time because, even with widening, both bridges would continue to
operate beyond their capacity. Based on an analysis of the future forecasted conditions, both bridges
would be severely congested, even if widened, and they would not be able to service the entire traffic
demand that was forecasted to cross the NFSLR. Widening of the bridges would also impact the
Savannas Preserve State Park (SPSP) and the NFSLR Aquatic Preserve (AP) because additional
bridge piers would be required. In addition, widening of the existing bridges would require the
acquisition of approximately 250 businesses that would result in substantial socioeconomic impacts.
During the review of the Draft EIS (DEIS), the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) suggested the
examination of an additional alternative that would combine the widening of the existing bridges (at Port
St. Lucie Boulevard and Prima Vista Boulevard) with the Multimodal and TSM alternatives. A two tier
analysis was performed that examined widening Prima Vista Boulevard and Port St. Lucie Boulevard to
eight and ten lanes, respectively, in combination with a Multimodal and TSM alternative. The analysis
showed that, even with these improvements, the Port St. Lucie Boulevard Bridge would still be over
capacity. In addition, widening of the bridges would result in the same socioeconomic and
environmental impacts discussed above. Thus, this alternative was rejected.
A cable-stayed bridge (suggested by the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) was evaluated as an
option to completely span the wetlands and aquatic habitat of the AP and SPSP. This type of bridge
was determined to be feasible, but was rejected because: it would not avoid impacts to these
resources; it would create substantial visual impacts in the residential community; the cost would be 2.5
to 3 times more than conventional bridge construction; and it must be closed to traffic during high
winds.
The USACE, the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and the NMFS recommended that a tunnel
alternative be considered to avoid impacts to the wetlands and aquatic habitat of the AP and the SPSP.
A Tunnel Concept Report was prepared, which examined an alternative that would build a pair of

The widening of the existing bridges was considered during the Corridor Report, the Alternatives Report, and the Design Traffic
Technical Memorandum (DTTM) prepared for the EIS.
2
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•

•

•

tunnels under the SPSP and the AP. Any alignment within the project area could have been examined,
but a straight alignment under the NFSLR was considered to be the most feasible in terms of
engineering constraints and cost. Thus, the approximate alignment of Alternative 1C was chosen for
the evaluation rather than the curved and less direct alignments of the other build alternatives. Based
on this analysis, it was concluded that construction of a tunnel would be feasible. However, this
alternative was rejected because: it would not avoid impacts to the SPSP, essential fish habitat, and
wetlands because of geometric requirements at the eastern terminus at U.S. 1. To avoid impacts to
the SPSP, U.S. 1 would need to be realigned 1,600 feet to the east resulting in a substantial number of
additional business and residential relocations. In addition, a tunnel would likely involve intrusive
construction techniques for soil stabilization and it could have unanticipated construction impacts
(heave, settlement, and impacts on groundwater and wells). A tunnel would cost 7 to 8 times more
than a bridge. If U.S. 1 were realigned, costs would be even higher.
During the review of the DEIS, the USACE suggested the tunnel alternative be reconsidered with an
alignment along Alternative 1F or 6B because the eastern terminus could come to grade within upland
habitat (to avoid wetland impacts, although the area contains wetlands and uplands). Based on this
analysis, it was concluded that construction of a tunnel along Alternative 1F3 would be feasible.
However, this alternative was rejected because: it would not avoid impacts to the SPSP, essential fish
habitat, and wetlands because of geometric requirements at the eastern terminus at U.S. 1 (a tunnel
would have a wider typical section than a roadway). To avoid impacts to the natural environment, the
tunnel could be shifted north but this would result in 17 to 18 additional residential relocations in La
Buona Vita. As with the tunnel alternative along the Alternative 1C alignment, it would have the same
intrusive construction techniques for soil stabilization, unanticipated construction impacts, and
increased costs as described for the tunnel alternative along Alternative 1C.
A proposal to construct a double-deck bridge over the NFSLR was evaluated in an effort to reduce the
footprint of a new bridge. This option was eliminated because, compared to a single-deck bridge, it
would have: larger engineering design structural elements; additional impacts in the SPSP and the AP
due to the reconstructed structure; more residential and business relocations at the bridge termini;
more shading impacts (a taller bridge would result in a wider shadow north of the bridge during the
winter months); and higher construction costs.
Grade-separated flyover ramps at U.S. 1 and Port St. Lucie Boulevard have been discussed by the City
since 1998. This alternative was rejected because the ramps would address level of service only at
this intersection and would not address the forecasted capacity deficiencies of the existing roadway
network.

After evaluating and eliminating these additional alternatives, the No Build Alternative, the TSM Alternative,
the Multimodal Alternative, and six build alternatives remained for consideration. All build alternatives
include a bridge over the NFSLR and the typical sections for the approach roadways and bridge are the
same for all build alternatives. The six build alternatives considered were:
•

Alternative 2A - Connects Crosstown Parkway via Walters Terrace west of the NFSLR to Veterans
Memorial Parkway (formerly known as Midport Road) east of the NFSLR, and ultimately connects with
U.S. 1 at the intersection of Walton Road;

Alternatives 1F and 6B have the same alignment on the eastern side of the NFSLR. Alternative 1F was chosen for this analysis
because it would have fewer social impacts on the west side of the NFSLR.

3
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•
•
•
•

•

Alternative 2D – Extends Crosstown Parkway along West Virginia Drive to Floresta Drive, then
connects to Walters Terrace via Floresta Drive. Traffic would be required to make a right turn and a left
turn at the two intersections along Floresta Drive to make the connection to U.S. 1;
Alternative 1C – Extends Crosstown Parkway along West Virginia Drive west of the NFSLR to the
existing intersection of U.S. 1 and Village Green Drive;
Alternative 1F – Extends Crosstown Parkway along West Virginia Drive, then curves northeast to
connect with U.S. 1 at a new intersection between Village Green Drive and Savanna Club Boulevard;
Alternative 6B – Similar to Alternative 1F, this alternative extends Crosstown Parkway along West
Virginia Drive to Floresta Drive. However, it curves northeast beginning at Floresta Drive, and crosses
the NFSLR north of Alternative 1F. It connects with U.S. 1 at a new intersection between Village Green
Drive and Savanna Club Boulevard; and
Alternative 6A – Extends Crosstown Parkway along West Virginia Drive to Floresta Drive. From there it
curves north and then east across the NFSLR to the existing intersection of U.S. 1 and Savanna Club
Boulevard.

Alternative Selected
The City, as the project sponsor, selected a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA).4 The LPA selection
process is described in Section 3.3.1 (Selection of the Preferred Alternative) of the EIS. On November 17,
2011, senior management and staff from the City, the FDOT, and the TPO selected Alternative 1C as the
LPA for extending the existing Crosstown Parkway. On January 23, 2012, the Port St. Lucie City Council
adopted the selection of Alternative 1C as the LPA for the extension of the Crosstown Parkway from Manth
Lane to U.S. 1. Based on this information and after coordination with the public, stakeholders, and the
regulatory and cooperating agencies, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) concurred with the
identification of Alternative 1C as the Preferred Alternative based on its ability to fulfill the project purpose
and need while considering environmental impacts, costs, and technical factors.
The Preferred Alternative travels northeast along West Virginia Drive then crosses the SPSP and three
crossings of the NFSLR (main channel, North Coral Reef Waterway, and Evans Creek), bending slightly
southward to its eventual terminus with U.S. 1 and its intersection with Village Green Drive at its eastern
terminus (Figure 1). This connection at the eastern terminus will create a fourth leg of this existing
intersection. Signalization will be required at the existing West Virginia Drive and Floresta Drive 2-way stop
controlled intersection. The typical sections for the Preferred Alternative are shown on Figures 2 through
4. The typical section west of the NFSLR will be a suburban cross section consisting of three 12-foot travel
lanes and a 14-foot outside shoulder, including a 5-foot paved designated bicycle lane in each direction.
Travel lanes will be separated by a 32-foot raised landscaped median. The right of way width for the typical
section will be 330 feet to the west bridge approach. Consistent with the Crosstown Parkway to the west, a
wide area of green space with a wide pedestrian pathway will be constructed on both sides of the parkway
within the right of way. East of Floresta Drive, as the roadway approaches the NFSLR, the cross section
will transition to an urban typical section and narrow in width to match the bridge cross section.

4 As used in this document, a Build Alternative” refers to one of the six reasonable alternatives carried through the alternatives
analysis and Public Hearing (Alternatives 2A, 2D, 1C, 1F, 6B, and 6A). A Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) refers to the
alternative identified from among the build alternatives through the City’s selection process and adopted by the City Council on
January 23, 2012, and then recommended to FHWA as the preferred alternative (Alternative 1C). The Preferred Alternative”
refers to the alternative that FHWA concurred with the identification of as the Preferred Alternative on July 30, 2012.
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The bridge typical section was originally 143 feet from outside edge of railing to outside edge of railing
(Figure 4), and consisted of parallel twin structures, each consisting of three 12-foot lanes, a 1-foot 6½inch inside traffic barrier, a 1-foot 6-inch outside traffic barrier between the outside shoulder and sidewalk,
an 8-foot inside shoulder, a 10-foot outside shoulder, and an 8-foot sidewalk with a 1-foot pedestrian railing.
A 10-foot 11-inch gap between the two structures was included to allow inspection of the under deck and
superstructure using a truck mounted mechanical arm platform (to avoid ground-based inspection
equipment). Following the selection of the Preferred Alternative, additional avoidance and minimization
measures were developed through coordination with NMFS, USACE, and USFWS (July to September
2012) to reduce the impacts of the Preferred Alternative to wetlands, listed species habitats, Section 4(f)
use, and essential fish habitat. The bridge typical section was reduced from 143 feet to 103 feet (102’ 8”),
and now consists of twin structures, each consisting of two 11-foot travel lanes, one 12-foot outside travel
lane, a 5-foot outside shoulder/bicycle lane, a 2-foot 6-inch inside shoulder, a 1-foot 6 ½-inch inside traffic
barrier, a 1-foot 6-inch outside traffic barrier between the sidewalk and outside shoulder/bicycle lane, a 6foot sidewalk, a 9 ½-inch pedestrian railing, and a 2-inch gap between the structures.
By reducing the bridge typical sections from 143 feet to 103 feet and by assessing shading impacts based
on the physical width of the bridge, as opposed to the 157-foot right of way width, wetland impacts
decreased from 10.1 acres to 6.83 acres, a reduction of 3.27 acres. The reduced typical section also
resulted in a reduction in wetland functional loss from 11.26 to 8.34 functional loss units (includes direct
and indirect impacts), a reduction of 2.92 functional loss units (the indirect functional losses were calculated
from the edge of the bridge, rather than from the right of way line). Upland impacts were reduced from 6.45
acres to 2.96 acres, a reduction of 3.49 acres of impact.5 The use of Section 4(f) properties in the SPSP
decreased from 2.21 acres to 2.14 acres, a reduction of 0.07 acres while the use of the AP was unchanged
(0.02 acre).
East of the NFSLR, the proposed typical section consists of an urban 6-lane cross section with three 12foot travel lanes and a 5-foot designated bicycle lane in each direction, separated by a 30-foot raised
grassed median. The right of way width for this typical section will be 144 feet.

Section 4(f) Evaluation
Three properties located within the project area are Section 4(f) properties: North Fork St. Lucie River
Aquatic Preserve (AP), the Savannas Preserve State Park (SPSP), and Kiwanis Park. A Section 4(f)
evaluation was conducted to determine if any feasible and prudent alternatives existed that would
completely avoid the use of 4(f) properties [Section 6.0 (Section 4(f) Evaluation)]. Once it was concluded
that there were no feasible and prudent avoidance alternatives, a least harm analysis was conducted to
determine which of the remaining alternatives that used Section 4(f) properties would result in the least
overall harm. The process included the incorporation of all possible planning to minimize harm to Section
4(f) properties. The evaluation also examined if the proposed action would have a constructive use and
evaluated measures to minimize harm.

As the impervious area on the bridge was reduced, stormwater control requirements also decreased. An assessment of the
stormwater runoff calculations determined that the stormwater pond on the Liberty Medical property has sufficient capacity to
accommodate the additional runoff from the bridge and does not require expansion. This resulted in a reduction of upland
habitat impacts (2.47 acres).

5
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All build alternatives will impact a Section 4(f) property. All build alternatives, including the Preferred
Alternative, would result in a use of the AP and all build alternatives except Alternative 6A would use the
SPSP (Alternative 6A is located north of the boundaries of the SPSP). Only Alternative 2D would use
Kiwanis Park.
Based on the discussions contained in Section 6.2 (Avoidance Alternatives), Section 6.3 (Measures to
Minimize Harm), Section 6.4 (Use of Section 4(f) Properties), and Section 6.6 (Evaluation of Alternatives),
no alternatives exist to avoid a new crossing of the NFSLR. In addition, no feasible and prudent
alternatives exist to completely avoid the AP and the SPSP. Numerous bridging options were examined to
bridge the AP and the SPSP. The bridging option with pile bents is the most viable and least harmful
option for crossing the AP and the SPSP, although this option will use lands from these properties (except
for Alternative 6A, which is located north of the SPSP).
Alternatives 2D, 1F, 6A, and 6B have been eliminated due to their severe social impacts. Of the two
remaining alternatives under consideration (2A and 1C), Alternative 1C has the least net harm because it
has less impacts to environmental habitat, it has fewer social impacts than any other build alternative, it has
the least number of residential relocations, and it requires no business relocations. Thus, for purposes of
Section 4(f), Alternative 1C has been selected as the Preferred Alternative. Following the selection of the
Preferred Alternative, additional avoidance and minimization measures were developed through
coordination with the resource agencies, which also reduced the use of Section 4(f) properties. Thus, all
possible planning to minimize harm and mitigate for adverse impacts have been incorporated into the
Preferred Alternative.
Coordination has been ongoing with the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP), the
agency with management authority over the AP and the SPSP, to address the use of these properties and
to develop a compensatory mitigation plan for the use of Section 4(f) properties. This resulted in the
development of a Proprietary6 Mitigation Plan, which provides compensatory mitigation for obtaining an
easement to cross state-owned lands. Details of the Proprietary Mitigation Plan are contained in Section
6.7 (Compensatory Mitigation for Section 4(f) Uses) in the EIS. A Regulatory7 Mitigation Plan was also
developed for the project. The Regulatory Mitigation Plan provides compensatory mitigation for
unavoidable direct and indirect impacts to wetlands, SSL, and navigable and non-navigable waters, as
required under federal and state regulations. The Regulatory Mitigation Plan and the Proprietary Mitigation
Plan also provide ecological benefits to state-owned lands and the features that qualify them as Section 4(f)
properties.
The Preferred Alternative, with the reduced bridge typical section, will use 0.02 acres of the AP. It will use
2.14 acres of the SPSP (reduced from 2.21 acres). It will not use lands from Kiwanis Park. It will affect
Halpatiokee Canoe and Nature Trail (Halpatiokee). Halpatiokee is the only land-based public access to the
portion of SPSP west of U.S. 1 (the Preferred alternative will have no effect on the portion of the SPSP east
of U.S. 1 and motorized boat access will remain unaffected). The existing facility is not well-maintained, is
often inundated or flooded, and involves a 0.3-mile portage to the canoe stopover dock on Evans Creek.

6 “Proprietary” refers to publicly-owned lands. These lands are held in trust by the State of Florida for all residents and are
intended to be managed for the public benefit.
7 “Regulatory” refers to a type of governmental power, which allows an entity of the government to regulate private property as
well as publicly-owned lands for the public good. The regulatory powers that the government agency has over private and public
lands are granted by the state and by federal statutes and regulations.
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The FDEP, the agency with management jurisdiction over this facility, has approved the relocation of
Halpatiokee 1,000 feet to the south and the construction of an improved facility with a direct connection to
Evans Creek.
Based on the analyses contained in this Section 4(f) evaluation, unique or unusual factors are involved in
the use of alternatives that avoid Section 4(f) properties, and the cost, social, economic, and environmental
impacts, or community disruption resulting from such alternatives reach extraordinary magnitudes.
Alternative 1C has the least net harm to Section 4(f) resources and it has been selected as the Preferred
Alternative. Based on the above considerations, there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the use of
land from the AP and the SPSP and the proposed action includes all possible planning to minimize harm to
the AP and the SPSP resulting from such use.

Major Issues Considered
Full disclosure and documentation of the impacts resulting from the implementation of the Preferred
Alternative is contained in Section 5.0 (Environmental Consequences) and is summarized in Section 1.6.3
(Environmental Impacts of the Preferred Alternative) of the EIS. Relevant baseline data and estimated
impacts were developed based on information provided during the ETDM process and guidance from the
Project Development and Environment Manual (PD&E Manual). The concerns of the agencies and the
public were also incorporated in the development of the purpose and need for the project and the
development of the project alternatives. The compensatory mitigation plan was developed with
coordination with the USACE, USEPA, NMFS, SFWMD, and FDEP. This section contains a summary of
the specific and substantive impacts that can be anticipated from the implementation of the Preferred
Alternative. For full details of the analysis, refer to the applicable sections of Section 5.0 (Environmental
Consequences) in the EIS.
Social and Economic Impacts
The Preferred Alternative will require the relocation of 65 occupied residential properties. If the number of
previously purchased developed properties is included (35), a total of 100 improved residential properties
will be affected by this alternative. The Preferred Alternative will be aligned along the existing West Virginia
Drive on the west side of the NFSLR and it will not pass through or near any residential or commercial
areas on the east side of the NFSLR. Of the 65 occupied residential properties to be acquired, it is
estimated, based on census data, that 21 minority households (32.31 percent of the total), 17 disabled
households (26.15 percent of the total), and 10 elderly households (15.38 percent of the total) will need to
be relocated. No minority or low-income populations have been identified that would be adversely
impacted by the Preferred Alternative. Therefore, in accordance with the provisions of Executive Order
12898 and FHWA Order 6640.23, no further Environmental Justice analysis is required. No community
facilities (non-Section 4(f) resources) will be directly or indirectly affected. The Preferred Alternative will
remove approximately 0.04 percent of the City’s tax base and 0.02 percent of the County’s tax base.
A detailed remediation plan has been completed to address all the noncompliance issues associated with
the parcels along the Preferred Alternative that were acquired after the November 2000 federalization date.
The remediation plan documents the actions taken to bring each parcel into compliance with the appraisal,
acquisition, and relocation assistance requirements of the Uniform Act.
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Physical Resource Impacts
The Noise Study documented that the Preferred Alternative will impact ten receptors, all of which are
residential dwellings. The impacted receptors are located along the north and south sides of the Preferred
Alternative, between Floresta Drive and Coral Reef Street. The noise barrier analysis determined that two,
10-foot high noise barriers could benefit all ten of these receptors. Both walls were determined to be
feasible and reasonable. The noise barriers will be constructed for the Preferred Alternative at the noiseimpacted locations contingent upon the following conditions:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Detailed noise analyses during the final design process support the need, feasibility, and
reasonableness for providing abatement;
Consideration of the viewpoint of the impacted and benefited receptors has been addressed;
Safety and engineering aspects as related to the roadway user and the adjacent property owner have
been reviewed and any conflicts or issues resolved;
Precautions will be taken to assure billboards are not blocked by noise barriers;
Scenic highways will not be affected by the construction of noise barrier walls; and
Any other mitigating circumstances found in Part 2, Chapter 17 (Noise) of the PD&E Manual have been
analyzed and resolved.

The detailed noise analyses and the public coordination to be conducted during detailed design are a
project commitment.
Visual Impacts
Through analysis, coordination, and public input, potential visual impacts were identified. A low-level bridge
that meets the minimum-required bridge height (per USCG clearance requirements) will minimize visual
impacts of the bridge structure. The City will elicit input from the community during one or more City
Council meetings to identify opportunities to enhance the community by incorporating amenities, design
standards for lighting, visual aspects of the bridge, and landscaping for the project. Public input during the
design phase is a project commitment.
Natural Resource Impacts
Following the selection of Alternative 1C as the Preferred Alternative, additional avoidance and
minimization measures were developed through coordination with the cooperating and involved agencies.
A reduced bridge typical section decreased unavoidable impacts of the Preferred Alternative to wetlands,
listed species habitats, and essential fish habitat. Based on the reduced typical section, the Preferred
Alternative will have 6.83 acres of unavoidable impacts to wetlands (8.34 functional loss units, which
includes indirect impacts) and 2.96 total acres of upland impacts. It will have 6.83 acres of unavoidable
impacts to essential fish habitat (same as wetlands) and 1.15 acres of impact to open water habitat
(primarily due to shading). No listed species will be adversely affected. A compensatory mitigation plan
has been developed to compensate for unavoidable impacts.
The project area is located within the 100-year floodplain as identified on the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM) for St. Lucie County. The floodplain
analysis indicates that a latitudinal floodplain encroachment of approximately 1.82 acres is associated with
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the Preferred Alternative. The Platt’s Creek mitigation project (see Conceptual Compensatory Mitigation,
below) will include excavation within the floodplain that will exceed the encroachment volume, fully
mitigating the floodplain impacts associated with the Preferred Alternative.
The constructed bridge will be located in the regulatory floodway but will result in no change to the
downstream floodplain zone or result in a reduction of the upstream floodplain zone. No modification to the
base floodplain and regulatory floodways is necessary. The proposed action is consistent with the
regulatory floodway.
The construction of the drainage structures proposed for this project will cause changes in flood stage and
flood limits. These changes will not result in any significant adverse impacts on the natural and beneficial
floodplain values or any significant changes in flood risk or damage. These changes have been reviewed
by the appropriate regulatory authorities who have concurred with the determination that there will be no
significant impacts. There will not be significant change in the potential for interruption or termination of
emergency service or emergency evacuation routes. Therefore, it has been determined that this
encroachment is not significant.
Cumulative Impacts
Cumulative impacts have been assessed for the Crosstown Parkway Extension. While there will be
adverse impacts to wetlands and other waters through construction, the net impact, including mitigation, is
expected to be positive. The project is expected to have positive cumulative impacts regarding air quality
since the project will reduce traffic congestion on the streets. A review of the impacts on development
indicate a moderate impact to long term development which is consistent with the long term plans of the
City’s Comprehensive Plan. The surrounding area is mostly developed but there is a trend of increased
population density in this coastal area.
Conceptual Compensatory Mitigation
Throughout the project development process and as documented in the EIS, the City has evaluated the
project through a sequence of avoidance, minimization, and then, compensation for unavoidable impacts,
in accordance with mitigation requirements for wetland impacts pursuant to the Clean Water Act Section
404(b)(1) Guidelines (40 CFR, Part 230), USACE Regulations (33 CFR, Part 332), and associated
guidance.
During the ETDM process for the EIS, the USFWS assigned a degree of effect of “Dispute Resolution” for
the categories of Special Designations, Wetlands, and Wildlife and Habitat. Subsequently, the Secretary of
the FDEP suggested the City initiate a Conceptual Environmental Resource Permit (Conceptual ERP)
concurrently with the EIS process. The purpose of the Conceptual ERP was to provide resource agencies
with technical data and analysis necessary to evaluate the project. To secure an easement to cross stateowned lands and to resolve the dispute resolution, the City pursued an ambitious comprehensive mitigation
plan that included a number of mitigation projects within the NFSLR watershed that were developed
specifically for this project. This included a Proprietary Mitigation Plan described in Section 1.6.8 (Section
4(f) Evaluation) of the EIS and a Regulatory Mitigation Plan that is described in this section. The
Regulatory Mitigation Plan provides compensatory mitigation for unavoidable direct and indirect impacts to
wetlands (same as essential fish habitat), SSL, and navigable and non-navigable waters, as required under
federal and state regulations. The Proprietary Mitigation Plan provides compensatory mitigation for
obtaining an easement to cross state-owned lands and resulted in the informal resolution of the dispute.
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The Regulatory Mitigation Plan consists of using the Platt’s Creek Compensatory Mitigation Site (Platt’s
Creek), which is being developed specifically for this project, and the purchase of credits at the Bear Point
Mitigation Bank. Total wetland functional loss due to the Preferred Alternative is 8.34 functional loss units,
including secondary functional loss, and impacts to mangroves. Of the total credits at Platt’s Creek, 11.25
functional gain units8 will be allocated as compensatory mitigation for regulatory wetland impacts for the
Crosstown Parkway Extension project. Both the SFWMD and the USACE have stated that this allocation
will satisfy the regulatory component for any of the build alternatives, including the Preferred Alternative.
The remaining functional gain units at Platt’s Creek are reserved for future County projects.
Platt’s Creek will be used to offset impacts to the wood stork Core Foraging Area (CFA) associated with the
Preferred Alternative. A wood stork biomass calculation was completed to ensure the Platt’s Creek site
adequately mitigates for unavoidable impacts to CFA. The 49.34 acres of wetlands to be created will
consist of 13.45 acres of short hydroperiod wetlands and 35.8 acres of long hydroperiod wetlands providing
11.04 kilograms (kg) and 110.54 kg of wood stork forage, respectively. Of the total created wetlands, 29.14
acres will be allocated towards the Preferred Alternative and will consist of 13.45 acres of short hydroperiod
wetlands (all short hydroperiod wetlands) and 15.6 acres of long hydroperiod wetlands providing 11.04 Kg
and 55.15 Kg of wood stork forage, respectively. The remaining wood stork forage is reserved for future
County projects.
The Preferred Alternative will have unavoidable impacts to 0.19 acres of mangrove habitat, resulting in 0.22
functional loss units. However, under the “worst case” approach, the highest impacts to mangroves are
due to Alternative 2A/2D, which resulted in a total functional loss of 0.34 units. Therefore, as agreed for
this project, the City will purchase 0.5 credits at the Bear Point Mitigation Bank (the freshwater wetland
mitigation project at Platt’s Creek will not be able to restore/create mangrove habitat). The mitigation credit
requirements at the Bear Point Mitigation Bank have been in accordance with E-WRAP (Bear Point
Mitigation Bank evaluation method). In addition, a Proximity Factor Worksheet was completed for the
USACE because the Bear Point Mitigation Bank is outside of the service area for the bank. The USACE
and the SFWMD have stated that the amount of credits is appropriate mitigation for mangrove losses. The
City has paid a reservation fee for the purchase of 0.5 credits and the balance will be paid in full when the
Record of Decision is signed.
The Regulatory Mitigation Plan has been developed in conjunction with the regulatory agencies and in
accordance with UMAM and E-WRAP (Bear Point Mitigation Bank), which calculated the functional gains of
the mitigation plans and balanced those gains with the functional losses of the Preferred Alternative. After
the Record of Decision has been signed, Platt’s Creek will be completed. With the compensatory mitigation
plan, unavoidable impacts related to the Preferred Alternative will be compensated in a manner that will
result in no net loss to wetlands, essential fish habitat, or to protected species or their habitats. Further, it is
anticipated that the mitigation plan will result in a net positive benefit for the natural environment and for the
citizens of Florida.

The functional loss calculations described in the EIS are those contained in the Conceptual Environmental Resource Permit
(ERP) Application. The Conceptual ERP Application assumed a “worst case” scenario, which combined the highest amount of
impact from all build alternatives. After the width of the bridge was reduced, the actual functional loss due to the Preferred
Alternative (8.34 acres) is less than those calculated for the Conceptual ERP Application (11.25 acres). These acreage
differences will also appear in UMAM calculations for the Conceptual ERP Application.

8
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Measures to Minimize Harm
The project incorporates all practicable measures to avoid or minimize environmental harm. Although
some impacts will occur during construction, numerous specific commitments have been made regarding
engineering, environmental Section 4(f), and community issues. These commitments are summarized in
this section. Construction activities will have air, noise, vibration, water quality, traffic flow, and visual
impacts for those residents and travelers within the immediate vicinity of the project. The construction
phase of the project will last for several years.
The air quality impact will be temporary and will be primarily in the form of emissions from diesel-powered
construction equipment and dust from embankment and haul road areas. Air pollution associated with the
creation of airborne particles would be controlled through the use of watering or the application of other
controlled materials in accordance with FDOT’s Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction,
as directed by the Project Engineer.
During the construction phase of the project, short-term noise will be generated by stationary and mobile
construction equipment. The construction noise will be temporary at any location and will be controlled by
adherence to the most recent edition of the FDOT Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge
Construction. Residences were identified as the only land use potentially sensitive to vibration during
construction. During final design, vibration sensitive sites will be confirmed and if it is determined that
provisions to control vibration are necessary, the project’s construction provisions will be modified as
needed.
Stormwater runoff from construction sites can have a short-term impact on water quality by discharging
sediment-laden water and other pollutants generated by construction equipment, material storage, and
debris into surface waters. Sediment from soil-disturbing operations is the primary potential construction
pollutant that can result from clearing and grubbing, utility and drainage system installation, excavation and
filling, grading, stockpile and staging areas, dewatering, vehicle tracking, and dust. To prevent silt-laden
construction runoff from leaving the construction site, temporary stabilization and structural measures,
minimization of disturbances to the existing vegetation, and preservation of existing drainage patterns will
be incorporated into the construction operation phase. To control and minimize potential water quality
impacts generated by these types of construction operations for a build alternative, a Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) in compliance with Chapter 62-621 FAC, will be incorporated into the project as
required by FDEP. The SWPPP will include structural and nonstructural pollution prevention measures that
will minimize erosion and sedimentation. In addition, water quality impacts resulting from erosion and
sedimentation will be controlled in accordance with FDOT’s Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge
Construction and through the use of BMPs. The controls placed in each work area prior to sedimentgenerating operations will be maintained until final stabilization has been implemented in each contributing
area.
The construction of the roadway and bridge may require excavation of unsuitable material, placement of
embankments, and use of materials, such as limerock, asphaltic concrete, and portland cement concrete.
For the residents living along the right of way, some of the materials stored for the project may be
displeasing visually. Demucking will performed in compliance with Section 120 of the FDOT Standard
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction. Debris will be removed in accordance with local and state
regulatory agencies permitting this operation. The contractor will be responsible for his methods of
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controlling pollution on haul roads; in borrow pits, other material pits, and areas used for disposal of waste
materials from the project. Temporary erosion control features as specified in the FDOT’s Standard
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction, Section 104, will consist of temporary grassing, sodding,
mulching, sandbagging, slope drains, sediment basins, sediment checks, artificial coverings, and berms.
Maintenance of traffic and sequence of construction will be planned and scheduled so as to minimize traffic
delays throughout construction. The local news media will be notified in advance of road closings and
other construction-related activities, which could excessively inconvenience the community so that motorist,
residents, and business persons can plan travel routes in advance. The project’s webpage will contain
updated information regarding the project and construction-related information. Signs will be used, as
appropriate, to provide notice of road closures and other pertinent information to the travelling public. A
sign providing the name, address, and telephone number of a contact person will be displayed on site to
assist the public in obtaining immediate answers to questions and logging complaints about project activity.
Access to all businesses and residences will be maintained to the extent practicable through controlled
construction scheduling. The present traffic congestion may become worse during stages of construction
where narrow lanes may be necessary. Traffic delays will be controlled to the extent possible where many
construction operations are in progress at the same time.
The City has committed to build a bridge over the AP and the SPSP using a top down construction method,
or construction from temporary platforms, trestles or other similar methods to avoid impacts to the
maximum extent practicable. The top down construction method constructs a bridge span from the
previously completed span. Construction from temporary platforms, trestles or other similar methods
constructs a temporary work platform known as a “trestle.” These two methods are practicable and are
common construction techniques used throughout the industry. The description of construction methods in
this section is based on coordination with contractors familiar with this type of construction and represents
the best available information at this stage of project development. The actual methods used to build the
bridge may vary from these descriptions, depending on a given contractor’s experience on projects with
similar conditions, equipment owned by the contractor, final project commitments, and permit requirements.
Construction impacts in the EIS are based on use of a trestle since this will provide a conservative estimate
of the temporary impacts (0.24 acres in wetlands based on the 103-foot bridge width along Alternative 1C).
Consistent with standard industry practice, the trestle was assumed to be constructed using pipe piles for
foundations and H-beams for framing and bracing. The deck of the trestle consists of crane mats, which
are 4 ft x 1 ft x various length timber beams placed adjacent to each other, perpendicular to the length of
the trestle (imagine a boardwalk or dock, with the surface boards pushed together). The trestle will
traverse adjacent to the bridge within the bridge right of way. The trestle assumed for this project consists
of pile bent foundations made up of five 24-inch diameter pipe piles. There are 25-foot spans between pile
bents, and the overall width of the trestle is 40 feet wide. Perpendicular “fingers” will be constructed within
the bridge footprint to assist with construction.
The trestle will be constructed first, building the next span from the previous span. The crane that uses the
trestle as a temporary platform will be used to construct subsequent sections of the trestle. After the trestle
is complete, it will be used to drive piles and place beams for the permanent bridge. Since the crane on the
trestle does not bear any weight on the bridge, no increase in member sizes due to construction loads to
the permanent bridge will be required, unless the bridge is used to deliver materials to the crane. The
trestle can be designed to handle any material delivery operations. The trestle will be low to the ground so
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any trees below the trestle will have to be cut before constructing it, and tree stumps and vegetation where
the pile bents will be placed must be removed.
It is possible that barges will be used within the main channels of the NFSLR during construction.
However, with the project commitments outlined in the EIS, temporary impacts will be minimal and passage
by aquatic species will not be impeded. Haul roads within the wetland areas will not be used.
The first step of construction for the bridge will be to remove the trees and stumps where the pile bents will
be installed, and to cut trees in the bridge path that will interfere with the construction of the bridge (trees
that are higher than the elevation of the bridge). To do this, the contractor will need light machinery; no
haul roads within the bridge easement will be allowed. Foundations (piles) can then be placed from the
trestle.
If top down construction is used, the first piles can be driven from the top of the approach MSE walls that
will be constructed at either end of the bridge. A standard crane on tracks (“crawler”) can be used to drive
the piles and place the beams. Once the beams are placed and the deck is poured and cured, the crane
will relocate to the end of the completed portion of the bridge and repeat the process. Materials can be
supplied to the crane from the completed bridge. Another form of top down construction is to construct the
bridge using a specially designed gantry crane system. Gantry cranes are not standard equipment but are
custom-designed for each project. A gantry crane would use a steel truss that is cantilevered out over the
completed portion of the bridge. Piles can be driven and beams can be placed with the same piece of
equipment. However, the bridge may not be long enough to obtain economy of scale employing the gantry
crane method.
Construction could also be accomplished by utilizing a hybrid method where components of both trestle
and crane/gantry techniques are included. If hybrid construction is used, the foundations (piles) can be
placed using a smaller trestle than required for the trestle-only technique discussed above. Once the
foundations (piles) are installed, a beam launcher could be used to place the beams. A beam launcher is a
gantry type rig that is smaller than the one needed for top down construction, and does not need to be
custom designed. After the beams are placed, the deck can be poured.
The construction time of the bridge can be reduced by using sequencing and accelerated bridge
construction (ABC) techniques. For example, both bridges could be built at the same time by building the
second from the top of the first. Another example is to build the bridges from both directions. Accelerated
bridge techniques include using precast bridge elements (beams, bent caps, deck segments, etc.) to
reduce the need to build forms and concrete curing time. If either the top down or the trestle methods of
construction is used, the use of barges as a construction platform is likely in the main channel to minimize
impacts from a trestle, and ensure the channel remains open for navigation. The trestle will be constructed
with a gap sufficient to allow a barge to be present while maintaining sufficient navigation clearance
[Section 5.3.18 (Navigation)].
Top down construction methods from temporary platforms, trestles or other similar methods avoid the need
to stage materials or equipment in wetlands and wildlife habitat. Barges in the main channel could
potentially affect aquatic species and wildlife passage. Construction methods will limit actual permanent
ground construction impacts to the fill resulting from concrete piling installed from above. Temporary
impacts will occur during the placement of the permanent piles and were estimated for each build
alternative, including the Preferred Alternative. These temporary impacts will result from pile-driving
templates (steel framework required to align and plumb the piling), ground heave immediately adjacent to
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each pile, and any spoils due to shallow augering required to seat the piling prior to driving. The total
quantity of permanent construction impacts resulting from the bridge piling varies by alternative according
to the length of the bridge and number of bents. These impacts are less than one-quarter acre for all build
alternatives, including the Preferred Alternative.
The USACE expressed concern over the methods of geotechnical (soil borings) investigations in the
natural habitats [Section 8.5 (Scoping Process)]. During geotechnical/soil investigations, the use of
specialized equipment, such as rubber tire mounted equipment, amphibious track rigs, rigs mounted on allterrain vehicles, and tripod drill rigs will be used to provide the least damaging methods to obtain
geotechnical information. In addition, all applicable provisions contained in FDOT’s Standard
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction will be followed to minimize impacts. These are included
as project commitments.

Monitoring or Enforcement Program
The avoidance and minimization process has been documented in Section 3.0 (Alternatives Including
Proposed Action) and has been summarized in Section 7.1 (Avoidance) and Section 7.2 (Minimization) of
the EIS. The proposed project incorporates all practicable measures to avoid or minimize environmental
harm.
All appropriate and practicable steps have been taken to minimize impacts that will result from the
proposed project, including direct, indirect, and temporary construction impacts. An extensive process of
coordination (since 2003) with City, County, state, and federal agencies has yielded a number of
minimization strategies that have already been incorporated into the Preferred Alternative. The City, with
the oversight of the FDOT District 4, is committed to the following monitoring and enforcement measures
for this project.
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•

Coordination with the community, and resource and regulatory agencies will be undertaken to address
visual impacts and potential enhancements to the bridge design elements in an effort to address the
visual impacts of the bridge.
Coordination with the emergency responders will be continued during design to familiarize them with
proposed roadway modifications in the area.
Coordination with the USCG will take place during the design phase with regard to permitting the
bridges over the North Fork St. Lucie River (NFSLR) and its tributaries and the determination of any
navigational aids required.
Construction of a new bridge over the NFSLR will meet or exceed the existing clearances provided at
Port St. Lucie Boulevard.
A Bridge Hydraulic Report and floodplain compensation analysis will be conducted during the design
phase.
A complete and thorough hydrologic and hydraulic analysis examining surface water attenuation,
hydraulic grade line clearance encroachments, and friction losses will be modeled during detailed
design using the Advanced Interconnected Pond Routing hydraulic software, commonly referred to as
ICPR (AdICPR).
A site specific contamination assessment including soil and groundwater testing will be conducted prior
to construction.
Bridge piers located in the water will be oriented to avoid restriction of water movement and to
maximize the River’s hydraulic section.
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•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•

During construction, all provisions of the FDOT’s most recent version of the Standard Specifications for
Road and Bridge Construction will be followed.
Maintenance of traffic and sequence of construction will be planned and scheduled to minimize traffic
delays throughout the project. Access to all businesses and residences will be maintained to the extent
practicable through controlled construction scheduling.
Bicycle and pedestrian facilities will be incorporated into the proposed project. These facilities will be
designed to continue the concept adopted for the Crosstown Parkway west of Manth Lane. Bicycle
and pedestrian accommodations will be carried across the NFSLR to U.S. 1.
A wide area of green space with a shared-use pathway will be constructed on both sides of the
parkway within the right of way that could be used by pedestrians and bicyclists.
Landscaping within the right of way will be incorporated where space and safety allow.
Visual enhancements and additions that would widen the bridge beyond that required for roadway
safety and capacity needs will not be considered (to avoid and minimize impacts to the natural habitats
associated with the AP and the SPSP). Thus, overlooks or enlarged seating areas on the bridge will
not be considered. These types of features, if included, will be limited to bridge approaches or other
areas that would not affect natural lands.
The City will elicit input from the community on project design elements associated with the design of
lighting and visual aspects of the bridge, and landscaping for the project during one or more City
Council meetings.
The City will elicit input regarding compatibility, safety, and engineering of noise walls with adjacent
land users, especially by officials having jurisdiction over such land uses.
A new signalized crosswalk will be constructed at Floresta Drive.
Formal appraisals for properties to be acquired will be obtained to ensure compliance with federal and
state rules and regulations.
A Right of Way and Relocation Program will be carried out in accordance with Section 339.09 Florida
Statutes (FS) and the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policy Act of 1970.
The stormwater management design will include 150 percent of the required water quality treatment
volume because the project will discharge into the NFSLR, an Outstanding Florida Water.
To control and minimize potential water quality impacts generated by construction operations, a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) in compliance with Chapter 62-621 FAC, will be
incorporated into the project as required by the Florida Department of Environmental Protection
(FDEP).To prevent silt-laden construction runoff from leaving the construction site, temporary
stabilization and structural measures, minimization of disturbances to the existing vegetation, and
preservation of existing drainage patterns to the extent possible during the construction phase will be
incorporated into the construction operation phase.
Prior to construction, surveys for protected species will be conducted according to established survey
protocols and guidance provided by regulatory agencies.
Prior to any construction, a site-specific survey would be conducted to determine the presence of bald
eagle nests in or near the construction area and the survey will be coordinated with the USFWS and
the FWC, as needed.
During the design and permitting phase, a site survey will be conducted to determine if any gopher
tortoises are present within the construction zone/right of way and within 25 feet of any other
construction-related activity (e.g., ponds, staging areas, etc.).
During the design and permitting phase, a site survey will be conducted to determine if any Florida pine
snakes are present in the project area.
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

During the design and permitting phase, a site survey will be conducted to determine if any gopher
frogs are present in the project area.
The NMFS “Sea Turtle and Smalltooth Sawfish Construction Conditions” will be followed during all
construction activities.
An addendum to the Essential Fish Habitat Report will be prepared to fulfill the requirements of the
Magnuson-Stevens Act.
During construction, the USFWS guidance provided in “Standard Protection Measures for the Eastern
Indigo Snake” will be followed.
Standard manatee protection measures will be enforced during bridge construction.
Specialized equipment will be used during geotechnical/soil investigations in sensitive habitats to
minimize impacts of drilling rigs. This may include such equipment as rubber tire mounted equipment,
amphibious track rigs, rigs mounted on all-terrain vehicles, and tripod drill rigs.
The mitigation measures and other provisions described in the Memorandum of Understanding dated
April 26, 2010, and the Memorandum of Agreement dated July 27, 2010 (Appendix L of the EIS), will
be employed.
Lands disturbed during construction activities will be fully restored in accordance with permit conditions.
A top down construction method, or construction methods from temporary platforms, trestles, or other
similar methods, will be employed to avoid and minimize potential impacts to environmentally-sensitive
resources.
During final design, vibration sensitive sites will be confirmed and if it is determined that provisions to
control vibration are necessary, the project’s construction provisions will be modified as needed.
The bridge will be designed to bridge over the NFSLR and adjacent wetlands, minimizing fill on the
east end through use of MSE walls.
The FDOT Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction contains numerous techniques
and specifications that would be implemented to minimize impacts to natural habitats, residential
neighborhoods, and businesses during construction. Specific minimization techniques would be further
explored during the detailed design.
To mitigate for noise impacts, construction of feasible noise abatement measures at noise-impacted
locations will be undertaken contingent upon the following conditions:
- Detailed noise analyses during the final design process support the need, feasibility, and
reasonableness for providing abatement;
- Consideration of the viewpoint of the impacted and benefited receptors has been addressed;
- Safety and engineering aspects as related to the roadway user and the adjacent property owner
have been reviewed and any conflicts or issues resolved;
- Precautions will be taken to assure billboards are not blocked by noise barriers;
- Scenic highways will not be affected by the construction of noise barrier walls; and
- Any other mitigating circumstances found in Part 2, Chapter 17 (Noise) of the PD&E Manual have
been analyzed and resolved.

The FDOT Reevaluation Process serves to ensure compliance with all applicable federal and state laws
and regulations prior to the advancement of the proposed project to the next major production phase. This
process also provides the mechanisms by which commitments made during the project development
process are identified, updated, and their status confirmed. Any new commitments or laws that may be
become effective since the approval of the original final environmental document are addressed in the
Reevaluation. As a result, the environmental documentation on a project is always current with prevailing
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rules and regulations, as well, as, any commitments resulting from the project development process,
including permit requirements. FDOT District 4 tracks these commitments through a database to manage
and access the large and diverse amount of data in a timely manner.

Project Funding
Using a combination of City, Transportation Planning Organization (TPO), FDOT, and Federal funding
sources, the project is fully programmed and funded for preliminary engineering, right of way and
construction phases. Documentation of the funding for this project can be found in the adopted (2014 to
2018) St. Lucie County TPO Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), the FDOT State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP), and the adopted 2035 TPO Regional Long Range Transportation Plan
(RLRTP). The estimated project cost is $155,000,000. Planning consistency requirements have been met
for this project. Table 1, below, outlines the planned implementation of this action.

Table 1
Funding Summary
Phase

Estimated
Cost

Time Frame
(Fiscal Year)

Preliminary Engineering1

$25,000,000 <2014 – 2015

Right of Way2

$18,000,000 <2014 – 2019

Construction3

$112,000,000

TOTAL

$155,000,000

20144

Funding
Source
Local, State,
Federal
Local, State,
Federal
Local, State,
Federal

Sources: Adopted 2014 – 2018 TPO TIP, Approved FDOT STIP, Amended and Approved TPO
2035 LRTP, and City of Port St. Lucie.
1 Preliminary Engineering includes PD&E, design, mitigation and utilities.
2 Right of Way is on-going during the Design-Build Contract.
3 Funded in 2014, to be let as a Design-Build project.
4 Construction is expected to be complete in 2018.
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Comments on the Final Environmental Impact Statement
The EIS was approved for circulation on November 14, 2013 and the notice of its availability was published
in the Federal Register on November 29, 2013, with a request that comments be postmarked by December
30, 2013. The FHWA, in coordination with the FDOT, has taken into consideration all pertinent
correspondence, documents, and technical reports postmarked through December 30, 2013. FDOT and
FHWA have adequately responded to all substantive comments received from interested parties regarding
the content and accuracy of the EIS and supporting studies for the selection of Alternative 1C as the
Preferred Alternative.

Summary of Comments and Responses Concerning the EIS
Four comments/questions were received from local, State and Federal agencies, including USEPA; State
Historic Preservation Office; St. Lucie Public School Board; and the Treasure Coast Regional Planning
Council (TCRPC). None of the agencies expressed opposition to the project. The State Historic
Preservation Officer stated that cultural resources have been adequately addressed. The St. Lucie Public
School Board expressed their support for Alternative 1C, the TCRPC commented that, while the project will
have significant environmental impacts, the overall plans to avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts provide
adequate compensation to make the project consistent with their Strategic Regional Policy Plan (SRPP).
They further noted that the project furthers Strategy 7.1.1 of the SRPP which is to develop a balanced,
complete and fully integrated transportation system; and that the project will benefit and promote livability in
the region. The USEPA stated that the FEIS addresses the majority of their concerns and had two
remaining questions regarding mitigation costs among the alternatives, and whether one of the sidewalks
could be eliminated.
There were 44 comments received from the public. Of those, 33 stated their opposition to the Preferred
Alternative (1C) due to the impacts it would cause primarily to the natural environment. This included three
that referred to “letters to the editor” they had written which expressed their opposition. Specifically,
comments noted that the project would result in considerable impacts to the Savannas Preserve State
Park, North Fork St. Lucie River Aquatic Preserve, wetlands, and habitat, and Halpatiokee Canoe Trail. In
addition, some comments stated that the project should not be built in an area that was purchased by the
State through Conservation Land Funds to be set aside for preservation. Many of the individuals who
opposed the selection of Alternative 1C, noted that one of the other five build alternatives be considered
since there would be a lesser degree of impacts to the natural environment.
There were 4 public comments received that favored the project noting that the project should be built as
soon as possible and that the other bridges have benefited the community and environment in a number of
positive ways. There were 6 public comments that asked specific questions about the project. There was
1 public comment received from a former City official who provided information about an early 1990’s study
that discussed the future of an East-West road over the St. Lucie River.
The agency and public comments are summarized in the matrix below. Agency comments are presented
first, followed by the public comments. Copies of the agency and public comments are included in
Appendices A and B, respectively, of this Record of Decision.
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Crosstown Parkway Extension PD&E Study and
Environmental Impact Statement

Issue Area
Commenter
Comment Summary
Mitigation Cost Maher Budeir - USEPA questioned why
is Same for All USEPA
mitigation costs are the
Build
same for all alternatives
Alternatives
when functional losses are
different.

Response
As a result of coordination with
federal, State and local agencies, it
was
established
through
a
Memorandum of Understanding and
Memorandum
of
Agreement
(Appendix L of the FEIS) that if a
build alternative were selected, the
mitigation measures (Appendix M of
the FEIS) would be the same for all
build alternatives regardless of which
alternative was selected. It was
recognized that the functional loss
would be different for each
alternative. However, the City agreed
to a proprietary mitigation package
based on a hybrid assessment of the
highest impacts from each of the
proposed alternatives. In this way if a
build alternative were selected, the
City provided a guarantee to the
FDEP that sufficient mitigation would
be provided regardless of the
alternative chosen; and the FDEP
agreed to provide an easement
across the Aquatic Preserve in any of
the locations under their jurisdiction.
Thus, the mitigation cost was the
same for each build alternative.

Elimination of USEPA
Sidewalk
to
Reduce Bridge
Typical Section

The FEIS concluded that elimination
of one sidewalk would not be
considered due to the safety hazard
associated with the need for
pedestrians to cross 6 lanes of traffic
at either end of the proposed bridge.
It is presumed that the comment does
not disagree with this conclusion, and
is recommending grade-separated
pedestrian overpasses at each end of
the proposed bridge.

The USEPA recommended
that pedestrian crossover
bridges be constructed on
each end of the bridge and
that sidewalk be eliminated
along one side of the
roadway to reduce the
bridge footprint width by 6
to 8 feet.

(continued on next page)
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Crosstown Parkway Extension PD&E Study and
Environmental Impact Statement

Issue Area
Commenter
Elimination of USEPA
Sidewalk
to
Reduce Bridge
(continued)
Typical Section
(continued)

Comment Summary
The USEPA recommended
that pedestrian crossover
bridges be constructed on
each end of the bridge and
that sidewalk be eliminated
along one side of the
roadway to reduce the
bridge footprint width by 6
to 8 feet.
(continued)

Response
In order to provide crossover bridges
on both sides of the proposed bridge
to facilitate the crossing maneuver, a
series of ramp structures would be
needed both north and south of the
road, on both the west and east ends
of the bridge to carry users up and
over the roadway. This would
increase the impacts within the park
land and wetlands on the east side of
the bridge. Further, in order to
facilitate
two-way
traffic
for
pedestrians and recreational users
(e.g. in-line skaters, joggers, and
bicyclists not inclined to use the
proposed on-street bicycle lanes) the
width of the single sidewalk would
need to be designed as a shared use
pathway with a width of 10 to 14 feet.
This would greatly reduce (if not
nullify) the potential benefits
associated with eliminating the
sidewalk on one side, while causing
an increase in impacts. Also, the
provision of an overpass does not
force users to make use of the
overpass, and can create a more
hazardous situation if they choose not
to use it. In an urban setting,
roadways with sidewalk along only
one side would typically be
considered more hazardous than
roadways with sidewalk along both
sides.
(continued on next page)
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Crosstown Parkway Extension PD&E Study and
Environmental Impact Statement

Issue Area
Commenter
Bridge Typical EPA
Section
(continued)
(continued)

Comment Summary
The EPA recommended
that pedestrian crossover
bridges be constructed on
each end of the bridge and
that sidewalk be eliminated
along one side of the
roadway to reduce the
bridge footprint width by 6
to 8 feet.
(continued)

Cultural
Resources

Record of Decision

Robert F. Bendus,
Director Department of
State, Division of
Historical
Resources and
State Historic
Preservation
Officer

Response
Additionally, eliminating sidewalk
along one side of the bridge would be
contrary to FDOT and FHWA policies
which recommend that bridges have
sidewalks along both sides when the
roadway leading up to the bridge has
sidewalks along both sides of the
road. Specifically, FDOT Plans
Preparation Manual, Section 8.3.1,
states that, “If sidewalks are
constructed on the approaches to
bridges, they should be continued
across the structure”. According to
the Federal Highway Administration
(University Course on Bicycle and
Pedestrian Transportation, Lesson 9:
Walkways, Sidewalks, and Public
Spaces (Page 4) Publication Number:
FHWA-HRT-05-133), “Sidewalks
should be placed on both sides of
bridges. Under extreme conditions,
sidewalks can be used on one side
only, but this should only be done
when safe crossings can be provided
on both ends of the bridge. When
sidewalks are placed on only one
side, they should be wider in order to
accommodate larger volumes of
pedestrian traffic”. For the reasons
discussed here and in the FEIS, the
elimination of sidewalk from one side
of the bridge is not being considered
further.

This office reviewed the Comment noted, and is included in
sections of the FEIS the Administrative Record.
addressing cultural resources and it is their
opinion that those resources
have
been
adequately addressed.

26

February 2014

Crosstown Parkway Extension PD&E Study and
Environmental Impact Statement

Issue Area
School
Transportation
and Services

Commenter
Marty E. Sanders,
Superintendent –
St Lucie Public
School. Board

Comment Summary
Commented that the
project will reduce the time
students spend on school
buses.
The comment
noted that “either route 1C
provides one of the best
alternatives for school
transportation and service
and that (the School
Board) supports route 1C.
Consistency
Stephanie Heidt, The proposed project will
with Regional Administrative/ICR have a significant impact
Planning
Coordinator
- on many existing homeTCRPC
owners
and
several
sensitive
environmental
areas, including the North
Fork St. Lucie River,
Aquatic Preserve, and
Savannas Preserve State
Park, which are significant
regional resources. The
proposed wetland-related
impacts are allowable
under Council’s wetland
protection Policy 6.6.1.1,
because they meet the
terms of the following
exception: Such an activity
is water dependent or, due
to the unique geometry of
the site, minimal impact is
the
unavoidable
consequence
of
development for uses
which are appropriate
given site characteristics.

Response
Comment noted, and is included in
the Administrative Record.

Comment noted, and is included in
the Administrative Record.

(continued on next page)
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Crosstown Parkway Extension PD&E Study and
Environmental Impact Statement

Issue Area
Consistency
with Regional
Planning
(continued)

Commenter
Stephanie Heidt,
Administrative/ICR
Coordinator
TCRPC
(continued)

Comment Summary
Response
The overall plans to avoid, Comment noted, and is included in
minimize, and mitigate the Administrative Record.
impacts provide adequate
compensation to make the
project consistent with the
Strategic Regional Policy
Plan. The project furthers
Strategy 7.1.1: Develop a
balanced, complete and
fully
integrated
transportation system which, at
a minimum, includes a
road system designed to
complement and supplement the core mass
transit system and pedestrian
and
bicycle
connections.
The Crosstown Parkway
Extension will benefit and
promote livability in the
region by expanding a
limited east-west roadway
network, enhancing connectivity of two of Florida’s
Strategic Intermodal Systems, creating a multipurpose linear park facility
with pedestrian and bicycle
connectivity to adjacent
residential com-munities,
and accommodating the
expansion of the regional
transit system. Once
complete, the project will
provide an additional
hurricane and emergency
evacuation route and
achieve an acceptable
level of service.
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Crosstown Parkway Extension PD&E Study and
Environmental Impact Statement

Issue Area
Bridge Height

Commenter
David
Kaplan,
President – River
Park
Neighborhood
Association

Comment Summary
Requested
that
the
Crosstown Parkway bridge
over the NFSLR be higher
than the minimum Coast
Guard requirement in order
to allow larger vessels to
pass through.

Response
As noted in Section 3.2.2.2.4.2
(Bridge Clearance Requirements) of
the FEIS, the minimum standard for
vertical clearance for this project as
established by the USCG is 18.6 feet.
Presently the preliminary design is
slightly higher than the minimum.
The final vertical clearance may be
different, and will be developed
during the final design phase.
Environmental, social and economic
factors were taken into consideration
when determining elements of the
project. There is also an inherent
desire to keep the bridge profile as
low as possible to minimize the visual
impacts that the bridge will have on
home owners near the river. In
addition, a bascule bridge or
increasing the vertical clearance at
Port St Lucie Boulevard are not in
FDOT’s current Work Program nor
the long range plan.

Project
Meetings

Tom L.

When is the next meeting The City of Port St. Lucie will
on the Crosstown Parkway announce to the public if this project
is approved. The design phase
would be next, and public meetings
will be announced at that time.
Please visit the City's web site:
http://pslcrosstownparkway.com/com
munity.html for further information.

Alternative
Selection

Paul Raymond

Why or who would have
made the decision on the
location for the bridge?
Why was a decision made
that was not either the
cheapest or the least
environmental impact?
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At the time of the public hearing,
FHWA had not identified a preferred
alternative for the project. It is the
FHWA-Florida Division’s practice to
hear responses from the public and
other agencies prior to identifying a
preferred alternative on a project that
will likely have significant impacts.
(continued on next page)
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Crosstown Parkway Extension PD&E Study and
Environmental Impact Statement

Issue Area
Alternative
Selection
(continued)

Commenter
Paul Raymond
(continued)

Comment Summary
Why or who would have
made the decision on the
location for the bridge?
Why was a decision made
that was not either the
cheapest or the least
environmental impact?
(continued)

Flyover at US Ed Strayer
1

Response
For this project, we obtained public
feedback and coordinated with other
agencies for approximately ten
months prior to doing so, considering
many issues, including the issue of
cost that you have mentioned.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has
consolidated public and agency
comments on the DEIS and has
worked with FHWA on completing the
Final EIS, which FHWA signed on
November 14, 2013.

Section 3.3.1 of the Final EIS
summarizes the process and
analyses that were used to identify a
preferred alternative.
Comments,
such as yours, are part of our
consideration as we develop the
Record of Decision on the project.
Will there a bridge on US 1 Roadway congestion is commonly
so that north bound traffic measured by Levels of Service (LOS)
does not need to make a with grades from A being the best to
left turn at a traffic signal? F being the worst. Breakdown
conditions would be LOS F.
From a traffic control perspective,
grade-separated flyover ramps are
typically considered in situations
where at-grade solutions are not
effective and are usually used where
one of the roadways is a freeway or
highly controlled roadway (i.e. an
interchange on I-95). There are
instances where grade separation
might be considered for two arterial
roads when the congestion is
extremely severe (LOS F). These
solutions require more right or way,
and have a higher construction cost
than at-grade intersections, therefore,
they are used carefully and only when
the impact and cost can be justified
by the benefit.
(continued on next page)
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Environmental Impact Statement

Issue Area
Commenter
Flyover at US Ed Strayer
1
(continued)
(continued)

Comment Summary
Will there a bridge on US 1
so that north bound traffic
does not need to make a
left turn at a traffic signal?
(continued)

Right of Way Jerry and Barbara Suggested that instead of
Impact
Swain
acquiring the easement
located on their property,
that the city could move
their plans of widening
Floresta more to the east
in
order
to
avoid
interrupting their property.
Also, asked if some type of
wall would be built on
either
Floresta
or
Crosstown,
preventing
some of the highway traffic
noise?

Response
As shown in Figure 3.51 of Section 3
(Alternatives Including Proposed
Action) of the FEIS, the Level of
Service for US 1 between Port St.
Lucie Boulevard and Prima Vista
Boulevard, assuming the proposed
Crosstown Parkway Extension is
built, is projected to operate at an
acceptable Level of Service (LOS D
or better). As such, grade separation
was not deemed to be necessary as
part of this study.
Based on the information from the
City, and according to the preliminary
drawings, all roadway improvements
will be within the existing right-of-way
including the west side of Floresta
south of the proposed Crosstown
Parkway. Therefore, the City is not
taking any additional right of way from
this property for this project.
Also, as part of the PD&E Study, a
noise study was performed. The
study does not identify a noise wall in
the vicinity of this property (See
Section 5.3.4.5 of the Final EIS
Figures 5.15 and 5.16). Also, a copy
of the Noise Study can be found on
the project website
www.pslcrosstownparkway.com
under the Resource Center, Reports
tab.
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Issue Area
Commenter
Emergency
Ray Treacy
response time
to Martin
Health System
Tradition
Medical Center

Comment Summary
In the last paragraph in
Section 2.22 of the EIS it is
mentioned that, “The
preferred alternative will
improve
emergency
response time compared
to
the
No
Build
Alternative." Doesn’t a
hospital on the western
side do a lot more to
improve response time?
Why wasn’t this new
hospital mentioned?

Comments
Public
Stating
Opposition to
the Project

33
comments
were Comments have been noted, and
received expressing op- included in the Administrative Record.
position to the selection of
Alternative 1C, primarily
due to the impacts it would
have on the natural
environment and park.

Comments
Public
Stating
Support for the
Project

4 comments were received Comments have been noted, and
expressing support for the included in the Administrative Record.
project. They wanted the
project to be built quickly,
and noted the benefits the
project would have on the
community.
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Response
The emergency response discussion
in the EIS was focused on the
impacts to residents and traffic flow
within the study area. The traffic
study area lies between Port St. Lucie
Boulevard to the south, Prima Vista
Boulevard to the north, Bayshore
Boulevard to the west, and US 1 to
the east. The development of the
Martin Health System Tradition
Medical Center will be a great benefit
to the City of Port St. Lucie when it
opens this month, and will provide
improved medical services to the City
and the expanding population in
western Port St. Lucie. For residents
within the study area, the St. Lucie
Medical Center is closer than
Tradition Medical Center, and will
likely remain the primary hospital for
emergencies. The benefits reported
in the EIS are valid in terms of the
analysis being provided.

February 2014

Appendix A
Agency Comments
On FEIS

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Monday, December 30, 2013 1:01 PM
To: Budeir.Maher@epa.gov; Caicedo, Beatriz
Cc: Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: USEPA Letter and comments: FEIS Crosstown Parkway Extension

Thank you for your comments. We will coordinate with FDOT to address EPA comments.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Budeir, Maher [mailto:Budeir.Maher@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, December 30, 2013 11:55 AM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA); beatriz.caicedo@dot.state.fl.us
Subject: USEPA Letter and comments: FEIS Crosstown Parkway Extension

Attached is a pdf file of the letter and comments from EPA, Region 4. Hard copies are being
mailed today. Please let me know if you have any question.
Maher Budeir
NEPA Program Office
USEPA, Region 4
404‐562‐9514

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 1:10 PM
To: Marty.Sanders@stlucieschools.org
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: City of PSL crosstown parkway-FHA

Thank you for forwarding your comments in support of the proposed Crosstown Parkway
Extension project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such, the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department of
Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this proposed
project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA classified the project
as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant impacts that would occur as a
result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been studied as part of the EIS process for this
project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for any of the alternatives that could meet the need
and purpose of the project, there would likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural
environment, human environment or both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the September 22,
2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments made regarding the
various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in evaluating the technical studies and
feedback from the development of the Draft EIS (DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred
with FDOT on the identification of Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the DEIS and
has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA signed on
November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our consideration as we
develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for your input in this important
decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your comments to FDOT to ensure that they
are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz Caicedo, the
FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have questions about the
project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: SANDERS, MARVIN E. [mailto:Marty.Sanders@stlucieschools.org]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 12:48 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Cc: YOST, GENELLE M.; Patricia Roebling; CARTER, DONALD R.
Subject: City of PSL crosstown parkway-FHA

Re:

Crosstown Parkway Extension Final Environmental Impact Statement
Financial Project Number 410844‐1‐28‐01
Federal Aid Project Number 7777‐087 A
Efficient Transportation Decision Making Number: 8247
St. Lucie County, Florida

Please see attached correspondence.
Marty E. Sanders, P.E.
Executive Director of Growth Management, Land Acquisition, Inter-Governmental Relations, Facilities
& Maintenance
School Board of St. Lucie County
327 NW Commerce Park Drive
Port St. Lucie, FL 34986
(772) 340-7100
(772) 340-7105 direct
(772) 216-5755 cell

From: Stephanie Heidt [mailto:sheidt@tcrpc.org]
Sent: Monday, January 20, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Young, Richard
Cc: pmerritt@tcrpc.org; 'Milligan, Lauren'
Subject: RE: Submit a Comment for ETDM Project 8247 ‐ Third East‐West River
Crossing(Crosstown Parkway Extension)

Attached is the final report as approved by Council on January 17, 2014. No
changes were made to the previously sent draft staff report.
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Stephanie Heidt
Administrative/ICR Coordinator
Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council
Partnership Coordinator
Southeast Florida Regional Partnership
772.221.4060
sheidt@tcrpc.org
From: Stephanie Heidt [mailto:sheidt@tcrpc.org]
Sent: Monday, December 23, 2013 1:14 PM
To: 'richard.young@dot.state.fl.us'
Cc: pmerritt@tcrpc.org; 'Milligan, Lauren'
Subject: Submit a Comment for ETDM Project 8247 - Third East-West River Crossing(Crosstown
Parkway Extension)

Please find attached the draft staff comments on the Final Environmental Impact
Statement for the Crosstown Parkway Extension. This report will be on the
agenda for action by the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council at
its January 17, 2014 meeting.

Stephanie Heidt
Administrative/ICR Coordinator
Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council
Partnership Coordinator
Southeast Florida Regional Partnership
772.221.4060
sheidt@tcrpc.org

TREASURE COAST REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL
INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION AND REVIEW LOG
TCRPC Number:

13-SL-12-02

SAI#: FL201108175929C

Applicant:

City of Port St. Lucie

Project Description:

Final Environmental Impact Statement - Crosstown Parkway Extension
from Manth Lane to U.S. 1
This Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is being conducted by
the City of Port St. Lucie and the Florida Department of Transportation
in association with the Crosstown Parkway Extension Project
Development and Environment Study. The Final EIS addresses a project
being proposed to extend the existing Crosstown Parkway
approximately two miles from Manth Lane on the west, across the North
Fork St. Lucie River to U.S. 1. The two existing crossings of the North
Fork St. Lucie River, Prima Vista Boulevard and Port St. Lucie
Boulevard, are currently operating at a failing level of service. The
project is needed to supplement existing capacity that is insufficient to
move traffic, people and goods across the river and accommodate the
projected future growth of the City’s population over the next twentyfive years.
The City conducted two studies to identify an appropriate corridor and
examine various alternatives within that corridor. Following an analysis
of the alternatives, the City identified several alternatives that were
evaluated further in a Draft EIS, which was released in July 2011. After
giving careful consideration to the costs, benefits, and environmental
impacts associated with each of the alternatives, and after considering
comments at public hearings, the City Council adopted a Locally
Preferred Alternative on January 23, 2012. The City developed the Final
EIS with Alternative 1C as the Preferred Alternative.
The Preferred Alternative will connect Crosstown Parkway along West
Virginia Drive to the existing intersection of U.S. 1 and Village Green
Drive. This 1.96-mile project will have a 0.76-mile bridge crossing over
the North Fork St. Lucie River and a portion of the Savannas Preserve
State Park. The bridge will include six traffic lanes, two bike lanes, and
two pedestrian sidewalks.
The Preferred Alternative was selected based on its ability to fulfill the
project purpose and need while minimizing environmental impacts,
costs, and technical factors. Environmental impacts of the Preferred
Alternative include:

 relocation of 65 improved residential properties;
 noise impacts at several locations;
 unavoidable direct impact on 6.83 acres of wetlands;
 unavoidable direct impact to 2.96 acres of natural upland
communities, including pine flatwoods and live oak;
 unavoidable impact on essential fish habitat, which includes 6.83
acres of palustrine and mangrove habitat and 1.15 acres of open
water habitat (primarily shading);
 use of 0.02 acres of the North Fork St. Lucie River Aquatic
Preserve;
 use of 2.14 acres of the Savannas Preserve State Park; and
 unavoidable impact to Halpatiokee Canoe and Nature Trail, which
is the only land-based public access to the portion of the Savannas
Preserve State Park west of U.S. 1.
Following selection of the Preferred Alternative, avoidance and
minimization measures were developed through coordination with state
and federal agencies to reduce the impacts to wetlands, listed species
habitats, and essential fish habitat. Efforts to minimize project impacts
include:
 reduction of the width of the bridge from 143 feet to 103 feet,
which reduced wetland impacts from 10.1 acres to 6.83 acres and
upland impacts from 6.45 acres to 2.96 acres;
 use of a top-down bridge construction method to the maximum
extent possible, thereby allowing each span to be built from the
previous span;
 utilization of temporary platforms or trestles during those periods
when top-down construction methodology is not possible;
 bridge design that includes longer spans over open-water portions
of the channel with barges as the construction platform to improve
navigation;
 elimination of the use of construction haul roads in wetlands areas;
 elimination of the use of water-jetting during pile placement;
 restriction of tree clearing to only those areas where pilings must
be placed, and restriction of tree trimming to vegetation above 10
feet that might interfere with trestle profile;
 minimization of ground damage during geotechnical investigations
through the use of specialized equipment;
 development of a maintenance of river traffic plan, in coordination
with the U.S. Coast Guard, to ensure safe navigation of the
waterway during construction;
 staging of all construction equipment outside of the state park and

aquatic preserve or in areas that will be incorporated into the
roadway approaches; and
 relocation of Halpatiokee canoe dock and nature trail prior to the
commencement of construction activities.
The Final EIS also describes several forms of mitigation to provide
compensation for unavoidable impacts. Compensatory mitigation for
noise impacts will be achieved through the use of noise barriers placed
at locations determined during the design phase following additional
public input from the community. Similarly, visual impacts will be
addressed through the design of lighting, visual features, and project
landscaping determined during the design phase following additional
public input from the community.
The Final EIS also describes a compensatory mitigation plan for use of
the state-owned lands. This resulted in the development of a Proprietary
Mitigation Plan, which provides mitigation for obtaining an easement to
cross state lands, and a Regulatory Mitigation Plan, which provides
mitigation for unavoidable direct and indirect impacts to wetlands,
sovereignty submerged lands, and navigable and non-navigable waters,
as required under federal and state regulations.
The Proprietary Mitigation Plan includes:
 four water quality improvement projects within the North Fork St.
Lucie River floodplain that will restore or improve historic river
flows and improve an estimated 22.16 acres of open water, and
reconnect an estimated 28.05 acres of degraded floodplain
wetlands to the North Fork St. Lucie River;
 conveyance of 108.55 acres of city-owned lands to the State of
Florida for inclusion in Savannas Preserve State Park;
 relocation and improvements to the Halpatiokee Canoe and Nature
Trail;
 design and construction of the Savannas Recreation Trail; and
 improvements to the Savannas Preserve Education Center.
The Regulatory Mitigation Plan consists of providing two types of
wetland mitigation. First, mitigation will be provided in the Platt’s Creek
Compensatory Mitigation Site (Platt’s Creek), which is being developed
specifically for this project to provide compensatory mitigation for
wetland impacts. Second, credits will be purchased at the Bear Point
Mitigation Bank to provide mitigation for mangrove impacts.
The 98-acre Platt’s Creek site is owned by St. Lucie County and is a
fallow citrus grove. The site is located in the North Fork St. Lucie River
drainage basin, which is the same as the Preferred Alternative. After

development, Platt’s Creek will consist of 49.34 acres of restored and
created wetlands and 13.65 acres of upland habitat within the fallow
citrus grove.
Total wetland functional loss due to the Preferred Alternative is 8.34
functional loss units, including indirect functional loss, and impacts to
mangroves. Of the total credits at Platt’s Creek, 11.25 functional gain
units will be allocated as compensatory mitigation for regulatory
wetland impacts for the Crosstown Parkway Extension project. Both the
South Florida Water Management District and the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers have indicated that this allocation will satisfy the regulatory
component for the Preferred Alternative. The remaining functional gain
units at the Platt’s Creek site will be reserved for future county projects.
The Preferred Alternative will have unavoidable impacts to 0.19 acres of
mangrove habitat, resulting in 0.22 functional loss units. To compensate
for this loss, the City will purchase 0.5 credits at the Bear Point
Mitigation Bank, which is located in the Indian River Lagoon in St.
Lucie County. This location was selected because the freshwater
wetland mitigation project at Platt’s Creek will not be able to restore or
create mangrove habitat. The South Florida Water Management District
and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers have indicated that the amount of
credits is appropriate mitigation for mangrove losses.
The City of Port St. Lucie has funded the design and right-of-way phases
for the Crosstown Parkway Extension Project using a combination of
funding sources from the City, St. Lucie Transportation Planning
Organization, and Florida Department of Transportation. The
construction phase is funded through the City’s sale of bonds, Florida
Department of Transportation funding, and federal funding. The total
project costs are expected to be $133,499,157.
Recommendations:

The proposed project will have a significant impact on many existing
homeowners and several sensitive environmental areas, including the
North Fork St. Lucie River, Aquatic Preserve, and Savannas Preserve
State Park, which are significant regional resources. The Final EIS
describes how the city has coordinated with state and federal agencies to
identify project-related impacts and develop plans to avoid and minimize
impacts to existing developed areas and natural systems where possible.
Furthermore, the Final EIS describes several programs to provide
mitigation for unavoidable impacts. The proposed wetland-related
impacts are allowable under Council’s wetland protection Policy 6.6.1.1,
because they meet the terms of the following exception: Such an activity
is water dependent or, due to the unique geometry of the site, minimal
impact is the unavoidable consequence of development for uses which
are appropriate given site characteristics.

The overall plans to avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts provide
adequate compensation to make the project consistent with the Strategic
Regional Policy Plan. The project furthers Strategy 7.1.1: Develop a
balanced, complete and fully integrated transportation system which, at a
minimum, includes a road system designed to complement and
supplement the core mass transit system and pedestrian and bicycle
connections.
The Crosstown Parkway Extension will benefit and promote livability in
the region by expanding a limited east-west roadway network,
enhancing connectivity of two of Florida’s Strategic Intermodal
Systems, creating a multi-purpose linear park facility with pedestrian
and bicycle connectivity to adjacent residential communities, and
accommodating the expansion of the regional transit system. Once
complete, the project will provide an additional hurricane and
emergency evacuation route and achieve an acceptable level of service.
Agencies Contacted:

St. Lucie County
St. Lucie Transportation Planning Organization
Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization

Appendix B
Public Comments
On FEIS

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Monday, December 16, 2013 6:17 PM
To: sranker@mac.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Receiving my public comments?
Hello Ms. Anker,
Thank you for following up on your previous emails. I did receive your
emails that included links to the newspaper articles. As I mentioned
to
you in a separate email response, however, the links allow only
subscribers to the newspaper to view any more than just the headline,
so
I was not able to read the articles. I was able to access and view the
YouTube videos highlighting the wildlife seen in the Evan's Creek area.
Thank you very much for sending these. I had heard about the YouTube
videos but had not seen them previously.
Your emails, which include links to the articles and videos, will be
part of the administrative record for the project. I am also copying
FDOT so that they will have your comments as well.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

-----Original Message----From: Shari Anker [mailto:sranker@mac.com]
Sent: Sunday, December 15, 2013 11:48 AM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Receiving my public comments?
Dear Ms. Kendall,
I have received no confirmation that you have received my two emails
that constitute part of the public comment process through to December
30th.
Please acknowledge that you have or have not received my December 11th
emails. I sent the emails addressed to you but in lower case. Are the
caps in your email address necessary for you to receive emails?
Thank your for your expedited response.
Shari Anker
2402 SE Burton Street
Port St. Lucie, FL 34952

Shari	
  Anker:	
  Proposed	
  Crosstown	
  Parkway	
  
extension	
  will	
  cripple	
  Port	
  St.	
  Lucie,	
  add	
  to	
  
traffic,	
  hurt	
  environment	
  
Will	
  completion	
  of	
  the	
  Crosstown	
  

Shari	
  Anker	
  is	
  a	
  board	
  member	
  of	
  the	
  Conservation	
  Alliance	
  of	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  County.	
  She	
  
created	
  the	
  “Society	
  and	
  Environment”	
  course	
  at	
  Broward	
  College	
  in	
  the	
  1990s,	
  and	
  
wrote	
  “The	
  Life	
  	
  
Sunday,	
  December	
  8,	
  2013	
  	
  
The	
  metrics	
  of	
  sustainable	
  cities	
  are	
  far	
  different	
  than	
  those	
  of	
  the	
  past	
  growth-‐at-‐at-‐all-‐
cost	
  policies	
  that	
  have	
  steered	
  too	
  many	
  of	
  Florida’s	
  cities.	
  
Sprawling,	
  developer-‐created	
  Port	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  with	
  dreams	
  of	
  becoming	
  a	
  powerful	
  
megalopolis	
  faces	
  a	
  fork	
  in	
  the	
  road	
  as	
  it	
  pushes	
  for	
  completion	
  of	
  the	
  Crosstown	
  
Parkway	
  Extension.	
  
Will	
  the	
  city	
  replicate	
  the	
  notorious	
  mistakes	
  made	
  by	
  Broward	
  County	
  with	
  its	
  endless	
  
but	
  always	
  congested	
  roads	
  with	
  virtually	
  no	
  real	
  Florida	
  environment	
  remaining?	
  Or,	
  
will	
  the	
  city	
  finally	
  come	
  home	
  to	
  the	
  unique	
  place	
  in	
  which	
  it	
  exists	
  and	
  make	
  
enlightened	
  decisions	
  to	
  improve	
  the	
  quality	
  of	
  life	
  for	
  its	
  residents	
  and	
  protect	
  its	
  
namesake,	
  the	
  magical	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  River?	
  
The	
  city	
  has	
  spent	
  decades	
  and	
  many	
  millions	
  of	
  dollars	
  planning	
  parkway	
  bridge	
  routes	
  
through	
  our	
  most	
  environmentally	
  fragile	
  areas:	
  Halpatiokee	
  Trails	
  and	
  marshland	
  of	
  
Savannas	
  State	
  Preserve,	
  the	
  North	
  Fork	
  of	
  the	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  River	
  Aquatic	
  Preserve	
  and	
  the	
  
Indian	
  River	
  Lagoon.	
  This	
  relentless	
  pursuit	
  continued	
  despite	
  the	
  environmental	
  
community’s	
  advisement	
  legal	
  challenges	
  would	
  result.	
  Stubborn	
  resistance	
  against	
  
more	
  prudent	
  alternatives	
  may	
  be	
  a	
  factor	
  in	
  the	
  city’s	
  troubles,	
  including	
  a	
  debt	
  
approaching	
  $1	
  billion.	
  
At	
  an	
  estimated	
  cost	
  of	
  nearly	
  $150	
  million,	
  with	
  at	
  least	
  $36	
  million	
  from	
  the	
  city	
  alone,	
  
taxpayers	
  are	
  footing	
  the	
  bill	
  for	
  ecological	
  degradation	
  and	
  destruction	
  of	
  portions	
  of	
  
two	
  state	
  preserves	
  along	
  the	
  city’s	
  preferred	
  Route	
  1C	
  bridge	
  to	
  U.S.	
  1.	
  	
  
And	
  though	
  it	
  may	
  be	
  counterintuitive	
  to	
  some,	
  completing	
  the	
  1C	
  Route	
  will	
  ultimately	
  
result	
  in	
  more,	
  not	
  less,	
  traffic	
  congestion	
  due	
  to	
  spurred	
  growth	
  that	
  occurs	
  after	
  new	
  
roads	
  are	
  built.	
  	
  
The	
  city	
  could	
  instead	
  make	
  a	
  choice	
  for	
  the	
  road	
  less	
  traveled.	
  Sustainability	
  oriented	
  
cities	
  like	
  Philadelphia	
  are	
  using	
  the	
  new	
  metrics	
  of	
  doing	
  more	
  with	
  less	
  —	
  the	
  “nega	
  
strategy”	
  —	
  to	
  refrain	
  from	
  building	
  more	
  expensive	
  infrastructure,	
  such	
  as	
  roads,	
  by	
  
devising	
  alternative	
  means	
  to	
  meet	
  the	
  needs	
  of	
  the	
  population.	
  (See	
  Michael	
  
Grunwald’s	
  article,	
  “Street	
  Smarts,”	
  in	
  Time,	
  Sept.	
  30,	
  2011.)	
  	
  
Port	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  could	
  capitalize	
  on	
  the	
  “port”	
  in	
  its	
  name	
  and	
  encourage	
  its	
  residents	
  to	
  
organically	
  create	
  homegrown,	
  thriving	
  civic	
  and	
  small	
  business	
  walkable	
  hubs	
  in	
  three	
  
or	
  four	
  sections	
  of	
  the	
  city.	
  Telecommuting,	
  carpooling,	
  improved	
  public	
  transit	
  and	
  
expansion	
  of	
  Tri-‐Rail	
  for	
  long-‐distance	
  commuters	
  could	
  be	
  prioritized.	
  The	
  city	
  could	
  

better	
  time	
  the	
  bursts	
  of	
  traffic	
  at	
  rush	
  hour.	
  Western	
  residents	
  are	
  now	
  well	
  served	
  by	
  
a	
  new	
  hospital	
  and	
  larger	
  shopping	
  venues	
  in	
  Tradition,	
  another	
  step	
  in	
  the	
  right	
  
direction	
  to	
  diminish	
  the	
  need	
  for	
  trips	
  across	
  the	
  city.	
  
The	
  sinking	
  Prima	
  Vista	
  bridge	
  could	
  be	
  widened	
  when	
  it’s	
  repaired,	
  lessening	
  the	
  need	
  
and	
  expense	
  of	
  a	
  new	
  bridge.	
  
The	
  metrics	
  of	
  sustainable	
  ecosystems	
  are	
  that	
  when	
  left	
  intact	
  they	
  provide	
  valuable	
  
services	
  like	
  clean	
  air	
  and	
  water,	
  and	
  habitat	
  for	
  critical-‐to-‐the-‐system	
  plant	
  and	
  animal	
  
diversity.	
  
Viewing	
  an	
  aerial	
  map	
  of	
  the	
  proposed	
  Route	
  1C	
  reveals	
  a	
  generous	
  swath	
  of	
  protected,	
  
well-‐vegetated	
  land	
  and	
  water	
  that,	
  with	
  no	
  doubt,	
  contributes	
  to	
  the	
  health	
  of	
  not	
  only	
  
the	
  river	
  but	
  also	
  the	
  lagoon.	
  
The	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  River	
  Estuary	
  is	
  an	
  epicenter	
  of	
  extraordinary	
  fish	
  diversity,	
  800-‐plus	
  
species,	
  more	
  than	
  any	
  other	
  place	
  in	
  the	
  nation,	
  in	
  a	
  very	
  small	
  area.	
  
This	
  means	
  every	
  acre	
  of	
  wetland,	
  mangrove	
  and	
  submerged	
  vegetation	
  is	
  essential	
  to	
  
the	
  sustainability,	
  and	
  resiliency,	
  of	
  our	
  estuarine	
  and	
  riverine	
  ecosystems.	
  
More	
  than	
  60	
  at-‐risk	
  species	
  depend	
  on	
  the	
  aquatic	
  preserve,	
  including	
  33	
  birds.	
  This	
  
area	
  is	
  a	
  stopover	
  on	
  the	
  Eastern	
  Flyway.	
  Hundreds	
  of	
  species	
  depend	
  on	
  the	
  seven	
  
ecosystems	
  of	
  Halpatiokee	
  Trails.	
  
Will	
  the	
  city	
  assume	
  its	
  responsibility	
  to	
  protect	
  its	
  share	
  of	
  this	
  unique	
  and	
  
irreplaceable	
  ecosystem?	
  Will	
  it	
  give	
  its	
  namesake	
  the	
  legacy	
  of	
  honor	
  it	
  deserves?	
  
If	
  not,	
  it	
  is	
  a	
  loss	
  for	
  all	
  the	
  Treasure	
  Coast,	
  not	
  just	
  the	
  city.	
  
	
  

	
  	
  ©	
  2013	
  Scripps	
  Newspaper	
  Group	
  —	
  Online	
  	
  

From: Caicedo, Beatriz
Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2013 5:39 PM
To: 'Raymondncar@aol.com'
Cc: 'Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov'
Subject: FW: Crosstown Parkway Bridge Questions
Dear Mr. Treacy,
This is in response to your question regarding the subject project and the new hospital
location. The emergency response discussion in the Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS)
was focused on the impacts to residents and traffic flow within the study area. The
traffic study area lies between Port St. Lucie Boulevard to the south,
Prima Vista Boulevard to the north, Bayshore Boulevard to the west, and US-1 to the
east.
The development of the Martin Health System Tradition Medical Center will be a great
benefit to the City of Port St. Lucie when it opens this month,
and will provide improved medical services to the City and the expanding population in
western Port St. Lucie.
For residents within the study area, the St. Lucie Medical Center is closer than Tradition
Medical Center, and will likely remain the primary hospital for emergencies.
The benefits reported in the EIS are valid in terms of the analysis being provided.
Sincerely,
Beatriz

	
  

Beatriz Caicedo-Maddison, P.E, CPM
Consultant	
  Management
FDOT	
  District	
  Four
3400	
  West	
  Commercial	
  Blvd.
Ft	
  Lauderdale,	
  Fl	
  33309-‐3421
Telephone:	
  954	
  777	
  4336
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Monday, December 16, 2013 10:04 AM
To: Raymondncar@aol.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: Crosstown Parkway Bridge Questions

Mr.	
  Treacy,	
  
	
  
Per	
  your	
  request,	
  I	
  am	
  resending	
  my	
  response	
  (see	
  below)	
  to	
  your	
  12/12/13	
  email.
	
  
Thank	
  you	
  also,	
  for	
  following	
  up	
  with	
  your	
  phone	
  call	
  this	
  morning.	
  	
  In	
  this	
  discussion,	
  
you	
  had	
  asked	
  about	
  when	
  FHWA	
  identified	
  Alternative	
  1C	
  as	
  the	
  preferred	
  alternative.	
  	
  
You	
  will	
  find	
  this	
  answer	
  in	
  the	
  first	
  email	
  that	
  I	
  sent	
  to	
  you	
  on	
  12/10/13,	
  which	
  reads,	
  

“Further,	
  in	
  evaluating	
  the	
  technical	
  studies	
  and	
  feedback	
  from	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  the	
  
Draft	
  EIS	
  (DEIS),	
  FHWA,	
  on	
  July	
  30,	
  2012,	
  concurred	
  with	
  FDOT	
  on	
  the	
  identification	
  of	
  
Alternative	
  1C	
  as	
  the	
  preferred	
  alternative.”	
  	
  You	
  may	
  want	
  to	
  refer	
  back	
  to	
  this	
  email	
  
response	
  because	
  it	
  answers	
  many	
  of	
  the	
  questions	
  that	
  you	
  asked	
  about	
  in	
  our	
  
conversation.
	
  
I	
  hope	
  you	
  will	
  find	
  this	
  information	
  helpful.
	
  
Cathy	
  Kendall,	
  AICP
Senior	
  Environmental	
  Specialist
FHWA	
  -‐	
  FL,	
  PR	
  and	
  VI
545	
  John	
  Knox	
  Road,	
  Suite	
  200
Tallahassee,	
  FL	
  	
  32303
(850)	
  553-‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov
	
  
	
  

From: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Sent: Friday, December 13, 2013 5:27 PM
To: 'Raymondncar@aol.com'
Cc: beatriz.caicedo@dot.state.fl.us; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Cunill, Benito (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Crosstown Parkway Bridge Questions

Mr.	
  Treacy,
	
  
This	
  email	
  is	
  in	
  response	
  to	
  your	
  email	
  below,	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  your	
  phone	
  message.	
  	
  I	
  am	
  sorry	
  that	
  I	
  
was	
  away	
  from	
  the	
  office	
  when	
  you	
  called.
	
  
In	
  your	
  email	
  and	
  phone	
  message,	
  you	
  have	
  asked	
  questions	
  relating	
  to	
  how	
  the	
  project	
  would	
  
improve	
  emergency	
  response	
  time	
  given	
  the	
  addition	
  of	
  a	
  new	
  hospital.	
  	
  The	
  paragraph	
  in	
  the	
  
EIS	
  that	
  you	
  reference	
  pertains	
  to	
  response	
  time	
  from	
  what	
  is	
  identified	
  as	
  the	
  City’s	
  main	
  
hospital	
  –	
  the	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  medical	
  Center,	
  which	
  is	
  located	
  east	
  of	
  the	
  project	
  study	
  area.	
  	
  By	
  copy	
  
of	
  this	
  email,	
  I	
  am	
  asking	
  the	
  FDOT	
  project	
  manager	
  to	
  provide	
  any	
  additional	
  information	
  they	
  
think	
  would	
  be	
  helpful	
  in	
  addressing	
  your	
  question,	
  and	
  to	
  copy	
  me	
  on	
  the	
  response	
  provided.
	
  
You	
  have	
  also	
  requested	
  that	
  I	
  read	
  the	
  EIS	
  and	
  response	
  to	
  your	
  question.	
  	
  I	
  can	
  assure	
  you	
  that	
  
I	
  have	
  read	
  the	
  EIS	
  many	
  times,	
  and	
  I	
  am	
  reading	
  every	
  response	
  provided	
  by	
  the	
  agencies	
  and	
  
public	
  in	
  regard	
  to	
  the	
  proposed	
  project.	
  	
  Your	
  additional	
  comments	
  will	
  also	
  be	
  included	
  as	
  part	
  
of	
  our	
  project	
  record.
	
  
Cathy	
  Kendall,	
  AICP
Senior	
  Environmental	
  Specialist
FHWA	
  -‐	
  FL,	
  PR	
  and	
  VI
545	
  John	
  Knox	
  Road,	
  Suite	
  200
Tallahassee,	
  FL	
  	
  32303
(850)	
  553-‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov
	
  

	
  
From: Raymondncar@aol.com [mailto:Raymondncar@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 12:29 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Cc: sranker@mac.com; riandrewt1@aol.com; dyanaboydvoss@gmail.com
Subject: Crosstown Parkway Bridge Questions

"Port St. Lucie is a city of more than 170,000 people, with the majority living west of the
North Fork (of the St. Lucie River)," Martin President and CEO Mark Robitaille told the
groundbreaking attendees. "This hospital provides much-needed access."These are the
comments made regarding the new hospital in the WESTERN side of Port St. Lucie. I bring
this to your attention because in the Final Environmental Impact Statement ( section 2.22)
last paragraph it is mention “The preferred alternative will improve emergency response time
compared to the No Build Alternative" . Doesn’t a hospital on the western side do a lot more
to improve response time?? Why wasn’t this new hospital mentioned? I hope before a
decision is made to spend millions on this project you will spend time to read the EIS and
response to my question. . I also hope you can answer these simple questions and not
response to this with a standard response. Thank You Ray Treacy

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Friday, December 13, 2013 5:02 PM
To: neurosecretary@live.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: NO CROSSTOWN BRIDGE ACROSS SAVANNAS IN PSL

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
	
  	
  
Cathy	
  Kendall,	
  AICP
Senior	
  Environmental	
  Specialist
FHWA	
  -‐	
  FL,	
  PR	
  and	
  VI
545	
  John	
  Knox	
  Road,	
  Suite	
  200
Tallahassee,	
  FL	
  	
  32303
(850)	
  553-‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

	
  
From: Julie K Bjornson [mailto:neurosecretary@live.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 9:49 AM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: NO CROSSTOWN BRIDGE ACROSS SAVANNAS IN PSL

Dear	
  Ms.	
  Kendall,
	
  
The	
  natural	
  beauty	
  of	
  our	
  Florida	
  Savannas	
  State	
  Park	
  must	
  be	
  preserved.
	
  
I	
  am	
  opposed	
  to	
  the	
  construction	
  of	
  the	
  Crosstown	
  Bridge	
  through	
  the	
  Halpatiokee
Preserve	
  State	
  Park,	
  a	
  part	
  of	
  the	
  Savannas	
  State	
  Park.	
  	
  
	
  
There	
  are	
  other	
  bridge	
  location	
  options	
  to	
  consider	
  that	
  will	
  not	
  impact	
  this	
  pristine	
  
and	
  environmentally	
  sensitive	
  area	
  as	
  Port	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  endeavors	
  to	
  connect	
  to	
  their	
  
beaches.
	
  
Julie	
  K.	
  Bjornson,	
  DC,	
  FACFN	
  
5816	
  SE	
  Riverboat	
  Drive	
  
Stuart,	
  FL	
  34997	
  
772-‐485-‐8558	
  mobile	
  
neurosecretary@live.com

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 31, 2013 11:55 AM
To: ablacka@gmail.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Crosstown Parkway Bridge

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Adella Blacka [mailto:ablacka@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:47 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Crosstown Parkway Bridge

To: Ms Kendall, Federal Highway Administration
I am against using route 1C to complete the Crosstown Parkway. I strongly object to placing a bridge
footing in a park purchased with public tax dollars to preserve a fragile ecosystem.
There are five other routes available for completion of the Crosstown Parkway, all of them less damaging
to the ecosystem contained in Halpatiokee Park.
Mitigation property remote from the area concerned in no way compensates for the loss of this ecosystem
or for the potential detrimental effects on the health of the St. Lucie River.

I am requesting that you please choose another area and do not build the bridge through
Halpatiokee Park.

Adella Blacka
Concerned Resident of Port St Lucie.

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension project.
Your comments will be included as part of our project records.

Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: William Brightfelt [mailto:billbrightfelt@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 5:42 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA); sranker@me.com
Subject: Fwd: Crosstown Parkway Bridge,Port St. Lucie, Fl.
-----Original Message----From: William Brightfelt <billbrightfelt@aol.com>
To: cathykendall <cathykendall@dot.gov>
Sent: Thu, Jan 2, 2014 5:32 pm
Subject: Crosstown Parkway Bridge,Port St. Lucie, Fl.
I am a property owner in the neighborhood of the proposed bridge, and have lived here for over 14 years.
The City has been talking about putting that bridge in that SPECIFIC location for the entire time, because
they own the land there and bought-up many of the nearby homes along SW Virginia Dr. I don't think
they ever seriously considered putting it anywhere else!
I agree with everything Shari Anker has told you, and feel that the bridge should NOT be built at the
proposed location.

Sincerely, William Brightfelt (1237
SE Coral Reef Street, PSL)

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Friday, December 13, 2013 5:07 PM
To: fishthemango@gmail.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Bridges
Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway
Extension project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered
program. As such, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked
with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this proposed project to
satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA classified
the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated
significant impacts that would occur as a result of the project.
Numerous alternatives have been studied as part of the EIS process for
this project, and it is FHWA's assessment that for any of the
alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there
would likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural
environment,
human environment or both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public
and agencies regarding the project and the various alternatives
considered. FHWA attended the September 22, 2011 public hearing and
was
able to hear first-hand the public comments made regarding the various
alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in evaluating the
technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the
identification of Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency
comments on the DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final
EIS (FEIS), which FHWA signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as
yours, will also be part of our consideration as we develop the Record
of Decision on the project, and we thank you for your input in this
important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative
record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS
for the Crosstown Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You
may also contact Ms. Beatriz Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at
Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have questions about the
project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

-----Original Message----From: Tris [mailto:fishthemango@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 2:27 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Bridges
Please add my name to the petition to stop construction of proposed
bridge over sensitive environmental marshlands and wetlands.
Thanks,
Tris Colket
267 Marina Dr
Ft Pierce, FL. 34949
Cell : 772-559-0594
Sent from my iPhone

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 31, 2013 12:02 PM
To: copeland29@bellsouth.net
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: Please SAY NO to bridge through legally protected and environmentally precious
Halpatiokee Park

Mr. Copeland,
Thank you again for your comments.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Henry Copeland [mailto:copeland29@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Thursday, December 26, 2013 6:57 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Please SAY NO to bridge through legally protected and environmentally precious Halpatiokee
Park

Dear Ms. Kendall,
I sent you this e-mail letter earlier today and mistakenly and erroneously addressed the
salutation to a local person whoi I know to be actively involved in opposing the
Crosstown Bridge. I apololgize for this mistake, as I intended you to be the recipient, I do
not think it is appropriate (or legal) to displace Halpatiokee Park for purposes of
constructing this bridge, and I ask that you look to other possible locations.
Thank you. Henry Copeland
Email sent earlier to you:
12-26-13 (revised)
Dear Ms. Kendall:
I am aware that some planners, locals and state staff would like to see greater roadway
connectivity in Port St. Lucie, and they hope to construct a bridge that will essentially
forever damage Halpatiokee Park and limit/reroute access to the public as a direct
consequence of its construction. Please know that many, including myself, object
strongly to this location and the partial destruction of such a unique and precious
environmental preserve.
As a Florida attorney, I have serious doubts that other prospective bridge routes and sites
aren't "feasible and prudent" alternatives, as required by Citizens to Preserve Overton Park, Inc.

v. Volpe

(US 1971) before building on the Halpatiokee site can be justified legally.

Accordingly, I am vehemently opposed to the construction of the Crosstown Bridge and the destruction
of a precious part of the Savannas, the Halpatiokee Park.

Please direct staff to properly re-review alternative routes and locations for feasibility.
I'm hoping our state and local planners will change their errant plans and do the right
thing in the spirit of this holiday season and the greater public interest in environmental
preservation.
Thank you.
Respectfully,
Henry Copeland
1479 NE 23rd Terrace
Jensen Beach, FL 34957
copeland29@bellsouth.net
772-225-7840
From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 31, 2013 12:00 PM
To: copeland29@bellsouth.net
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: Please SAY NO to bridge through legally protected and environmentally precious
Halpatiokee Park

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS

(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.

Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Henry Copeland [mailto:copeland29@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Thursday, December 26, 2013 11:51 AM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Please SAY NO to bridge through legally protected and environmentally precious Halpatiokee
Park

12-26-13
Dear Ms. Anker:
I am aware that some planners, locals and state staff would like to see greater roadway
connectivity in Port St. Lucie, and they hope to construct a bridge that will essentially
forever damage Halpatiokee Park and limit/reroute access to the public as a direct
consequence of its construction. Please know that many, including myself, object
strongly to this location and the partial destruction of such a unique and precious
environmental preserve.
As a Florida attorney, I have serious doubts that other prospective bridge routes and cites
aren't "feasible and prudent" alternatives, as required by Citizens to Preserve Overton Park, Inc.
v. Volpe (US 1971) before building on the Halpatiokee site can be justified legally.
Accordingly, I am vehemently opposed to the construction of the Crosstown Bridge and the destruction

of a precious part of the Savannas, the Halpatiokee Park.

Please direct staff to properly re-review alternative routes and locations for feasibility.
I'm hoping our state and local planners will change their errant plans and do the right
thing in the spirit of this holiday season and the greater public interest in environmental
preservation.
Thank you.
Respectfully,
Henry Copeland
1479 NE 23rd Terrace
Jensen Beach, FL 34957
copeland29@bellsouth.net
772-225-7840

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Friday, December 13, 2013 5:05 PM
To: motorizedkayak@gmail.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: It's not OK. And your favorite State Preserve could be next.

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
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From: Billy Gibson [mailto:motorizedkayak@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 1:36 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Fwd: It's not OK. And your favorite State Preserve could be next.

Dear Ms. Kendall,
I and my wife join in protesting the destruction of the Halpatiokee Trails section of the
Savannahs as well as the part of the North Fork of the Saint Lucie River Aquatic
Preserve. We don't need another bridge and this land was paid for with taxes and set aside
for conservation.
We cannot continue to destroy Florida's natural resources. Stop the bridge construction
now! Thanks
---------- Forwarded message ---------From: dyanaboyd voss <dyanaboydvoss@gmail.com>
Date: Sun, Dec 8, 2013 at 1:50 PM
Subject: It's not OK. And your favorite State Preserve could be next.
To: Dyana Boyd Voss <conservationallianceslc@gmail.com>

PLEASE FORWARD THIS EMAIL TO PEOPLE IN
YOUR CONTACT LIST. ANY HOPE TO SAVE
STATE PARKS NOW AND IN THE FUTURE IS IN
OUR HANDS.
PLEASE ACT NOW.
AN OPEN LETTER FROM SHARI ANKER
We at the Conservation Alliance of St. Lucie County are urging you to
contact Cathy Kendall today at Florida's DOT to tell her it's not okay to
degrade and destroy two State Preserves to build a bridge. Two State
Preserves that were purchased with taxpayer funds allotted for
conservation.
December 30th is the last day for the public to submit comments.
Your timing is critical.
Her email address is: cathy.kendall@dot.gov
Here's the short list of impacts to this environmentally sensitive area:
* The destruction of Halpatiokee Trails section of Savannas State
Preserve

* Degradation of the North Fork of the St. Lucie River Aquatic Preserve
* Loss of critical wetlands, mangroves, and submerged vegetation
essential to the St. Lucie River, its Estuary, and the Indian River Lagoon
* Further endangerment of at least 60 at-risk species, including 33 birds in
the Aquatic Preserve. Loss of hundreds of species in seven ecosystems in
Halpatiokee Trails
* The likely disruption of the migratory routes of birds traversing the
Eastern Flyway; this area is a stop over site.
* Air, water, and noise pollution in a pristine and serene area
We're hoping that as the environmental community rallied around stopping
golf courses and resorts in our State Preserve, we can stop bridges
through them as well.
Please like our Facebook Page:
https://www.facebook.com/ConservationAllianceofStLucieCo
Twitter address:

https://twitter.com/ConservationSLC
Linked In address:

Conservation Alliance of SLC
We are deeply grateful to all who take a moment out of busy schedules to
submit comments. Have a joyous holiday season.

POST FROM CAPT. DON VOSS, MARINE CLEANUP INITIATIVE
The smile (as seen in the above photo) off the north fork of the St
Lucie River in the center is Evans Creek off US 1 in Port St Lucie. To
the left side is Port St Lucie Blvd Bridge and to the right side is the
Prima Vista Bridge... about two miles apart. The Tradition's
Community (West of the housing to the top of the photo) wants
another bridge right through the center of the smile of Evans Creek.
Evans creek and the small amount of trees visible is the only portion
of the Halpatiokee Wetlands Preserve left in the city of Port St Lucie
as the rest has been built over. Every house seen above the river
used to be land that filtered the storm water before it ran into the
North Fork. So, when people clamor about "Save Our Rivers" and
"Stop the discharges" they need to understand...every time Port St
Lucie and St Lucie County allows another blacktop surface or
building, they have polluted the river even more. Discharges that
started in May 2013 did not affect the estuary until July 2013 because
of all the storm water coming from the canals and the St Lucie River's
overtaxed the flow. The additional water directed into the North Fork
through another bridge will further blow up this problem. Don't the
bridges pictured seem to be sufficient?

-Regards,
Billy L. Gibson, Operations Manager
772.380.6815

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 10:59 AM
To: digoldberg@bellsouth.net; patr@cityofpsl.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Crosstown Pkwy

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension project in
Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such, the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department of
Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this proposed
project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA classified the project
as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant impacts that would occur as a
result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been studied as part of the EIS process for this
project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for any of the alternatives that could meet the need
and purpose of the project, there would likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural
environment, human environment or both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the September 22,
2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments made regarding the
various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in evaluating the technical studies and
feedback from the development of the Draft EIS (DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred
with FDOT on the identification of Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the DEIS and
has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA signed on
November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our consideration as we
develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for your input in this important
decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your comments to FDOT to ensure that they
are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz Caicedo, the
FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have questions about the
project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Diane Goldberg [mailto:digoldberg@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 11:15 AM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA); patr@cityofpsl.com
Subject: Crosstown Pkwy

My husband & I are against using route C1 to complete the Crosstown Pkwy.
We feel it is offense to use our park to complete this route. You have FIVE
other choices that would work without hurting our fragile environment. You
can NOT make up for the lost ecosystems by providing a man-made facility
instead.
We also object to the additional costs that will bring us close, if not over the
billion dollar mark in City debt. We want to see the debt deceased before you
add any additional costs we can't pay for. This might increase our taxes at a
time when too many of our citizens have not recovered from the last seven
years of City & personal problems.
Diane & Benjamin Goldberg
6470 NW Volucia Drive
Port St Lucie, Fl 34986
digoldberg@bellsouth.net
772 343-8666

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 12:54 PM
To: minx_0612@yahoo.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: no bridge

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
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From: chris gosse [mailto:minx_0612@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, December 08, 2013 9:12 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: no bridge

Enough is enough. There is so much concrete in this area that the runoff is killing
everything in its journey to the ocean. Is it really smart to take away any green
that's left.

It's not okay to degrade and destroy two State Preserves to build a bridge.
Two State Preserves that were purchased with taxpayer funds allotted for
conservation.
Here's the short list of impacts to this environmentally sensitive area:
* The destruction of Halpatiokee Trails section of Savannas State
Preserve
* Degradation of the North Fork of the St. Lucie River Aquatic Preserve
* Loss of critical wetlands, mangroves, and submerged vegetation
essential to the St. Lucie River, its Estuary, and the Indian River Lagoon
* Further endangerment of at least 60 at-risk species, including 33 birds in
the Aquatic Preserve. Loss of hundreds of species in seven ecosystems in
Halpatiokee Trails
* The likely disruption of the migratory routes of birds traversing the
Eastern Flyway; this area is a stop over site.
* Air, water, and noise pollution in a pristine and serene area
We're hoping that as the environmental community rallied around stopping
golf courses and resorts in our State Preserve, we can stop bridges
through them as well.

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension project.
Your comments will be included as part of our project records.

Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Caroline Herzog [mailto:gumbolimbocarol@att.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 01, 2014 10:15 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Fw: Crosstoown Parkway Bridge

Please note that I sent the e-mail below at 11:46 P.M., December 30th. However, I had
an error in the address. I hope you will consider my position.
Thank you.
Carol Herzog
----- Forwarded Message ----From: Caroline Herzog <gumbolimbocarol@att.net>
To: "cathy.kenCrossdall@dot.gov" <cathy.kenCrossdall@dot.gov>
Sent: Monday, December 30, 2013 11:46 PM
Subject: Crosstoown Parkway Bridge

I am against building the Crosstown Parkway Bridge because this fragile area is so
valuable as a fish nursery.
Sincerely
yours,
Carol C. Herzog

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension project.
Your comments will be included as part of our project records.

Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Douglas Hess [mailto:dphess@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 7:30 AM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: opposed /Crosstown Bridge

Ms Kendall,
Both my husband and I are opposed to the construction of the Crosstown
Bridge and the destruction of a precious part of the Savannas, the
Halpatiokee Park.
Marguerite and Douglas Hess
1195 Ocean view circle
Jensen Beach, Fla. 34957

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 12:56 PM
To: thefrapper001@gmail.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: Construct a new bridge?

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
	
  
Cathy	
  Kendall,	
  AICP
Senior	
  Environmental	
  Specialist
FHWA	
  -‐	
  FL,	
  PR	
  and	
  VI
545	
  John	
  Knox	
  Road,	
  Suite	
  200
Tallahassee,	
  FL	
  	
  32303
(850)	
  553-‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

	
  
From: Bob Hickerson [mailto:thefrapper001@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, December 09, 2013 7:50 AM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Construct a new bridge?

We at the Conservation Alliance of St. Lucie County are urging Florida's
DOT that it's not okay to degrade and destroy two State Preserves to build
a bridge. Two State Preserves that were purchased with taxpayer funds
allotted for conservation.
Here's the short list of impacts to this environmentally sensitive area:
* The destruction of Halpatiokee Trails section of Savannas State
Preserve
* Degradation of the North Fork of the St. Lucie River Aquatic Preserve
* Loss of critical wetlands, mangroves, and submerged vegetation
essential to the St. Lucie River, its Estuary, and the Indian River Lagoon
* Further endangerment of at least 60 at-risk species, including 33 birds in
the Aquatic Preserve. Loss of hundreds of species in seven ecosystems in
Halpatiokee Trails
* The likely disruption of the migratory routes of birds traversing the
Eastern Flyway; this area is a stop over site.
* Air, water, and noise pollution in a pristine and serene area
It seems as though the nearby bridges are more than adequate. Unless
you can show us why a new bridge built between these two existing is
absolutely necessary, we seriously question it's planned construction.
Robert E Hickerson

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 31, 2013 11:56 AM
To: vjhuggins@yahoo.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Public Comment - Crosstown Parkway, Port St. Lucie, FL (District 4)

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.

Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225

cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Victoria Huggins [mailto:vjhuggins@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, December 22, 2013 1:56 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Public Comment - Crosstown Parkway, Port St. Lucie, FL (District 4)

Dear Ms. Kendall:
I have long been an advocate of the North Fork of the St. Lucie River. I acknowledge
that a 3rd east-west crossing is needed within the City of Port St. Lucie. What is NOT
needed is the 1C route which the city has chosen as it has a direct impact on the Aquatic
Preserve and Halpatiokee State Preserve.
The best alternative would be 1F or 6A. Both take the span out of the Aquatic Preserve
and Halpatiokee State Preserve, the most sensitive areas along the entire length of the
North Fork of the St. Lucie River.
In the past, the justification statements from the City for the need of the Crosstown
Parkway was for another emergency evacuation route; the need to move patients from the
west side of the city to the east side of the city where the hospital was located; faster
emergency services (police, fire) to the east side of the river, etc. In fact, the justification
for the span has morphed several times over since the beginning of this project.
There are some very plain and simple explanations as to how this was sold to the citizens.
None of it good. The fact is, most of the growth of the city is on the west side of the
river. There are no major employment centers along US1, as stated within the current
justification. US1 within the City of Port St. Lucie is peppered with shuttered strip malls
and vacant store fronts.
There is a new hospital which recently opened, on the west side of the river within the
Southern Groves Annexation, referred to within the justification statement as the Western
Annexation Area. Southern Groves also has a high employment base which is currently
in the development phase.
What is on the east side of the city is the City Center. A development by the city to build
a Civic Center and of which has been completed for the past several years.
Unfortunately, there is nothing to "drive" the citizens from the west side of the city to the
east side of the city to utilize the Civic Center.
The Crosstown Parkway has always been said that the real use of the parkway would be
to funnel traffic straight to the city owned Civic Center. At recent events held at the
Civic Center, those residents in the Western Annexation complained because they had to
take PSL Blvd to US1 and then travel a mere two miles to the Civic Center. It is a matter
of "convenience" to the western citizens to get to the Civic Center faster.

Is that enough justification to damage Halpatiokee and the Aquatic Preserve? I don't
believe it is.
If the span were to move to either 1F or 6A, it takes the east landing and moves it north
of the city's owned Civic Center, thereby reducing the traffic flow directly to the Civic
Center. We are talking about less than a 1/2 mile move north for the east landing of the
span on US1. Most of the employment is on the north of Prima Vista, in the Fort Pierce
area.
If you have ever been to Port St. Lucie during an evacuation, everyone east of the river
moves westward. From there, if areas south of our city are also being evacuated, there is
no roadway to take northward for evacuation purposes. I95 becomes a parking lot
because those south of us, in heavily populated Palm Beach, Broward and Dade counties,
are also evacuating. The turnpike also becomes a major parking lot. The last time I was
evacuated from this area, I sat in backlog on the turnpike, with no where to get off, for
nearly 9 hours and I didn't even make it to Orlando which is normally a 1 1/2 hour drive.
There are no major employment centers along US1. Liberty Medical is well south of the
proposed 1C landing and is within 1/10ths of a mile north of PSL Blvd.
There is a hospital on the west side of the river.
There is a hospital on the east side of the river.
Crosstown Parkway would not be used for evacuation purposes by those of us who know
better from the last evacuation of this area.
I95 hugs the coast to the north of us and in a true evacuation, those citizens east of I95 are
evacuated and I95 is eventually closed to traffic and shuffled further west to Florida's
Turnpike.
Most recently, the city approved a CRA in the Southern Groves Annexation Area
(Western Annexation Area) and touted the Crosstown Parkway, even though it is not
linked to the Eastern CRA (City owned Civic Center), as the "tool" which "linked" the
two CRA's into one, a requirement within Florida Statutes. What a bill of goods that was
when being "sold" to the council. If an alternate route, like 1F or 6A were to be chosen
by your department, there would no longer be the "link" between the two CRA areas,
even though they are 8 - 10 miles apart as the crow flies.
Yes, there is a need for a third crossing within the City of Port St. Lucie, but is it truly
justified enough to harm the Aquatic Preserve, Halpatiokee State Preserve and even the
Savanna's State Preserve? I don't believe it is at the city's chosen 1C landing on US1.
Alternatives 1F and 6A are more viable to the citizens and friendlier to the environment.
Think of it this way. If you lived south of the Prima Vista east west corridor, and north
of the proposed Crosstown Parkway, you might take the Crosstown Parkway if you
worked farther south, but not if you worked north of the Crosstown. You would take
Prima Vista.

If you live south of the Crosstown Parkway and worked farther south, you wouldn't take
the Crosstown Parkway at all. You would take PSL Blvd. If you worked north of the
Crosstown Parkway, you might take the Crosstown Parkway to US1 to continue your
journey north. But why would you take the Crosstown Parkway if you worked north,
only to come south at the proposed landing of 1C and then go north again?
In my case, I live south of PSL Blvd. Since the completion of the Crosstown Parkway
from Manth westward to the Southern Groves Annexation CRA, I have only used the
Crosstown Parkway once in all of these years. I wanted to visit the proposed Western
CRA and see the linkage to the eastern CRA via the Crosstown Parkway.
As to the hospital and emergency care. Those living between Airoso and Floresta, using
the Crosstown Parkway, would have their choice of using the western hospital or the
eastern hospital. If the landing were at the City's chosen 1C location, patients would still
have to travel south on US1 approximately 2 miles to the eastern hospital. To the
western hospital, they would have to travel approximately 3 miles south of Crosstown
Parkway, through Tradition to reach the hospital.
Finally, what happens in the Aquatic Preserve and Halpatiokee State Preserve has a direct
impact on the North Fork of the St Lucie River and to the watersheds to the south of us.
Who is standing up for the river? I am standing up for the river, just as I have been since
the '70's. The city can mitigate all they want to restore damaged areas in the preserves,
but it will take at least 40 years for that damage to be reversed.
Please do not allow the City to ravage the preserves by approving the 1C landing on US1.
Our preserves are one of only a few remaining jewels along the Treasure Coast and the
lifeblood of many who rely upon the North Fork of the St. Lucie River.
Thank you for your time.
Victoria Huggins
1862 SE Erwin Road
Port St. Lucie, FL 34952
772-335-1993

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 11:00 AM
To: jsjanci@gmail.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: Crosstown bridge
Thank you for your comments in support of the proposed Crosstown
Parkway Extension project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered
program. As such, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked
with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this proposed project to
satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA classified
the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated
significant impacts that would occur as a result of the project.
Numerous alternatives have been studied as part of the EIS process for
this project, and it is FHWA's assessment that for any of the
alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there
would likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural
environment, human environment or both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public
and agencies regarding the project and the various alternatives
considered. FHWA attended the September 22, 2011 public hearing and
was able to hear first-hand the public comments made regarding the
various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of
the Draft EIS (DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on
the identification of Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency
comments on the DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final
EIS (FEIS), which FHWA signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as
yours, will also be part of our consideration as we develop the Record
of Decision on the project, and we thank you for your input in this
important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative
record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS
for the Crosstown Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You
may also contact Ms. Beatriz Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at
Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have questions about the
project in general.

Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

-----Original Message----From: Jerome Janci [mailto:jsjanci@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 12:04 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Crosstown bridge
It's about time this bridge is completed. Wish it was to be done
sooner. The houses that are in the way should have been bought when
prices were at their low point so those people could buy a house at a
bargain.
JEROME JANCI
5017 NW Coventry Circle
PSL 34986
Sent from my iPad

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension project.
Your comments will be included as part of our project records.

Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: georgejonesl@aol.com [mailto:georgejonesl@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 31, 2013 7:24 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Crosstown Parkway Bridge
I am writing this E-Mail to express my objection to the construction of the Crosstown Parkway Bridge
through the Savannas State Park Preserve Lands. These lands were purchased ( Yes Purchased with
environmental lands protection funds ) for all the citizens of the State of Florida to enjoy and use. Not for
the selective use of the City of Port St Lucie, and it's residents. There are other less damaging routes
available, but these routes have been consistently pushed aside by the City and It's consultants for years, as
the City has always had a closed mind to any route other than the use of the State Park Lands. Use of these
lands is also in direct conflict with prior legal opinions of the U.S. Supreme Court which state, if a feasible
and prudent alternative route exists, park lands are to be spared, and Federal funds not expended . Not only
do alternative routes exist, all alternative routes that were studied are less environmentally damaging, and
more cost efficient. As a resident of the City of Port St. Lucie I am disgusted at the corruption, and lack of
public concern this City's leadership shows, and am sure if they continue to push for this route we will find
sunshine law violations over the entire length of this corrupted process once the legal effort to stop this
project begins. I am also sure you also have your marching orders from the political appointees from who
you, or your boss works, since as a past 34 year employee in State Government at a Bureau Chief level, I
understand how the process works! I also understand what public records to request and the right questions
to ask staff once legal action starts, so please advise your bosses if this was not their decision, but the
decision of others before them, there is still time to select one of the alternative routes before the legal, and
political fall-out from the selection of this route really begin. It is an election year coming up, and the
protection of our rivers and public waters is front and center after all the problems of this past summer. I
am sure all the public that is currently demanding protection of the rivers will see this route for what it is...
another assault on public resources and another insult to the St Lucie River and the wetlands needed to
protect our rivers water quality. I am sure if selected this route will result in many environmental groups
and regular citizens expressing their objections at public meetings, ( not controlled by the
city's consultants) and at the polls as well!! So please make sure Gov. Scott and his DOT and DEP political
appointees understand what is at stake for them, since I am sure the Protection of the Resources is not a
major concern for them, but their re-election and re-appointment might be.
George L. Jones
1182 SE Mendavia Ave.
Port St. Lucie, Fl. 34952
Cell # 772-380-2039

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 11:12 AM
To: pjoy17@aol.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: opposed to Crosstown Bridge

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida. Thank you, also, for forwarding your letter to the
editor of the local paper.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Pamela Joy [mailto:pjoy17@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, December 06, 2013 2:51 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: opposed to Crosstown Bridge

Ms Kendall,
Below is a copy of a letter to the Editor that was published on Dec 1, 2013 of the
Stuart News ( TCPALM ), as you can see I am opposed to the 'Crosstown
Bridge' .
I am a resident of Stuart yes, but the park that the bridge will destroy belongs to
all of us residents of Florida.
Pamela Joy
Dear Editor:
"You can't recreate something that nature created over many, many years."
What a lovely quote from Shari Anker of the St. Lucie Conservation Alliance.
Shari's words appeared in the News' story of 11/20/13 "Crosstown bridge in
crosshairs."
St. Lucie's attempt to put a six-lane highway through St. Lucie's beautiful
Savannas is very similar to Secretary of Transportation John Volpe's approval of
a six-lane highway through Overton Park in Memphis, Tennessee. This approval
was challenged in the courts by the citizens of Overton Park and eventually
Volpe's decision was overturned in 1971 by the Supreme Court.
Justice Marshall for the Supreme Court: "The growing public concern about the
quality of our natural environment has prompted Congress in recent years (late
sixties) to enact legislation designed to curb the accelerating destruction of our
country's natural beauty."
Various enacted statutes prohibit the Secretary of Transportation from
authorizing the use of federal funds to finance the construction of highways
through public parks if a "feasible and prudent" alternative route exists.
Keep your eye on this attempt to ruin the Savannas; many environmental groups
including The Audubon Society, Martin County Conservation Alliance of Martin
County, The Sierra Club and The Native Plant Society and many, many
individuals oppose this egregious act to destroy our beautiful park.
Sincerely,
Pam Joy
666 SE Saint Lucie Blvd #1

Stuart,Florida 34996
772 220 4836

From: Caicedo, Beatriz
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2014 5:32 PM
To: 'david.kaplan@gbfinc.net'
Subject: FW: Crosstown Parkway Extension- Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) Bridge Height	
  

	
  	
  
Dear	
  Mr.	
  Kaplan,	
  
	
  	
  
This	
  is	
  in	
  response	
  to	
  your	
  request	
  to	
  design	
  the	
  Crosstown	
  Parkway	
  bridge	
  higher	
  than	
  the	
  
minimum	
  over	
  the	
  North	
  Fork	
  of	
  the	
  Saint	
  Lucie	
  River.	
  	
  
	
  	
  
As	
  mentioned	
  in	
  your	
  correspondence,	
  and	
  as	
  noted	
  in	
  Section	
  3.2.2.2.4.2	
  (Bridge	
  Clearance	
  
Requirements)	
  of	
  the	
  FEIS,	
  the	
  minimum	
  standard	
  for	
  vertical	
  clearance	
  for	
  this	
  project	
  as	
  
established	
  by	
  the	
  USCG	
  is	
  18.6	
  feet.	
  	
  	
  
Presently	
  the	
  preliminary	
  design	
  is	
  slightly	
  higher	
  than	
  the	
  minimum.	
  The	
  final	
  vertical	
  clearance	
  
may	
  be	
  different,	
  and	
  will	
  be	
  developed	
  during	
  the	
  final	
  design	
  phase.	
  	
  
	
  	
  
Environmental,	
  social	
  and	
  economic	
  factors	
  were	
  taken	
  into	
  consideration	
  when	
  determining	
  
elements	
  of	
  the	
  project.	
  	
  There	
  is	
  also	
  an	
  inherent	
  desire	
  to	
  keep	
  the	
  bridge	
  profile	
  as	
  low	
  as	
  
possible	
  to	
  minimize	
  	
  
the	
  visual	
  impacts	
  that	
  the	
  bridge	
  will	
  have	
  on	
  home	
  owners	
  near	
  the	
  river.	
  In	
  addition,	
  a	
  
bascule	
  bridge	
  or	
  increasing	
  the	
  vertical	
  clearance	
  at	
  Port	
  St	
  Lucie	
  Boulevard	
  is	
  not	
  in	
  FDOT’s	
  
current	
  work	
  program	
  nor	
  the	
  long	
  range	
  plan.	
  
	
  	
  
If	
  you	
  require	
  further	
  information	
  you	
  can	
  contact	
  me	
  or	
  Mr.	
  Frank	
  Knott,	
  City	
  Project	
  Manager,	
  
at	
  FKnott@cityofpsl.com.	
  
Thank	
  you	
  for	
  your	
  participation	
  in	
  this	
  project.	
  
Sincerely,	
  
Beatriz	
  
	
  	
  
Beatriz	
  Caicedo-‐Maddison,	
  P.E,	
  CPM	
  
Consultant	
  Management	
  
FDOT	
  District	
  Four	
  
3400	
  West	
  Commercial	
  Blvd.	
  
Ft	
  Lauderdale,	
  Fl	
  33309-‐3421	
  
Telephone:	
  954	
  777	
  4336	
  
	
  	
  
	
  From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2013 5:29 PM
To: david.kaplan@gbfinc.net
Cc: laurastlucierealtor@gmail.com; shinx51@yahoo.com; Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen
(FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: Crosstown Parkway Bridge Height	
  

	
  	
  	
  
Thank	
  you	
  for	
  your	
  comments	
  regarding	
  the	
  proposed	
  Crosstown	
  Parkway	
  Extension	
  project	
  in	
  
Port.	
  St.	
  Lucie,	
  Florida.	
  	
  	
  
	
  	
  
The	
  Federal-‐Aid	
  Program	
  is	
  a	
  federally-‐assisted,	
  state-‐administered	
  program.	
  	
  As	
  such,	
  the	
  
Federal	
  Highway	
  Administration	
  (FHWA)	
  has	
  worked	
  with	
  the	
  Florida	
  Department	
  of	
  

Transportation	
  (FDOT)	
  to	
  finalize	
  the	
  Environmental	
  Impact	
  Statement	
  (EIS)	
  for	
  this	
  proposed	
  
project	
  to	
  satisfy	
  the	
  National	
  Environmental	
  Policy	
  Act	
  (NEPA).	
  	
  FHWA	
  classified	
  the	
  project	
  as	
  
one	
  that	
  would	
  require	
  an	
  EIS	
  due	
  to	
  the	
  anticipated	
  significant	
  impacts	
  that	
  would	
  occur	
  as	
  a	
  
result	
  of	
  the	
  project.	
  	
  Numerous	
  alternatives	
  have	
  been	
  studied	
  as	
  part	
  of	
  the	
  EIS	
  process	
  for	
  
this	
  project,	
  and	
  it	
  is	
  FHWA’s	
  assessment	
  that	
  for	
  any	
  of	
  the	
  alternatives	
  that	
  could	
  meet	
  the	
  
need	
  and	
  purpose	
  of	
  the	
  project,	
  there	
  would	
  likely	
  be	
  significant	
  impacts	
  (whether	
  to	
  the	
  
natural	
  environment,	
  human	
  environment	
  or	
  both).	
  	
  	
  
	
  	
  
I	
  am	
  copying	
  Ms.	
  Beatriz	
  Caicedo,	
  the	
  FDOT	
  Project	
  Manager	
  on	
  your	
  comments	
  regarding	
  the	
  
bridge	
  height	
  so	
  that	
  FDOT	
  will	
  be	
  aware	
  of	
  your	
  concerns	
  and	
  provide	
  any	
  additional	
  
information	
  to	
  you	
  that	
  may	
  be	
  helpful.	
  	
  	
  
	
  	
  
If	
  you	
  have	
  any	
  questions	
  on	
  the	
  NEPA	
  process	
  or	
  the	
  status	
  of	
  the	
  EIS	
  for	
  the	
  Crosstown	
  
Parkway	
  Extension	
  project,	
  please	
  let	
  me	
  know	
  .	
  	
  You	
  may	
  also	
  contact	
  Ms.	
  Caicedo,	
  at	
  
Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us	
  should	
  you	
  have	
  more	
  questions	
  about	
  the	
  project	
  in	
  general.	
  
	
  	
  
	
  Cathy	
  Kendall,	
  AICP	
  
Senior	
  Environmental	
  Specialist	
  
FHWA	
  -‐	
  FL,	
  PR	
  and	
  VI	
  
545	
  John	
  Knox	
  Road,	
  Suite	
  200	
  
Tallahassee,	
  FL	
  	
  32303	
  
(850)	
  553-‐2225	
  
cathy.kendall@dot.gov	
  
	
  	
  
	
  From: David Kaplan [mailto:david.kaplan@gbfinc.net]
Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2013 3:27 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Cc: laurastlucierealtor@gmail. com; 'Sheila Croghan'
Subject: FW: Crosstown Parkway Bridge Height	
  

	
  	
  

From: David Kaplan
Sent: Monday, December 16, 2013 1:22 PM
To: 'cathy.kendall@dot.gov'
Cc: 'cathy.kendall@dot.state.fl.us'; David Kaplan
Subject: Crosstown Parkway Bridge Height	
  

	
  	
  
Ms.	
  Kendall,	
  
	
  	
  
Please	
  see	
  attached	
  request	
  to	
  keep	
  Crosstown	
  Parkway	
  bridge	
  height	
  higher	
  than	
  minimum	
  
over	
  the	
  north	
  fork	
  of	
  the	
  Saint	
  Lucie	
  River.	
  
	
  	
  
Thank	
  You,	
  
	
  	
  
David	
  H.	
  Kaplan,	
  President	
  
River	
  Park	
  Neighborhood	
  Association,	
  Inc.	
  
410	
  SE	
  Naranja	
  Ave.	
  
PSL	
  FL	
  34983	
  
Cell#	
  (954)	
  275	
  –	
  5638 	
  

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 10:56 AM
To: ladomirakt@bellsouth.net
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Port St. Lucie Crosstown Bridge

Thank you for your comments in support of the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension project
in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such, the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department of
Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this proposed
project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA classified the project
as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant impacts that would occur as a
result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been studied as part of the EIS process for this
project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for any of the alternatives that could meet the need
and purpose of the project, there would likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural
environment, human environment or both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the September 22,
2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments made regarding the
various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in evaluating the technical studies and
feedback from the development of the Draft EIS (DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred
with FDOT on the identification of Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the DEIS and
has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA signed on
November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our consideration as we
develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for your input in this important
decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your comments to FDOT to ensure that they
are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz Caicedo, the
FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have questions about the
project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Thomas Ladomirak [mailto:ladomirakt@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 11:07 AM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA); ladomirakt@bellsouth.net
Subject: Port St. Lucie Crosstown Bridge

I am in favor of seeing the bridge built for the Crosstown
Parkway over the St.Lucie River, in Port St.Lucie, as soon as
possible to US Highway 1. I feel that the need has been there
for years. I would like to see it to connect to an existing
intersection. Thomas S. Ladomirak

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 10:53 AM
To: alice_tom_florida@prodigy.net
Cc: Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.myflorida.com; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: PSL Crosstown Bridge

Thank you for your comments in support of the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
	
  
	
  
Cathy	
  Kendall,	
  AICP
Senior	
  Environmental	
  Specialist
FHWA	
  -‐	
  FL,	
  PR	
  and	
  VI
545	
  John	
  Knox	
  Road,	
  Suite	
  200
Tallahassee,	
  FL	
  	
  32303
(850)	
  553-‐2225

cathy.kendall@dot.gov
	
  
	
  
From: Tom L. [mailto:alice_tom_florida@prodigy.net]
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 10:24 AM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA); Alice Tom Ladomirak
Subject: PSL Crosstown Bridge

I am Thomas S. Ladomirak would like to see the Crosstown Bridge completed to US
Hwy 1 in Port St. Lucie as soon as it can be built. I think the need is there now. Thank
You.

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 11:17 AM
To: jmlawless@aol.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: Crosstown Parkway--comments

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida. We appreciate the perspective that you can provide as
someone who was very involved with the earlier project studies.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Marilyn Lawless [mailto:jmlawless@aol.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 07, 2013 12:03 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Crosstown Parkway--comments

Dear Ms. Kendall, Back in the early 1990's, a project that I was involved with
as the Mayor of PSL at that time, was discussed, as to the future of an EastWest road over the St. Lucie River.
The project was to start at Virginia Ave., curve south and have an elevated
"fly-over" going over the St Lucie River and Veterans Parkway and emptying
on Veterans Parkway eastbound into Walton Road, which has already been
expanded. This would lessen the impact on Village Green Dr. Industrial Park
area, (jobs etc.)
The westbound approach would be ground level. It was indicated at that time
that the route would have less environmental impact on the area. As you are
aware, the Crosstown Parkway continues on to Virginia Ave., So the
continuation would be a smooth transition. Currently, the permitting, planning
and funding should be explored in depth. Our debt level as a city should
indicate caution as we proceed. I would be more than glad to sit and discuss
this with you at your convenience.
Respectfully,
James Lawless- Former Mayor of PSL, as well as City Council and a cofounder of the Chamber of Commerce of Port St Lucie.
Telephone No. Home is 466-2202, and cell is 772-359-9516

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 12:42 PM
To: gjdonatelli@aol.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: No new Bridge

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida. Thank you, also, for including the open letter from
Shari Anker.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Gloria J. Lister [mailto:gjdonatelli@aol.com]
Sent: Sunday, December 08, 2013 4:59 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA); dyanaboydvoss@gmail.com
Cc: bwhour2@comcast.net; 3300kay@gmail.com; Cool132962@yahoo.com;
greatislandlife@talkmatch.com; dickgumpert@gmail.com; marlenekeltner@gmail.com;
richsboat@gmail.com.; Marc.Virgilio@dep.state.fl.us; shippen157@talkmatch.com;
Tuna1070@talkmatch.com; jennwoodiwiss@gmail.com.; a_williams2047@yahoo.com
Subject: No new Bridge

To my old friends and new:
I am passing this on, my remarks and letter are at the end of the page. Please
support this issue many voices are needed as politicians are deaf

PLEASE FORWARD THIS EMAIL TO PEOPLE IN
YOUR CONTACT LIST. ANY HOPE TO SAVE
STATE PARKS NOW AND IN THE FUTURE IS IN
OUR HANDS.
PLEASE ACT NOW.
AN OPEN LETTER FROM SHARI ANKER
We at the Conservation Alliance of St. Lucie County are urging you to contact
Cathy Kendall today at Florida's DOT to tell her it's not okay to degrade and
destroy two State Preserves to build a bridge. Two State Preserves that were
purchased with taxpayer funds allotted for conservation.
December 30th is the last day for the public to submit comments.
Your timing is critical.
Her email address is: cathy.kendall@dot.gov
Dear Cathy;
It does not take a genius to understand that we do not need another bridge in this area, or
that what makes Florida special is our ocean and aquatic life. What we destroy took eons
of time to create and its loss will be enduring , and will lessen our quality of life here in
Florida. Half the population here is retired, where are they in such a hurry to go? I am
sure with out reserve that money would be better spend maintaining the roads and bridges
we already have.
It is my understanding that fishing, clamming, and lobstering are mainstays of the
economics of our coast, anything done to destroy or lessen it is an affront to the people
who elected you to protect their interests, please keep this in mind.
Here's the short list of impacts to this environmentally sensitive area:

* The destruction of Halpatiokee Trails section of Savannas State Preserve
* Degradation of the North Fork of the St. Lucie River Aquatic Preserve
* Loss of critical wetlands, mangroves, and submerged vegetation essential to the
St. Lucie River, its Estuary, and the Indian River Lagoon

* Further endangerment of at least 60 at-risk species, including 33 birds in the
Aquatic Preserve. Loss of hundreds of species in seven ecosystems in Halpatiokee
Trails
* The likely disruption of the migratory routes of birds traversing the Eastern
Flyway; this area is a stop over site.
* Air, water, and noise pollution in a pristine and serene area
We're hoping that as the environmental community rallied around stopping golf
courses and resorts in our State Preserve, we can stop bridges through them as
well.
Gloria J. Lister
gjdonatelli@aol.com

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 31, 2013 11:58 AM
To: dmandch@aol.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: Crosstown Parkway Bridge, Port St. Lucie, Florida

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.

Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225

cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: dmandch@aol.com [mailto:dmandch@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 24, 2013 9:19 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Crosstown Parkway Bridge, Port St. Lucie, Florida

December 23, 2013

Dear Ms. Kendall:
We believe that current proposed location the Crosstown Parkway Bridge through existing state
conservation land is the wrong location.
Monetary, Ecological, and Historical Costs for Halpatiokee Bridge Route
1. Paying to Lose
State conservation funds from the Preservation 2000 program were used to purchase what is now called the
Halpatiokee Trails section of Savannas State Preserve. City taxpayers have also funded the engineering
firm of Keith & Schnars $4, 658,609 to date, in large part to attempt an a fait accompli case for the
selection of the Halpatiokee and Aquatic Preserve areas as the best option for the City, among six build
alternatives and one no-build alternative. The City is on record as preferring this route for over two
decades. After the bridge’s construction, taxpayers will have lost the value of this area as a pristine
conserved section of the Savannas State Preserve, as well as the widest buffer of the Aquatic Preserve.
Current water quality problems in the area would be greatly increased. Sedimentation from bridge
construction would increase water quality problems. Increase runoff from roadways would cause
additional pollution.
2. Double-Dipping to Build Infrastructure
Although losing ownership of this area by selling it to the state, the City’s officials planned well in advance
to regain use of it to build the bridge they had long had in mind. Just one aspect of this plan was the
Memorandum of Understanding the City entered into with the Florida Department of Environmental
Protection in 2010, well in advance of the so-called public input regarding the route selection.
3. A Critical Precedent Making Way for a Free for All
If Federal and State agencies allow the City to build a bridge through state preserves, a precedent could be
established in which a free for all climate will endanger every single preserved area in the state. Cities and
other entities will learn from the Keith & Schnars template about how to overcome legal, environmental,
and community objections to build infrastructure anywhere they please. Tactics such as de-federalizing and
segmenting into phases for easier approval will become the norm, and once again, the taxpayers will be
sold something they did not buy. We strongly object to the loss of state land set aside for conservation.
4. Abandonment of the Overton Park Supreme Court Ruling (1971) & Highway Transportation Act:
Following the Law Is Cheaper
Federal law clearly states that when considering a highway project that would use the land of a park or
wildlife refuge that viable alternatives must be chosen over any route through these protected areas. Only
if no feasible alternative exists can consideration be given to protected land, and even with that possibility
great efforts must be made to minimize harm. The City examined six build alternatives and chose the very

one with the highest, most irreversible ecological impact. Other truly viable alternatives exist, especially
Route 6A, which would cause zero impacts to the Halpatiokee area of Savannas Preserve, fewer impacts to
the Aquatic Preserve, far fewer impacts to listed species, and cost $35 million less than the Halpatiokee
selection.
5. Abandonment of Legal Definition & Application of State “Preserved” Lands
According to the Florida Department of Environmental Protection a state preserve is “designed to save
representative samples, of various size, of natural conditions of Florida.” In managing state preserves
“preservation of … conditions must be given priority over any other user considerations,” and that passive
use is the goal. Building a six-lane bridge through Halpatiokee and the Aquatic Buffer will not save either
system’s natural conditions. Building a bridge with its ensuing traffic crossing is clearly not passive use,
rendering the distinction of Preserve invalid. Such action invites legal response to re-establish the intended
meaning of the classification.

6. Ruination of Halpatiokee and Degradation of Aquatic Preserve Ecosystems
Amongst ecologists and old-timers this area is of exceptionally high ecological value. In a relatively small
area can be found a wide diversity of ecosystems: various uplands and wetland ecosystems including pine
scrub, one of the last sand ridge habitats in Port St. Lucie, creeklands, mangrove swamps, and estuarine
ecosystems. Especially remarkable and unique for the area is the retention of ecosystem integrity and
function, in large part due to the “pristine” and undisturbed nature of the area. The water is the cleanest
here, and exotic intrusion is minimal in the central areas. Both threatened and endangered native animals
and plants find the area quite hospitable. For example, manatees, river otters, and opossum pipefish swim
by, at least one eagles’ nest is active, wood storks forage here, snail kites soar above, and exciting plants
like the Florida orchid, Rose Pogonia, nodding pinweed, cardinal air plant, and the largeflower false
rosemary are discovered routinely. Three varieties of native blueberries exist here.
Building a six-lane bridge through this small area will have devastating consequences. They include:
a. The initial degradation and ultimate ruination of the 18-acre Halpatiokee Trails area of the
Savannas Preserve. The area will be immediately damaged by construction activities, and once the bridge is
built will receive no sun or rain in the central, most ecologically viable and diverse sections. Wetlands will
not be re-hydrated. The historic Black Creek will run no more.
b. Large areas of mangroves and native Florida vegetation will be torn out in both Preserves.
c. Because of the tremendous degradation threatened and endangered species will be without their
required habitats. Other important but non-protected species will be deprived of habitats and food. Specie
diversity will plummet.
d. During the lengthy construction process, which will include the driving of pilings, we expect
great disturbance in the aquatic ecosystems, from river bed alterations and increased turbidity, specifically,
and, in general, the altered habitat conditions the species are accustomed to and depend upon. Once the
bridge is built sections of the forested area of the Aquatic Preserve as well as River and Creek areas will be
shaded.
e. The pristine nature will be lost due to pollution. Vehicle emissions will pollute the air and water.
Voluminous litter from passing motorists will fall on land and water alike. And, although the City plans to
build retention ponds on both sides of the bridge crossing, we still expect run-off pollutants to find their
way into the watershed.
f. The variety of machines used in construction will also add air and water pollution, including noise
and vibration effects.
g. Light and noise pollution both during construction and once traffic begins to cross the River will
permanently alter not only the flora and fauna constitution of the Preserves, but its aesthetic value as well.
7. Loss of Ecosystem Services & Protection in an Ecologically Imperiled World

It is now recognized that intact, specie diverse, healthy and well-functioning ecosystems provide a number
of vital services important to human health and well-being. With the ruination of Halpatiokee Trails and the
degradation of the Aquatic Preserve we will lose functions such as the cleansing of air and water, the
replenishment of ground water, carbon sequestration, and fish nursery that it has been providing us. But we
will also lose the Preserves as critical back-up for our area’s degrading ecosystems – aquatic and terrestrial.
Preserving this area will insure that it remains a repository of imperiled, threatened, and endangered species
as tipping points in surrounding ecosystems are reached. The sudden loss of sea grass and sick and dying
manatees in the Northern area of our Indian River Lagoon is but one example. The St. Lucie River is part
of the Indian River Lagoon’s watershed. The St. Lucie River and its estuary are also greatly stressed.
Because we live in an era of climate change and accelerated ecological degradation, all efforts must be
made to protect any healthier ecosystems like the Halpatiokee and the Aquatic Preserves, with their
accompanying and vitally important specie diversity.
8. Loss of Historical Significance
Port St. Lucie lost over 85 square miles of its original native Florida landscape when General Development
Corporation bulldozed it to prepare for development. The Halpatiokee Trails section is the only remaining
area accessible from US1 that houses the flora and fauna along the banks of Evans Creek and the St. Lucie
River that the local legendary pioneer, Ernest F. Lyons, wrote so lovingly about, and for which he received
many awards. It is the only area with the original ambience of his “Rio de Luz” intact, the only area that
our young residents can imagine what Ernie’s magical world was like.
Our group strongly opposes this location for a bridge. We believe it sets a dangerous precedent of taking
away designated conservation land and will greatly increased already severe water quality problems in this
area. It may also take away habitat from endangered and threatened species, both Federal and State
protected species.
Please contact me to let me know that you have received my comments.

Sincerely yours,
Drew Martin
Conservation Chair, Loxahatchee Group, Sierra Club

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 11:23 AM
To: cherylmccormick@gmail.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: No Bridge

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Cheryl McCormick [mailto:cherylmccormick@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, December 08, 2013 2:39 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: No Bridge

Dear Ms. Kendall,
I urge you to stop putting more bridges or roads over natural areas in St. Lucie County, in
particular at this time the Savannas and St. Lucie River Aquatic Preserve. Why?
Because this county, and this state of Florida, need as few disruptions as possible to
safeguard and help clean-up the sad condition of the watersheds. I would not have
bought in Florida 7 years ago if I had understood the impact of development on this
beautiful state with such unusual habitats. Now, I want to help preserve what is left.
Thank you,
Cheryl McCormick
1802 Mariner Bay Blvd
34949

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Friday, December 13, 2013 5:04 PM
To: daniel_j_mccormick@hotmail.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Proposed bridge over Evans Creek and St. Lucie River; St Lucie County

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
	
  
	
  
Cathy	
  Kendall,	
  AICP
Senior	
  Environmental	
  Specialist
FHWA	
  -‐	
  FL,	
  PR	
  and	
  VI
545	
  John	
  Knox	
  Road,	
  Suite	
  200
Tallahassee,	
  FL	
  	
  32303
(850)	
  553-‐2225

cathy.kendall@dot.gov
	
  
	
  
From: Daniel J. McCormick [mailto:daniel_j_mccormick@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 1:03 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Proposed bridge over Evans Creek and St. Lucie River; St Lucie County

Ms.	
  Kendall,
	
  
I	
  am	
  very	
  concerned	
  about	
  the	
  proposed	
  bridge	
  to	
  be	
  located	
  in	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  County,	
  
between	
  the	
  existing	
  Port	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  Blvd.	
  Bridge,	
  and	
  the	
  Prima	
  Vista	
  Bridge.	
  	
  It	
  is	
  my	
  
understanding	
  that	
  the	
  proposed	
  bridge	
  would	
  adversely	
  affect	
  both	
  the	
  Halpatiokee

Trails section of Savannas State Preserve and the North Fork of the St.
Lucie River Aquatic Preserve.
	
  
To	
  the	
  extent	
  that	
  we	
  add	
  more	
  concrete	
  and	
  hard,	
  non	
  porous	
  structures	
  to	
  this	
  
critically	
  endangered	
  area,	
  I	
  believe	
  that	
  we	
  contribute	
  to	
  the	
  already	
  imperiled	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  
River	
  system,	
  thereby	
  further	
  contributing	
  to	
  the	
  degradation	
  of	
  the	
  Indian	
  River	
  
Lagoon.	
  	
  	
  	
  
	
  
I	
  am	
  very	
  much	
  against	
  this	
  proposed	
  bridge	
  and	
  believe	
  that	
  it	
  is	
  not	
  in	
  the	
  best	
  interest	
  
of	
  the	
  community.	
  
	
  
Thank	
  you,	
  
	
  
Daniel	
  J.	
  McCormick
323	
  Leeward	
  Ln
No.	
  204
Ft.	
  Pierce,	
  FL	
  	
  34949
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From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Friday, December 13, 2013 5:28 PM
To: jmuranelli@yahoo.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: CROSSTOWN PARKWAY BRIDGE

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
	
  	
  
Cathy	
  Kendall,	
  AICP
Senior	
  Environmental	
  Specialist
FHWA	
  -‐	
  FL,	
  PR	
  and	
  VI
545	
  John	
  Knox	
  Road,	
  Suite	
  200
Tallahassee,	
  FL	
  	
  32303
(850)	
  553-‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

	
  
	
  
From: JAMES MURANELLI [mailto:jmuranelli@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 3:13 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Fw: CROSSTOWN PARKWAY BRIDGE

On Tuesday, December 10, 2013 10:48 AM, JAMES MURANELLI <jmuranelli@yahoo.com>
wrote:

DEAR MS KENDALL,
I AM SENDING THIS E-MAIL BECAUSE I THINK THE CROSSTOWN
PARKWAY BRIDGE WILL HAVE A DEVASTING IMPACT ON THE
STATE PARK LANDS AND THE WILD LIFE IT SUPPORTS. THIS IS
ONE OF THE REASONS WHY I'M AGAINST THIS PROPOSED
ACTION. IF THE BRIDGE IS NECESSARY PLEASE LOOK FOR AN
ALTERNATE SITE. THANK YOU

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,
JAMES
MURANELLI

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2013 2:37 PM
To: corinapelloni@gmail.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: this is the short list?

Thank	
  you	
  for	
  your	
  comments	
  regarding	
  the	
  proposed	
  Crosstown	
  Parkway	
  Extension	
  project	
  in	
  
Port.	
  St.	
  Lucie,	
  Florida.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  Federal-‐Aid	
  Program	
  is	
  a	
  federally-‐assisted,	
  state-‐administered	
  program.	
  	
  As	
  such,	
  the	
  
Federal	
  Highway	
  Administration	
  (FHWA)	
  has	
  worked	
  with	
  the	
  Florida	
  Department	
  of	
  
Transportation	
  (FDOT)	
  to	
  finalize	
  the	
  Environmental	
  Impact	
  Statement	
  (EIS)	
  for	
  this	
  proposed	
  
project	
  to	
  satisfy	
  the	
  National	
  Environmental	
  Policy	
  Act	
  (NEPA).	
  	
  FHWA	
  classified	
  the	
  project	
  as	
  
one	
  that	
  would	
  require	
  an	
  EIS	
  due	
  to	
  the	
  anticipated	
  significant	
  impacts	
  that	
  would	
  occur	
  as	
  a	
  
result	
  of	
  the	
  project.	
  	
  Numerous	
  alternatives	
  have	
  been	
  studied	
  as	
  part	
  of	
  the	
  EIS	
  process	
  for	
  
this	
  project,	
  and	
  it	
  is	
  FHWA’s	
  assessment	
  that	
  for	
  any	
  of	
  the	
  alternatives	
  that	
  could	
  meet	
  the	
  
need	
  and	
  purpose	
  of	
  the	
  project,	
  there	
  would	
  likely	
  be	
  significant	
  impacts	
  (whether	
  to	
  the	
  
natural	
  environment,	
  human	
  environment	
  or	
  both).	
  	
  
	
  
Throughout	
  the	
  EIS	
  process,	
  FHWA	
  has	
  received	
  feedback	
  from	
  the	
  public	
  and	
  agencies	
  
regarding	
  the	
  project	
  and	
  the	
  various	
  alternatives	
  considered.	
  	
  FHWA	
  attended	
  the	
  September	
  
22,	
  2011	
  public	
  hearing	
  and	
  was	
  able	
  to	
  hear	
  first-‐hand	
  the	
  public	
  comments	
  made	
  regarding	
  
the	
  various	
  alternatives	
  and	
  the	
  need	
  for	
  the	
  project.	
  	
  Further,	
  in	
  evaluating	
  the	
  technical	
  
studies	
  and	
  feedback	
  from	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  the	
  Draft	
  EIS	
  (DEIS),	
  FHWA,	
  on	
  July	
  30,	
  2012,	
  
concurred	
  with	
  FDOT	
  on	
  the	
  identification	
  of	
  Alternative	
  1C	
  as	
  the	
  preferred	
  alternative.	
  	
  
	
  
Since	
  the	
  public	
  hearing,	
  FDOT	
  has	
  consolidated	
  public	
  and	
  agency	
  comments	
  on	
  the	
  DEIS	
  and	
  
has	
  worked	
  with	
  FHWA	
  on	
  completing	
  the	
  Final	
  EIS	
  (FEIS),	
  which	
  FHWA	
  signed	
  on	
  November	
  14,	
  
2013.	
  	
  Comments,	
  such	
  as	
  yours,	
  will	
  also	
  be	
  part	
  of	
  our	
  consideration	
  as	
  we	
  develop	
  the	
  Record	
  
of	
  Decision	
  on	
  the	
  project,	
  and	
  we	
  thank	
  you	
  for	
  your	
  input	
  in	
  this	
  important	
  decision.	
  	
  By	
  copy	
  
of	
  this	
  email,	
  we	
  are	
  providing	
  your	
  comments	
  to	
  FDOT	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  they	
  are	
  included	
  in	
  the	
  
administrative	
  record.
	
  
If	
  you	
  have	
  any	
  questions	
  on	
  the	
  NEPA	
  process	
  or	
  the	
  status	
  of	
  the	
  EIS	
  for	
  the	
  Crosstown	
  
Parkway	
  Extension	
  project,	
  please	
  let	
  me	
  know	
  .	
  	
  You	
  may	
  also	
  contact	
  Ms.	
  Beatriz	
  Caicedo,	
  the	
  
FDOT	
  project	
  manager,	
  at	
  Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us	
  should	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  about	
  the	
  
project	
  in	
  general.
	
  
	
  
Cathy	
  Kendall,	
  AICP
Senior	
  Environmental	
  Specialist
FHWA	
  -‐	
  FL,	
  PR	
  and	
  VI
545	
  John	
  Knox	
  Road,	
  Suite	
  200
Tallahassee,	
  FL	
  	
  32303
(850)	
  553-‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov
	
  
	
  

From: Corina Pelloni [mailto:corinapelloni@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 2:23 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: this is the short list?

"Here's the short list of impacts to this environmentally sensitive area:
* The destruction of Halpatiokee Trails section of Savannas State
Preserve
* Degradation of the North Fork of the St. Lucie River Aquatic Preserve
* Loss of critical wetlands, mangroves, and submerged vegetation
essential to the St. Lucie River, its Estuary, and the Indian River Lagoon
* Further endangerment of at least 60 at-risk species, including 33 birds in
the Aquatic Preserve. Loss of hundreds of species in seven ecosystems in
Halpatiokee Trails
* The likely disruption of the migratory routes of birds traversing the
Eastern Flyway; this area is a stop over site.
* Air, water, and noise pollution in a pristine and serene area
We're hoping that as the environmental community rallied around stopping
golf courses and resorts in our State Preserve, we can stop bridges
through them as well."
How could you imagine this would be a good plan?
Maybe you should pan out a little from whatever the immediate focus of
your agenda might be, have a look at some of the future consequences
that are less than rosy, and try re-assessing your plan based on the way it
actually impacts the whole.
Quick fixes cause environmental tragedies. Environmental tragedies have
far-reaching effects that are accumulative and progressively more and
more unmanageable.
It's obvious, it's proven by history, etc.

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 11:22 AM
To: bob@advertisingmiami.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Crosstown Parkway Bridge

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Bob Poller [mailto:bob@advertisingmiami.com]
Sent: Sunday, December 08, 2013 12:44 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Fwd: Crosstown Parkway Bridge

How is it possible for this city and managers to start a major project,
the Crosstown Parkway, and "tell and sell" the residents that
the Crosstown will connect to US 1 and a bridge, and eventually reduce
traffic on US1, and make access to Hutchinson Island faster, and
provide a safer escape route back to the mainland.
So the parkway gets built.
The Crosstown Parkway Bridge is not yet approved by the Federal Highway
Administration. The city expects approval in 2014.
The public comment process, and effects of the environmental impact
study are not complete? What if the extension does not get the
green light, or if the money is not available, or public opinion has
changed.
Is this how city managers plan and manage a project? Pathetic!
Yes, we need another bridge. I urge you to build one. Get the studies done.
The other bridges have only helped our community. Traffic is faster
and more scenic. We save gas. Increased safety should a major storm
hit the area. Improves fishing as it provides protection for many species,
and hopefully, includes resident and tourism spots, to take pictures,
fish, provide a place to launch boats even a beach to swim.
Bob Poller, 373 N W Shoreview, 34986 772 343 7369

From: Alian, Morteza
Sent: Monday, December 30, 2013 9:36 AM
To: Caicedo, Beatriz
Subject: Fwd: Crosstown Parkway Bridge, Port St Lucie, FL

Here set the letters.
Thanks.
Morteza Alian
Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:
From: "Bob Post" <postonno@yahoo.com>
To: "morteza.alian@dot.myflorida.com" <morteza.alian@dot.myflorida.com>,
"info@conservationallianceslc.org" <info@conservationallianceslc.org>
Subject: Crosstown Parkway Bridge, Port St Lucie, FL
Beatrize Caicedo's website redirected me to you in her absence. Please review the
attached information concerning the proposed bridge location.
Thank you!
Bob Post

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 31, 2013 12:08 PM
To: postonno@yahoo.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: Port St. Lucie FL Crosstown Expressway River Crossing

Thank you for providing a copy of a letter, newspaper article and page excerpt regarding
the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).

Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: Bob Post [mailto:postonno@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, December 29, 2013 12:52 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Cc: Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl; Info@consalliancslc.org
Subject: Port St. Lucie FL Crosstown Expressway River Crossing

Please review and consider the information therein regarding location 1-C, as proposed
by the City of Port St Lucie, FL.
Thank you.

Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov	
  
December	
  27,	
  2013	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  Via	
  Email	
  
Re:	
  Crosstown	
  Parkway/St.Lucie	
  River	
  crossing	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  Financial	
  Project	
  #	
  410844-‐AB-‐1-‐01;	
  Federal	
  Aid	
  Project	
  #	
  7777-‐087-‐A	
  
	
  
Dear	
  Ms.	
  Kendall:	
  
My	
  name	
  is	
  Onno	
  Robert	
  (Bob)	
  Post.	
  	
  My	
  family	
  and	
  I	
  have	
  resided	
  in	
  Port	
  St	
  Lucie,	
  FL,	
  for	
  45	
  years,	
  and	
  
are	
  in	
  our	
  34th	
  year	
  at	
  1175	
  SE	
  Coral	
  Reef	
  Street.	
  	
  I	
  provide	
  this	
  information	
  so	
  that	
  you	
  know	
  a	
  bit	
  about	
  
who	
  we	
  are.	
  	
  Obviously,	
  I	
  have	
  a	
  personal	
  interest	
  in	
  the	
  choice	
  of	
  location	
  1-‐C,	
  which	
  must	
  cross	
  two	
  
bodies	
  of	
  water	
  and	
  a	
  large	
  wetland	
  peninsula,	
  and	
  through	
  the	
  Halpatiokee	
  State	
  Preserve.	
  
I	
  doubt	
  that	
  there	
  is	
  anyone	
  who	
  is	
  more	
  aware	
  of	
  the	
  environmental	
  damage	
  to	
  animal	
  life	
  that	
  will	
  be	
  
caused	
  by	
  the	
  construction	
  of	
  this	
  bridge	
  at	
  this	
  location.	
  	
  I	
  am	
  a	
  native	
  Floridian,	
  an	
  avid	
  fisherman,	
  and	
  
a	
  serious	
  amateur	
  photographer.	
  	
  	
  I	
  have	
  spent	
  thousands	
  of	
  hours	
  on	
  the	
  North	
  Fork	
  of	
  the	
  St.	
  Lucie.	
  
The	
  North	
  Coral	
  Reef	
  waterway	
  passes	
  our	
  home,	
  and	
  terminates	
  into	
  a	
  small	
  lake-‐like	
  body.	
  	
  The	
  waters	
  
are	
  separated	
  from	
  the	
  main	
  river	
  channel	
  by	
  a	
  large	
  peninsula,	
  comprised	
  mainly	
  of	
  mangroves,	
  
cabbage	
  palms,	
  oak	
  trees,	
  huge	
  ferns,	
  	
  wild	
  orchids,	
  and	
  other	
  native	
  plant	
  species.	
  	
  
With	
  the	
  continuous	
  growth	
  of	
  Port	
  St	
  Lucie,	
  animal	
  species	
  have	
  been	
  squeezed	
  into	
  smaller	
  and	
  
smaller	
  spaces.	
  	
  Raccoons,	
  opossums,	
  alligators,	
  and	
  many,	
  many	
  bird	
  species	
  have	
  come	
  to	
  occupy	
  the	
  
peninsula,	
  fleeing	
  the	
  never-‐ending	
  development.	
  
	
  West	
  Indian	
  Manatees	
  cruise	
  up	
  and	
  down	
  the	
  waterway,	
  munching	
  on	
  low-‐hanging	
  mangrove	
  leaves.	
  	
  
Calves	
  sometimes	
  accompany	
  their	
  mothers.	
  	
  Usually	
  traveling	
  in	
  groups	
  of	
  3	
  or	
  4,	
  they	
  enjoy	
  the	
  safety	
  
of	
  this	
  area,	
  away	
  from	
  the	
  terror	
  of	
  fast-‐moving	
  boats	
  on	
  the	
  main	
  river.	
  	
  Playful	
  River	
  Otters	
  show	
  up,	
  
sometimes	
  coming	
  up	
  with	
  a	
  fish.	
  	
  	
  
There	
  seems	
  to	
  be	
  no	
  limit	
  to	
  the	
  variety	
  of	
  both	
  fresh	
  and	
  saltwater	
  fish	
  that	
  move	
  in	
  and	
  out	
  of	
  these	
  
waters,	
  depending	
  on	
  the	
  salinity.	
  	
  Over	
  the	
  years,	
  porpoises	
  have	
  visited,	
  as	
  have	
  spinner	
  sharks,	
  in	
  
schools.	
  	
  During	
  my	
  many	
  years	
  of	
  fishing	
  both	
  off	
  our	
  dock	
  and	
  around	
  the	
  mangroves	
  to	
  the	
  north,	
  I	
  
have	
  caught	
  mangrove	
  snapper,	
  redfish,	
  sheepshead,	
  jack	
  crevalle,	
  small	
  grouper,	
  snook,	
  tarpon,	
  mullet,	
  
pilchards,	
  sand	
  perch,	
  majorra,	
  redfish,	
  trout,	
  both	
  hard-‐head	
  and	
  gaff	
  topsail	
  catfish,	
  whiting,	
  blue	
  crabs	
  
and	
  river	
  shrimp.	
  	
  During	
  drier	
  times	
  its	
  not	
  unusual	
  to	
  catch	
  largemouth	
  bass,	
  crappie,	
  freshwater	
  
catfish,	
  bream,	
  	
  garfish,	
  mudfish,	
  and	
  freshwater	
  eels,	
  to	
  name	
  a	
  few.	
  	
  I	
  have	
  never	
  found	
  another	
  area	
  
of	
  the	
  St	
  Lucie	
  that	
  offers	
  such	
  a	
  variety.	
  
I	
  have	
  no	
  doubt	
  that	
  several	
  saltwater	
  species	
  use	
  this	
  brackish	
  water	
  as	
  a	
  spawning	
  ground.	
  	
  I’ve	
  seen	
  
mullet	
  and	
  snook	
  as	
  small	
  as	
  3”,	
  4”	
  mangrove	
  snapper,	
  and	
  tiny	
  blue	
  crabs.	
  	
  The	
  mangroves	
  and	
  
protected	
  waterway	
  provide	
  the	
  perfect	
  environment	
  for	
  their	
  life	
  cycle.	
  

(2)	
  
	
  
By	
  selecting	
  1-‐C,	
  the	
  environmental	
  impact	
  will	
  be	
  disastrous.	
  	
  I	
  do	
  not	
  agree	
  with	
  the	
  limited	
  studies	
  
provided	
  by	
  the	
  engineering	
  firms	
  with	
  all	
  their	
  charts	
  and	
  computers.	
  	
  Lights	
  will	
  burn	
  all	
  night,	
  and	
  the	
  
traffic	
  noise	
  and	
  vibration	
  will	
  carry	
  a	
  great	
  distance	
  both	
  north	
  and	
  south.	
  	
  	
  
In	
  1989,	
  the	
  City	
  spent	
  $300,000	
  of	
  taxpayer	
  dollars	
  on	
  a	
  study	
  by	
  Keith	
  &	
  Schnars	
  on	
  this	
  issue.	
  	
  NOT	
  
ONE	
  STATE	
  OR	
  FEDERAL	
  AGENCY	
  SUPPORTED	
  THE	
  WEST	
  VIRGINIA	
  CROSSING;	
  this	
  included	
  the	
  US	
  Fish	
  
and	
  Wildlife	
  Service,	
  US	
  EPA,	
  Army	
  Corps	
  of	
  Engineers,	
  Florida	
  DEP,	
  and	
  the	
  Treasure	
  Coast	
  Regional	
  
Planning	
  Council.	
  	
  Serious	
  environmental	
  damage	
  concerns	
  far	
  outweighed	
  the	
  possible	
  need	
  for	
  the	
  
project.	
  	
  Most	
  predictions	
  were	
  that	
  Port	
  St	
  Lucie	
  would	
  grow	
  to	
  the	
  west,	
  across	
  I-‐95,	
  and	
  needs	
  for	
  an	
  
additional	
  river	
  crossing	
  would	
  not	
  justify	
  environmental	
  impact	
  or	
  the	
  expense.	
  	
  Those	
  predictions	
  have	
  
proven	
  true,	
  with	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  Tradition	
  and	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  West.	
  	
  A	
  more	
  recent	
  study	
  by	
  Keith	
  &	
  
Schnars,	
  (attached)	
  continues	
  to	
  show	
  that	
  the	
  1-‐C	
  route	
  is	
  clearly	
  the	
  most	
  environmentally	
  damaging	
  
as	
  well	
  as	
  the	
  most	
  costly.	
  	
  
And	
  speaking	
  of	
  costs-‐-‐	
  the	
  City	
  spent	
  $40,000	
  on	
  an	
  ad	
  campaign,	
  with	
  a	
  special	
  referendum,	
  to	
  
determine	
  the	
  “will	
  of	
  the	
  people”.	
  	
  Misinformation	
  as	
  to	
  the	
  results	
  was	
  published	
  in	
  the	
  News	
  Tribune,	
  
stating	
  that	
  89%	
  of	
  the	
  population	
  had	
  voted	
  in	
  support	
  of	
  the	
  bridge.	
  	
  Some	
  quick	
  research	
  showed	
  that	
  
only	
  about	
  12%	
  of	
  the	
  registered	
  voters	
  at	
  that	
  time	
  even	
  voted!	
  	
  Unfortunately,	
  this	
  misinformation	
  
may	
  have	
  has	
  found	
  its	
  way	
  into	
  documents	
  justifying	
  the	
  bridge	
  as	
  to	
  the	
  people’s	
  will.	
  	
  I	
  attach	
  a	
  copy	
  
of	
  my	
  rebuttal	
  of	
  August	
  23,	
  20102,	
  correcting	
  the	
  erroneous	
  reporting.	
  	
  
No	
  other	
  area	
  of	
  the	
  North	
  Fork	
  of	
  the	
  St	
  Lucie	
  River	
  provides	
  such	
  a	
  habitat	
  for	
  plants,	
  animals,	
  birds	
  
and	
  fish.	
  	
  This	
  is	
  an	
  environmental	
  disaster	
  on	
  a	
  fast	
  track.	
  	
  Mitigation	
  has	
  been	
  proposed	
  as	
  the	
  
solution.	
  	
  Not	
  possible!	
  	
  Not	
  possible	
  to	
  re-‐create	
  or	
  replace	
  this	
  unique	
  place	
  along	
  our	
  precious	
  St	
  Lucie	
  
River.	
  	
  	
  	
  
It	
  is	
  not	
  possible	
  to	
  interview	
  the	
  plants	
  and	
  animals	
  involved.	
  	
  When	
  they	
  do	
  provide	
  answers	
  to	
  a	
  
project	
  like	
  this,	
  it	
  is	
  years,	
  or	
  even	
  decades	
  later…way	
  too	
  late!	
  
Sincerely,	
  
	
  
Bob	
  Post	
  
cc:	
  	
  	
  Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl	
  
cc:	
  	
  	
  Info@consalliancslc.org	
  
	
  

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Monday, December 16, 2013 4:56 PM
To: chrispozgar351@msn.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: The Saint Lucie River Bridge
Thank you for your additional comments. I am copying FDOT on your
comments and including the comments as part of the administrative
record.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov
-----Original Message----From: chris pozgar [mailto:chrispozgar351@msn.com]
Sent: Friday, December 13, 2013 6:45 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Re: The Saint Lucie River Bridge
Cathy,
Thank you for your response. There is only one area that I know of
that
needs a Bridge/causeway. It would be in Brevard county. Brevards city
of Palm Bay has the largest town with the biggest population and also
the most land and it has no access to the beaches. The distance
between
causeways is ridiculous. 192 in Melbourne going south to Wabasso
bridge
in Indian River county has no causeway!??
I always wonder how on
earth
Brevard can or would deny their largest population access to the beach?
Brevard Counties economy warrants such a project. But as usual special
interests make the rules.
Sad.
Best regards, Chris
Sent from my iPad
From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Friday, December 13, 2013 5:11 PM
To: chrispozgar351@msn.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: The Saint Lucie River Bridge
Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway
Extension project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered
program. As such, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked
with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this proposed project to
satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA classified
the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated
significant impacts that would occur as a result of the project.
Numerous alternatives have been studied as part of the EIS process for

this project, and it is FHWA's assessment that for any of the
alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there
would likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural
environment,
human environment or both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public
and agencies regarding the project and the various alternatives
considered. FHWA attended the September 22, 2011 public hearing and
was
able to hear first-hand the public comments made regarding the various
alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in evaluating the
technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the
identification of Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency
comments on the DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final
EIS (FEIS), which FHWA signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as
yours, will also be part of our consideration as we develop the Record
of Decision on the project, and we thank you for your input in this
important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative
record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS
for the Crosstown Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You
may also contact Ms. Beatriz Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at
Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have questions about the
project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov
-----Original Message----From: chris pozgar [mailto:chrispozgar351@msn.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 6:00 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: The Saint Lucie River Bridge
Cathy,
Please don't build a bridge in areas set aside for preservation. We
have enough problems with the our waterways.
Why would we create
these
preserves and then be so ass backward to impact them in this way? The
areas weren't created for a bridge. Please stop the insanity. We
don't
need any more bridges in this area.
Thank you, Chris Pozgar
Sent from my iPad

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2013 5:22 PM
To: raymondhouse@comcast.net
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Crosstown Parkway Bridge

Thank	
  you	
  for	
  your	
  comments	
  regarding	
  the	
  proposed	
  Crosstown	
  Parkway	
  Extension	
  project	
  in	
  
Port.	
  St.	
  Lucie,	
  Florida.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  Federal-‐Aid	
  Program	
  is	
  a	
  federally-‐assisted,	
  state-‐administered	
  program.	
  	
  As	
  such,	
  the	
  
Federal	
  Highway	
  Administration	
  (FHWA)	
  has	
  worked	
  with	
  the	
  Florida	
  Department	
  of	
  
Transportation	
  (FDOT)	
  to	
  finalize	
  the	
  Environmental	
  Impact	
  Statement	
  (EIS)	
  for	
  this	
  proposed	
  
project	
  to	
  satisfy	
  the	
  National	
  Environmental	
  Policy	
  Act	
  (NEPA).	
  	
  FHWA	
  classified	
  the	
  project	
  as	
  
one	
  that	
  would	
  require	
  an	
  EIS	
  due	
  to	
  the	
  anticipated	
  significant	
  impacts	
  that	
  would	
  occur	
  as	
  a	
  
result	
  of	
  the	
  project.	
  	
  Numerous	
  alternatives	
  have	
  been	
  studied	
  as	
  part	
  of	
  the	
  EIS	
  process	
  for	
  
this	
  project,	
  and	
  it	
  is	
  FHWA’s	
  assessment	
  that	
  for	
  any	
  of	
  the	
  alternatives	
  that	
  could	
  meet	
  the	
  
need	
  and	
  purpose	
  of	
  the	
  project,	
  there	
  would	
  likely	
  be	
  significant	
  impacts	
  (whether	
  to	
  the	
  
natural	
  environment,	
  human	
  environment	
  or	
  both).	
  	
  
	
  
Throughout	
  the	
  EIS	
  process,	
  FHWA	
  has	
  received	
  feedback	
  from	
  the	
  public	
  and	
  agencies	
  
regarding	
  the	
  project	
  and	
  the	
  various	
  alternatives	
  considered.	
  	
  FHWA	
  attended	
  the	
  September	
  
22,	
  2011	
  public	
  hearing	
  and	
  was	
  able	
  to	
  hear	
  first-‐hand	
  the	
  public	
  comments	
  made	
  regarding	
  
the	
  various	
  alternatives	
  and	
  the	
  need	
  for	
  the	
  project.	
  	
  Further,	
  in	
  evaluating	
  the	
  technical	
  
studies	
  and	
  feedback	
  from	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  the	
  Draft	
  EIS	
  (DEIS),	
  FHWA,	
  on	
  July	
  30,	
  2012,	
  
concurred	
  with	
  FDOT	
  on	
  the	
  identification	
  of	
  Alternative	
  1C	
  as	
  the	
  preferred	
  alternative.	
  	
  
	
  
At	
  the	
  time	
  of	
  the	
  public	
  hearing	
  that	
  you	
  attended,	
  FHWA	
  had	
  not	
  identified	
  a	
  preferred	
  
alternative	
  for	
  the	
  project.	
  	
  It	
  is	
  the	
  FHWA-‐Florida	
  Division’s	
  practice	
  to	
  hear	
  responses	
  from	
  the	
  
public	
  and	
  other	
  agencies	
  prior	
  to	
  identifying	
  a	
  preferred	
  alternative	
  on	
  a	
  project	
  that	
  will	
  likely	
  
have	
  significant	
  impacts.	
  	
  For	
  this	
  particular	
  project,	
  we	
  obtained	
  public	
  feedback	
  and	
  
coordinated	
  with	
  other	
  agencies	
  for	
  approximately	
  ten	
  months	
  prior	
  to	
  doing	
  so,	
  considering	
  
many	
  issues,	
  including	
  the	
  issue	
  of	
  cost	
  that	
  you	
  have	
  mentioned.
	
  
Since	
  the	
  public	
  hearing,	
  FDOT	
  has	
  consolidated	
  public	
  and	
  agency	
  comments	
  on	
  the	
  DEIS	
  and	
  
has	
  worked	
  with	
  FHWA	
  on	
  completing	
  the	
  Final	
  EIS	
  (FEIS),	
  which	
  FHWA	
  signed	
  on	
  November	
  14,	
  
2013.	
  	
  Comments,	
  such	
  as	
  yours,	
  will	
  also	
  be	
  part	
  of	
  our	
  consideration	
  as	
  we	
  develop	
  the	
  Record	
  
of	
  Decision	
  on	
  the	
  project,	
  and	
  we	
  thank	
  you	
  for	
  your	
  input	
  in	
  this	
  important	
  decision.	
  	
  By	
  copy	
  
of	
  this	
  email,	
  we	
  are	
  providing	
  your	
  comments	
  to	
  FDOT	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  they	
  are	
  included	
  in	
  the	
  
administrative	
  record.
	
  
If	
  you	
  have	
  any	
  questions	
  on	
  the	
  NEPA	
  process	
  or	
  the	
  status	
  of	
  the	
  EIS	
  for	
  the	
  Crosstown	
  
Parkway	
  Extension	
  project,	
  please	
  let	
  me	
  know	
  .	
  	
  You	
  may	
  also	
  contact	
  Ms.	
  Beatriz	
  Caicedo,	
  the	
  
FDOT	
  project	
  manager,	
  at	
  Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us	
  should	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  about	
  the	
  
project	
  in	
  general.
	
  	
  
Cathy	
  Kendall,	
  AICP
Senior	
  Environmental	
  Specialist
FHWA	
  -‐	
  FL,	
  PR	
  and	
  VI

545	
  John	
  Knox	
  Road,	
  Suite	
  200
Tallahassee,	
  FL	
  	
  32303
(850)	
  553-‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov
	
  
	
  
From: raymondhouse@comcast.net [mailto:raymondhouse@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2013 3:28 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Crosstown Parkway Bridge

Hello Cathy,
I was given your contact information from a neighbor. My name is Paul
Raymond and I live at 1249 SE Coral Reef St. in Port Saint Lucie, Fl. I have a
question as to why or who would have made the decision on the location for the
bridge. I went to the meeting in September of 2011 and saw very large pictures
of the six choices. Beside each picture were statistics on cost and environmental
impact, along with other info. Everyone knew that the choice was made because
the homes were purchased. An engineer at the meeting told me that this was a
procedural meeting that needed to take place to satisfy state guidelines. I would
like to know why a decision was made that was not either the cheapest or the
least environmental impact. I am not saying that I am against a bridge. I only
question why in this day and age we are not trying to save money if possible
while also causing less of an impact on the environment.

Sincerely,
Paul Raymond

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 12:52 PM
To: salvatore27@bellsouth.net
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Fwd: It's not OK. And your favorite State Preserve could be next.

Thank you for forwarding comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway
Extension project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
	
  	
  
Cathy	
  Kendall,	
  AICP
Senior	
  Environmental	
  Specialist
FHWA	
  -‐	
  FL,	
  PR	
  and	
  VI
545	
  John	
  Knox	
  Road,	
  Suite	
  200
Tallahassee,	
  FL	
  	
  32303
(850)	
  553-‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

	
  
From: salvatore27 [mailto:salvatore27@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Sunday, December 08, 2013 9:12 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Fw: Fwd: It's not OK. And your favorite State Preserve could be next.

----- Forwarded Message ----From: Cheryl McCormick <cherylmccormick@gmail.com>
To:
Sent: Sunday, December 8, 2013 2:48 PM
Subject: Fwd: It's not OK. And your favorite State Preserve could be next.

If you want to stop the cutting into this state's natural areas and help clean-up the
watersheds, perhaps a note from you to Ms. Kendall will help.
Thank you,
Cheryl
---------- Forwarded message ---------From: dyanaboyd voss <dyanaboydvoss@gmail.com>
Date: Sun, Dec 8, 2013 at 1:50 PM
Subject: It's not OK. And your favorite State Preserve could be next.
To: Dyana Boyd Voss <conservationallianceslc@gmail.com>

PLEASE FORWARD THIS EMAIL TO PEOPLE IN
YOUR CONTACT LIST. ANY HOPE TO SAVE
STATE PARKS NOW AND IN THE FUTURE IS IN
OUR HANDS.
PLEASE ACT NOW.
AN OPEN LETTER FROM SHARI ANKER
We at the Conservation Alliance of St. Lucie County are urging you to
contact Cathy Kendall today at Florida's DOT to tell her it's not okay to
degrade and destroy two State Preserves to build a bridge. Two State
Preserves that were purchased with taxpayer funds allotted for
conservation.
December 30th is the last day for the public to submit comments.
Your timing is critical.
Her email address is: cathy.kendall@dot.gov
Here's the short list of impacts to this environmentally sensitive area:
* The destruction of Halpatiokee Trails section of Savannas State
Preserve
* Degradation of the North Fork of the St. Lucie River Aquatic Preserve

* Loss of critical wetlands, mangroves, and submerged vegetation
essential to the St. Lucie River, its Estuary, and the Indian River Lagoon
* Further endangerment of at least 60 at-risk species, including 33 birds in
the Aquatic Preserve. Loss of hundreds of species in seven ecosystems in
Halpatiokee Trails
* The likely disruption of the migratory routes of birds traversing the
Eastern Flyway; this area is a stop over site.
* Air, water, and noise pollution in a pristine and serene area
We're hoping that as the environmental community rallied around stopping
golf courses and resorts in our State Preserve, we can stop bridges
through them as well.
Please like our Facebook Page:
https://www.facebook.com/ConservationAllianceofStLucieCo
Twitter address:

https://twitter.com/ConservationSLC
Linked In address:

Conservation Alliance of SLC
We are deeply grateful to all who take a moment out of busy schedules to
submit comments. Have a joyous holiday season.

POST FROM CAPT. DON VOSS, MARINE CLEANUP INITIATIVE
The smile (as seen in the above photo) off the north fork of the St
Lucie River in the center is Evans Creek off US 1 in Port St Lucie. To
the left side is Port St Lucie Blvd Bridge and to the right side is the
Prima Vista Bridge... about two miles apart. The Tradition's
Community (West of the housing to the top of the photo) wants
another bridge right through the center of the smile of Evans Creek.
Evans creek and the small amount of trees visible is the only portion
of the Halpatiokee Wetlands Preserve left in the city of Port St Lucie
as the rest has been built over. Every house seen above the river
used to be land that filtered the storm water before it ran into the
North Fork. So, when people clamor about "Save Our Rivers" and
"Stop the discharges" they need to understand...every time Port St
Lucie and St Lucie County allows another blacktop surface or
building, they have polluted the river even more. Discharges that
started in May 2013 did not affect the estuary until July 2013 because
of all the storm water coming from the canals and the St Lucie River's
overtaxed the flow. The additional water directed into the North Fork
through another bridge will further blow up this problem. Don't the
bridges pictured seem to be sufficient?

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 11:20 AM
To: lowell001@msn.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Crosstown Bridge

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

From: lowell sasser [mailto:lowell001@msn.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 07, 2013 8:21 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Crosstown Bridge
As I now feel informed about the Port Saint Lucie Crosstown bridge, there
is no way I can understand why there is any realistic reason to approve a
route, through two public parks paid for with public taxes?? Such an
approval is stupid, ignorant, and foolish to the extreme.
Has the Corps approved such a route? Floridians need to know?
Lowell Sasser
3124 McNeil Rd.
Ft. Pierce, FL 34981

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 11:18 AM
To: marilyn@silvercpa.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: construction on the Crosstown Parkway Bridge
Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway
Extension project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered
program. As such, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked
with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this proposed project to
satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA classified
the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated
significant impacts that would occur as a result of the project.
Numerous alternatives have been studied as part of the EIS process for
this project, and it is FHWA's assessment that for any of the
alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there
would likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural
environment, human environment or both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public
and agencies regarding the project and the various alternatives
considered. FHWA attended the September 22, 2011 public hearing and
was able to hear first-hand the public comments made regarding the
various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of
the Draft EIS (DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on
the identification of Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency
comments on the DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final
EIS (FEIS), which FHWA signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as
yours, will also be part of our consideration as we develop the Record
of Decision on the project, and we thank you for your input in this
important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative
record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS
for the Crosstown Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You
may also contact Ms. Beatriz Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at
Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have questions about the
project in general.

Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA - FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553-2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov

-----Original Message----From: marilyn@silvercpa.com [mailto:marilyn@silvercpa.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 07, 2013 3:23 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: construction on the Crosstown Parkway Bridge
Importance: High
Dear Ms. Kendall,
The history of Florida is full of awful stories of how misguided
development permanently destroyed our gifts of nature.
It's not okay to degrade and destroy two State Preserves to build a
bridge, using two State Preserves that were purchased with taxpayer
funds allotted for conservation.
Marilyn Silver
772-466-1000

From: Caicedo, Beatriz
Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 4:09 PM
To: 'edsak60@gmail.com'
Cc: 'Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov'
Subject: FW: Port St. Lucie expects final federal approval for Crosstown Parkway Bridge in early 2014
Dear Mr. Strayer,
This is regarding your inquiry about the subject project and a bridge on US 1. From a traffic
control perspective, grade-separated flyover ramps are typically considered in situations where
at-grade solutions are not effective (for example, very high volumes of crossing traffic flows
that result in congestion which has become so severe that it causes the system to completely
breakdown).
Roadway congestion is commonly measured by Levels of Service (LOS) with grades from A being
the best to F being the worst. Breakdown conditions would be considered LOS F.
Grade-separated ramps are usually used where one of the roadways is a freeway or highly
controlled roadway (i.e. an interchange on I-95).
There are instances where grade separation might be considered for two arterial roads when
the congestion is extremely severe (LOS F).
These solutions require more right or way, and have a higher construction cost than at-grade
intersections, therefore, they are used carefully and only when the impact and cost can be
justified by the benefit.
As noted in the FEIS, the Level of Service for US-1 between Port St. Lucie Boulevard and Prima
Vista Boulevard, assuming the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension is built,
is projected to operate at an acceptable Level of Service (LOS D or better). As such, grade
separation was not deemed to be necessary as part of this study.
Thank you for your interest in this project.
Sincerely.
Beatriz

Beatriz Caicedo-Maddison, P.E, CPM
Consultant Management
FDOT District Four
3400 West Commercial Blvd.
Ft Lauderdale, Fl 33309‐3421
Telephone: 954 777 4336
From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 10:32 AM
To: edsak60@gmail.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: Port St. Lucie expects final federal approval for Crosstown Parkway Bridge in early 2014

Mr. Strayer,
Thank you for your question regarding the Crosstown Parkway Extension project.

I am forwarding your question to Beatriz Caicedo, the Project Manager with the Florida Department of
Transportation. She will know the latest proposals related to the more specific preliminary design
aspects of the project. The project cannot proceed to final design until after the environmental process,
in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act, is completed.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov
From: Ed Strayer [mailto:edsak60@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 6:01 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Port St. Lucie expects final federal approval for Crosstown Parkway Bridge in early 2014

Hi,
I have one question. Will there a bridge on US 1 so that north bound traffic does not need to make a left
turn at a traffic signal?
Thanks,
Ed Strayer
Port St Lucie

From: Barb Swain [mailto:bsladypro@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 5:32 PM
To: Caicedo, Beatriz
Subject: RE: Crosstown Parkway

Yes, please, I would like to be in touch with the PD & E Study program. Have they ever spent
time on our street or in our neighborhood? The noise is only going to get worse.
Thank you
Barbara and Jerry Swain
> From: Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us
> To: bsladypro@hotmail.com
> CC: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov
> Subject: RE: Crosstown Parkway
> Date: Tue, 17 Dec 2013 15:36:30 +0000
>
> Dear Mr. and Ms. Swain,
>
> This is regarding your suggestion for the Crosstown Parkway Extension. Based on the
information from the City, and according to the preliminary drawings, all roadway
improvements will be within the existing right‐of‐way including the west side of Floresta south
of the proposed Crosstown Parkway. Therefore, the City is not taking any additional right of
way from your property for this project. Also, as part of the PD&E Study a noise study was
performed. The study does not identify a noise wall in the vicinity of your property.
> If you need further clarification, you can contact me or Frank Knott, City Project Manager, at
FKnott@cityofpsl.com.
>
> Sincerely,
> Beatriz
>
> Beatriz Caicedo‐Maddison, P.E, CPM
> Consultant Management
> FDOT District Four
> 3400 West Commercial Blvd.
> Ft Lauderdale, Fl 33309‐3421
> Telephone: 954 777 4336
>
> > ‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
> From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
> Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 10:48 AM
> To: bsladypro@hotmail.com
> Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
> Subject: RE: Crosstown Parkway
>
> Mr. and Ms. Swain,
> Thank you for your questions regarding the Crosstown Parkway Extension project.
Preliminary design on the project has been done as part of the Environmental Impact

Statement to assess the anticipated impacts of the project. The project cannot proceed to final
design until after the environmental process is complete. In the meantime, I am copying Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT Project Manager. She can provide you with information related to the
preliminary design proposals that can address your questions related to the anticipated right‐
of‐way acquisitions and locations of noise walls.
>
> Cathy Kendall, AICP
> Senior Environmental Specialist
> FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
> 545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
> Tallahassee, FL 32303
> (850) 553‐2225
> cathy.kendall@dot.gov
>
> ‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
> From: Barbara Swain [mailto:bsladypro@hotmail.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 7:39 PM
> To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
> Subject: Crosstown Parkway
>
> To Whom It May Concern:
>
> I have a suggestion for the continuation of the Crosstown Parkway......My husband and I live
on the corner of Floresta and SE Albatross Ave. Our understanding is that the city will acquire
the easement that is located on our property. Our suggestion is that instead of taking that small
portion of property if the city could just move their plans of widening Floresta more to the
EAST. Aren't they already taking the properties to the EAST? If so, what would it hurt to widen
Floresta more to the EAST instead of interrupting our property. I understand it is owned by the
city, but if you are already disrupting the entire properties to the EAST, then what is the need
for ours to be disrupted. We are already burdened by the traffic on Floresta and even more so
once the Parkway is finished. My husband's family purchased this property in 1980 and at the
time was not aware of any Parkway at that time. We understand their is progress to be made,
but the less disruption, the better.
>
> Also, is there going to be some type of wall built on either Floresta or Crosstown, preventing
some of the highway traffic noise? Spend an evening in our home and you will see what we are
talking about.
> > Thank you for your time and consideration upon these two concerns.
>
> Jerry and Barbara Swain
> > 772‐971‐6973
>
> bsladypro@hotmail.com

From: Caicedo, Beatriz
Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 10:58 AM
To: 'Tom L.'
Subject: RE: Next Public meeting on the crosstown parkway in port st lucie..

Dear	
  Mrs.	
  	
  Tom,
	
  
This	
  is	
  regarding	
  your	
  question	
  about	
  future	
  public	
  meetings	
  for	
  the	
  subject	
  project.	
  The	
  
Crosstown	
  Parkway	
  Extension	
  Project	
  Development	
  and	
  Environmental	
  (PD&E	
  )	
  phase	
  is	
  still	
  
under	
  the	
  approval	
  process	
  from	
  the	
  Federal	
  Highway	
  Administration.	
  If	
  the	
  project	
  is	
  approved,	
  
then,	
  	
  the	
  City	
  of	
  Port	
  St.	
  Lucie	
  will	
  announce	
  this	
  approval	
  to	
  the	
  public.	
  Then,	
  the	
  design	
  phase	
  
will	
  be	
  next,	
  and	
  public	
  meetings	
  will	
  be	
  announced	
  at	
  that	
  time.	
  Please	
  visit	
  the	
  City's	
  web	
  site:	
  
http://pslcrosstownparkway.com/community.html	
  	
  for	
  further	
  information.	
  You	
  can	
  also	
  
contact	
  me	
  or	
  Mr.	
  Frank	
  Knott,	
  City	
  Project	
  Manager	
  at	
  FKnott@cityofpsl.com.	
  
	
  
Sincerely,
Beatriz
	
  

Beatriz Caicedo-Maddison, P.E, CPM
Consultant	
  Management
FDOT	
  District	
  Four
3400	
  West	
  Commercial	
  Blvd.
Ft	
  Lauderdale,	
  Fl	
  33309-‐3421
Telephone:	
  954	
  777	
  4336
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
From: Tom L. [mailto:alice_tom_florida@prodigy.net]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 11:24 AM
To: Caicedo, Beatriz
Subject: Next Public meeting on the crosstown parkway in port st lucie..

I would like to know when the next meeting will be on the crosstown parkway in Port
Saint Lucie, FL ??

Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 1:00 PM
To: riandrewt1@aol.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: LETTER TO THE EDITOR OF THE STUART NEWS OPPOSING THE CROSSTOWN
BRIDGE

Thank	
  you	
  for	
  forwarding	
  your	
  letter	
  to	
  the	
  editor	
  of	
  the	
  local	
  paper.	
  	
  We	
  will	
  include	
  this	
  
information	
  as	
  part	
  of	
  the	
  project	
  record.
	
  
Cathy	
  Kendall,	
  AICP
Senior	
  Environmental	
  Specialist
FHWA	
  -‐	
  FL,	
  PR	
  and	
  VI
545	
  John	
  Knox	
  Road,	
  Suite	
  200
Tallahassee,	
  FL	
  	
  32303
(850)	
  553-‐2225
cathy.kendall@dot.gov
	
  
	
  
From: ri [mailto:riandrewt1@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 10:02 AM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Fwd: LETTER TO THE EDITOR OF THE STUART NEWS OPPOSING THE CROSSTOWN
BRIDGE

-----Original Message----From: ri <riandrewt1@aol.com>
To: sranker <sranker@mac.com>
Sent: Tue, Dec 10, 2013 10:00 am
Subject: Fwd: LETTER TO THE EDITOR

-----Original Message----From: ri <riandrewt1@aol.com>
To: tcnletters <tcnletters@scripps.com>
Sent: Tue, Dec 10, 2013 7:55 am
Subject: LETTER TO THE EDITOR

Dear Editor:
Supreme Court Justice Marshall wrote in 1971 in the case of Citizens to Preserve Overton Park,
Inc. v. Volpe, "The growing concern about the quality of our natural environment has prompted
Congress in recent years to enact legislation designed to curb the accelerating destruction of our
country's natural beauty."
The legislation referred to were the Department of Transportation Act (1968) and the Federal Aid
Highway Act (1968). These two Acts, "prohibit the Secretary of Transportation from authorizing

the use of federal funds to finance the construction of highways through public parks if a 'feasible
and prudent' alternative route exists."
After many setbacks, the tenacious Citizens to Preserve Overton Park prevailed when the
Supreme Court ruled in their favor, thus preventing a six-lane highway from running through their
park.
The protection of parkland was given "paramount" importance in this case. Marshall again: "The
few green havens that are public parks were not to be lost unless there were truly unusual factors
present in a particular case or the cost of community disruption resulting from alternative routes
reached extraordinary magnitudes."
Could there be a better example of what these laws and the Supreme Court intended to protect
and what they were intended to prohibit than the controversial Crosstown Parkway Bridge in
PSL?
Shari Anker, an inspirational leader in the fight to PRESERVE the uniqueness and beauty of our
Savannas, recently urged residents to email Cathy Kendall at "Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov" and let
her know that you too are opposed to the construction of the Crosstown Bridge and the
destruction of a precious part of the Savannas, the Halpatiokee Park.
Sincerely,
Andrew Treacy
286-5055

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 11:05 AM
To: Raymondncar@aol.com
Cc: Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.myflorida.com; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA); Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
Subject: RE: opposition crosstown parkway

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
Cathy Kendall, AICP
Senior Environmental Specialist
FHWA ‐ FL, PR and VI
545 John Knox Road, Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303
(850) 553‐2225

cathy.kendall@dot.gov
From: Raymondncar@aol.com [mailto:Raymondncar@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 6:37 PM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: opposition crosstow parkway
I AM OPPOSED TO THE CROSSTOWN PARKWAY BRidGE. Ray Treacy

From: Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov [mailto:Cathy.Kendall@dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 12:55 PM
To: dyanaboydvoss@gmail.com
Cc: Caicedo, Beatriz; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Brunelle, Karen (FHWA)
Subject: RE: Bridge over troubled waters

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed Crosstown Parkway Extension
project in Port. St. Lucie, Florida.
The Federal-Aid Program is a federally-assisted, state-administered program. As such,
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has worked with the Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) to finalize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this
proposed project to satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA
classified the project as one that would require an EIS due to the anticipated significant
impacts that would occur as a result of the project. Numerous alternatives have been
studied as part of the EIS process for this project, and it is FHWA’s assessment that for
any of the alternatives that could meet the need and purpose of the project, there would
likely be significant impacts (whether to the natural environment, human environment or
both).
Throughout the EIS process, FHWA has received feedback from the public and agencies
regarding the project and the various alternatives considered. FHWA attended the
September 22, 2011 public hearing and was able to hear first-hand the public comments
made regarding the various alternatives and the need for the project. Further, in
evaluating the technical studies and feedback from the development of the Draft EIS
(DEIS), FHWA, on July 30, 2012, concurred with FDOT on the identification of
Alternative 1C as the preferred alternative.
Since the public hearing, FDOT has consolidated public and agency comments on the
DEIS and has worked with FHWA on completing the Final EIS (FEIS), which FHWA
signed on November 14, 2013. Comments, such as yours, will also be part of our
consideration as we develop the Record of Decision on the project, and we thank you for
your input in this important decision. By copy of this email, we are providing your
comments to FDOT to ensure that they are included in the administrative record.
If you have any questions on the NEPA process or the status of the EIS for the Crosstown
Parkway Extension project, please let me know . You may also contact Ms. Beatriz
Caicedo, the FDOT project manager, at Beatriz.Caicedo@dot.state.fl.us should you have
questions about the project in general.
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From: dyanaboyd voss [mailto:dyanaboydvoss@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, December 09, 2013 2:07 AM
To: Kendall, Cathy (FHWA)
Subject: Bridge over troubled waters

Dear Ms. Kendall,
I am writing on behalf of common sense and reason. The proposed bridge across the St
Lucie River in Port St Lucie, FL has been a bad idea since the city decided 2 decades ago
to go through a State Park and Aquatic Preserve to spur growth of a downtown that
doesn't exist. If a needs assessment was done today, the results would not be the same as
the one done before the economic slow down in the construction of new homes in our
Country and especially Florida. Port St Lucie has one of the highest foreclosure rates in
the nation. 1 in 6 homes have been foreclosed on in this bedroom community. This city
is not a thriving center of industry and has never had a healthy economy and the
developers who were given free reign to bulldoze 600 acre sections of wild natural
wetlands at a time to create this sprawling mess of 2nd homes for a retiring population.
Now the health of the rivers and the estuaries are becoming death zones and our local
problems have reached into the US Congress for assistance in correcting the damage that
has been done to this entire region of South Florida.
A bridge going through this State Park is more than ill advised. The proponents do not
talk about the environment because they cannot defend their support for construction of
this bridge at the expense of what little is left of what was. These State Park lands were
sold by the very same developers who would now ask DOT to approve permitting
through environmentally sensitive lands. The land was purchased by the State of Florida
through a Conservation Lands Fund. Our natural areas are few in Port St Lucie. Our
public lands are under attack and this bridge is nothing more than a developers dream on
an old drawing board. Their plan has been a segmented project that marches toward
another bridge they want to build over the Indian River Lagoon. A bridge they tried to
get approved 16 years ago and failed. We do not need more bridges across these waters.
Port St Lucie has 2 bridges, one on either side of this proposed bridge, not more than 2
miles North and South. Both bridges are in need of work. The Prima Vista Bridge North
of the Halpatiokee Trail is sinking into the wetland that was once a swamp marsh. This
bridge needs funds to keep it safe. It is unthinkable to allow this city to build another
bridge across these threatened areas when they are not even taking care of the bridges and
roadways they have.
Stop this insanity. I support the environmental groups that stand against another mistake
disguised as progress. Our children will thank you for saving our wildlife.
Dyana Boyd Voss
St Lucie County, Florida

