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South Florida Water Management District

Commentator Terrie Bates

Address 3301 Gun Club Road

City, State Zip Code West Palm Beach, Florida 33406
Affiliation South Florida Water Management District
Telephone 561-682-6016

Comments (copied from email message sent from Terrie Bates to Scott Seeburger dated
September 1° 2009)
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Wetlands

As part of an ERP application submitted for the proposed project, the applicant must
demonstrate reasonable assurances the project meets all applicable conditions for
issuance of an ERP, such as demonstrating that the project will not result in adverse
direct and/or secondary impacts to wetland functions and values, will not result in
unacceptable cumulative impacts to wetlands, will not violate applicable water quality
standards and will clearly be in the public interest. Please refer to Rule 40E-4.301 and
40E-4.302, Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) and the Basis of Review for ERP
applications.

¢ Direct, secondary, and potential cumulative wetland impacts will need to be
addressed as part of the ERP permitting process.

o Before mitigation can be considered, the applicant must provide a detailed
alternatives analysis demonstrating that all feasible project alternatives and
modifications have been investigated and implemented to avoid and minimize
wetland impacts to the greatest extent practicable.

e The proposed project may impact wildlife and/or wildlife habitat used by
threatened and/or endangered species. Therefore, the applicant is required to
provide sufficient mitigation to offset the wetland area’s loss of wildlife functions
and habitat support. The applicant must provide results of wildlife surveys that
have been conducted on the site and provide any comments pertaining to the
proposed project from the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

e The proposed project may require authorization for the use of state-owned
sovereign submerged lands for work occurring on/over existing waterways. If any
portion of the project is located on/over state-owned sovereign submerged lands
the ERP application must include a request for state lands authorization.

Stormwater/Mater Quality

Given the close proximity of the proposed transit corridor to the District’s canal system,

the Department needs to ensure adequate stormwater management facilities are

constructed to minimize stormwater delivery to the canal system. Increases in volume

may impact flood protection. Additionally, water from the road system may degrade

water quality, which could negatively impact ongoing Everglades restoration efforts.
~ These issues will need to be addressed during the ERP permitting process.

Flood Control

The proposed transit corridor appears to encroach upon District canal rights-of-way.
The Department will need to coordinate with the District to ensure the proposed project
does not impact the ability of the District to operate and maintain the essential elements
of the flood control system. Accordingly, any work or use occurring on or over the
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Responses

Ecosystem Restoration

The comments regarding agency coordination are noted and the department will
ensure that all necessary agencies are appropriately involved as the project
progresses.

Wetlands

The Department will ensure that all conditions of the ERP permit are strictly
adhered to; as stated in 40E-4.301 and 40E-4.301 of the Florida Administrative
Code (F.A.C.) and the Basis of Review for ERP applications.

Stormwater/Water Quality

The comments regarding stormwater and water quality are noted and the
Department will take the necessary steps to prevent impacts to any surrounding
water bodies. Detailed information regarding the project’'s proposed drainage
improvement designs is discussed in the SFECC Drainage Technical
Memorandum No. 2.

Flood Control

The Department will continue to coordinate with the District, throughout the entire
span of the project, to ensure that the proposed project does not impact the
ability of the District to operate and maintain the essential elements of the flood
control system. A description of permit conditions for the SFECC Study can be
found in section 5.4.8 of the Environmental Screening Report.
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Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Commentator Lauren P. Milligan

Address 3900 Commonwealth Blvd, M.S. 47
City, State Zip Code Tallahassee, FL 32399-47
Affiliation Florida State Clearinghouse
Telephone 850-245-2170

Comments (copied from email messages sent between Lauren Milligan and Scott Seeburger dated
July, 20", August 4™, and August 5" of 2009.

Hi Scott:

RE: Department of Transportation — Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement —
South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis (SFECCTA), Financial Management No.
417031-1-22-01 — Miami-Dade, Broward, and Palm Beach Counties, Florida.

SAI# FL200610032820C

I received your notice, but don’t understand why this is going through the state
intergovernmental review process again. The State Clearinghouse agencies already reviewed the
ETDM Programming Screen event, Advance Notification, Draft Programmatic Environmental
Impact Statement and conducted the CZMA federal consistency review back in 2006. Can you
guys please explain how the alternatives have changed since Phase 1?

Thank you!

Lawren

Lauren P. Milligan, Environmental Manager
Florida State Clearinghouse

Florida Department of Environmental Protection
3900 Commonwealth Blvd, M.S. 47
Tallahassee, FL. 32399-3000

ph. (850) 245-2170

fax (850) 245-2190

Responses

The reasons for the Phase 2 Notice of AA - Early Scoping is that we wanted to:

1. Notify the agencies that the project will continue in Phase 2 utilizing the NEPA-recognized early
scoping/ETDM process instead of the Programmatic EIS process initially undertaken. After
preparation of the Tier 1 document and consultation with Federal Transit, it was agreed that
the form, substance, and eventual outcome of Tier 1 was more consistent with the early
scoping/ETDM NEPA process.

2. Explain to the agencies that the Tier 1 programmatic document has been issued, instead, as the
Phase 1 Final Conceptual Alternatives Analysis/Environmental Screening Report (AA/ESR) that
documents the Phase 1 screening of alternatives. The Tier 1 document was reviewed by the
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agencies, their comments were incorporated into the AA/ESR, and the AA/ESR was finalized and
circulated in January 2009.

3. Continue the agency coordination begun in Tier 1 (Phase 1). Under early scoping we could not
do a Tier 2 Advance Notification (AN), nor another ETDM Screening where ETAT members could
comment. Agency review on the project's current state of development and involvement with
other resources and issues is still requested in order to continue the coordination begun with
Tier 1 documents, including the AN and the Draft Programmatic EIS.

4. Explain the reduced set of alternatives that will be screened in Phase 2.

5. Outline the additional activities to be undertaken in Phase 2 to recommend a corridor Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA), including conducting a higher level of refinement in the engineering
details, more in-depth environmental screening, expanded planning coordination (including
Station Area Charrettes), and another extensive round of public involvement and
agency/stakeholder coordination.

The Phase 1 decisions include:
1. The FEC Railway general alignment graduates to Phase 2. 1-95 and US-1 were eliminated from
further consideration in Phase 2.
2. Three sections of independent utility and logical termini graduate to Phase 2.
3. Modal technologies were reduced from 17 to five general modes. Regional rail, rapid rail, light
rail, and busway transit graduate to Phase 2.
4. |Initial general station areas identified for graduation to Phase 2.

In Phase 2, we will:

1. Select a preferred mode for each of the three sections of independent utility.

2. Define one or more proposed actions for which environmental documents will be prepared.

3. Select the final set of generalized station areas and define a short list of specific station sites for
each generalized station area.

4. Select the preferred interconnections between the FEC Railway and South Florida Rail Corridor.

5. Define a short list of maintenance and yard facility locations.

6. Define a short of list of improvement options for each of the approximate 230 at-grade highway
crossings of the transitway.

We do request your confirmation that the CZMA federal consistency review for the January
2006 Tier 1 AN is still sufficient.

I hope this adequately answers your concerns. Thank you for your interest and we look forward
to receiving review comments on this Notice. Should you need additional information please do
not hesitate to contact me.

Best Regards,

Scott P. Seeburger

Project Manager

Planning and Environmental Management
Florida Department of Transportation--District 4
954-777-4632 (O)

954-734-5123 (C)
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Comments (as a final response to previous comment)
Dear Scott:

RE: Department of Transportation — Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement —
South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis (SFECCTA), Financial Management No.
417031-1-22-01 — Miami-Dade, Broward, and Palm Beach Counties, Florida.

SAI# FL200610032820C

Thank you very much for that explanation of the SFECCTA Phase 2 scoping notice. I don’t
believe the State Clearinghouse would have any further comments on the proposal unless
additional alternatives (not previously reviewed) are proposed. Our CZMA federal consistency
concurrence letter, dated November 30, 2006, would still stand through the Phase 2 Alternatives
Analysis stage and through the life of the project as long as no new alternatives are identified for
review.

If you have any questions or need further assistance, please don’t hesitate to contact me at (850)
245-2170 or Lauren.Milligan @dep.state.fl.us.

Best regards,

Lawen

Lauren P. Milligan, Environmental Manager
Florida State Clearinghouse

Florida Department of Environmental Protection
3900 Commonwealth Blvd, M.S. 47
Tallahassee, FL. 32399-3000

ph. (850) 245-2170

fax (850) 245-2190
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