SR 30 (US 98) Pensacola Bay Bridge Replacement PD&E Study
Escambia and Santa Rosa Counties

Project Advisory Group (PAG) Meeting #2
December 6, 2011
AGENDA
• Introductions
• PAG Meeting #1 Comments
• Corridor Alternatives Meeting Information
o Handout
o PowerPoint Presentation
o Comments Received
• PAG Meeting Presentation
o Gulf Breeze Access Management Study
o Toll Revenue Study
o Corridor Alternatives Presentation
o Section 4(f) Presentation
o Section 4(f) Matrix
• Opinion Survey – Corridor Alternatives
• PAG Member Discussion
• Upcoming (next four months)
o TPO Meeting Briefing
o Corridor(s) to Advance - Recommendations
o Gulf Breeze Access Management Study Results
o Toll Revenue Study Results
• Future Meetings
o Near the Alternatives Workshop

7-26-2011
6:00pm CST

Pensacola Bay Bridge PD&E

PAG Meeting #1
Discussion Items

Attendees:
PAG Members:
Name
Thomas Brown, Jr.
Edwin “Buz” Eddy
Mary Bo Robinson
Josie Cotti

Rita R. Lee
Roger Blaylock
Ashley Spikes
Donald S. Richards
Michael Hoyt Williamson
Rob Mackay
Jerry Pate
Victoria Papajohn

Representing
Escambia County
City of Gulf Breeze
West Fl. Reg.
Planning Council
Gulf Breeze Area
Chamber of
Commerce
City of Pensacola
Santa Rosa County
Pensacola Bay Area
Chamber
United Peninsula
Association
Private Citizen Catchin’ Fish Show
Private Citizen Bagelheads, Inc.
Private Citizen Jerry Pate
Gulf Breeze News,
Inc.

Phone Number
850-595-3404
850-934-5115
800-226-8914

Email
trbrown@co.escambia.fl.us
eaeddy@ci.gulf-breeze.fl.us
Mary.robinson@wfrpc.org

Attendance
Present
Present
Present

850-932-4601

josie@gulfbreezechamber.com

Present

850-435-1696
850-981-7100
850-438-4081

rlee@ci.pensacola.fl.us
rogerb@santarosa.fl.gov
aspikes@pensacolachamber.co
m
don-richards@bellsouth.net

Present
Present
Present

404-915-9394

Absent

850-572-6342

mhw60@cox.net

Present

850-437-5911

robm@bagelheads.com

Present

850-932-8986

jpate@jerrypate.com
istranahan@jerrypate.com
vici@gulfbreezenews.com

Steve Dana
filled in
Present

850-932-8986

FDOT: Brandon Bruner, Howard Hodge, Jim DeVries
RS&H: Dan Kristoff, Nick Arnio, Drew Roark
Notes: This meeting was not recorded by the presenters nor was it transcribed verbatim. These minutes
are general summary.
The meeting began at approximately 6:05 CDT.
• Mr. Bruner welcomed the Project Advisory Group (PAG) Members and began introductions.
• Mr. Kristoff explained the FDOT’s Efficient Transportation Decision Making (ETDM) process and
how the PAG members and members of the public can access information through the ETDM
website.
• Mr. Kristoff began the presentation with an introduction to the project and the purpose of the
PAG. He made it clear that this was not a decision making body.
• At the completion of the presentation, the floor was opened for questions and concerns.
Question – Mr. Mackay: What do the “project limits” mean?
Response – The project limits are the touchdown points for the replacement bridge. Depending on
horizontal and vertical alignments, the bridge could be within a couple hundred feet of the
project limits.
Question – Ms. Papajohn: Will the PAG be invited to the Public Workshop?
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Response – Yes, the PAG will be invited to all of the public meetings.
Question – Ms. Papajohn: Will notices be placed in the Gulf Breeze News and the Pensacola News
Journal for public meetings?
Response – Yes. We will submit announcements to the newspapers at least two weeks prior to the
public meetings
Papajohn – I would request that the Gulf Breeze News receive three weeks notice for advertisements.
Question – Mr. Eddy: How much higher will the replacement bridge be?
Response: We are unsure right now as we have not completed the vertical profile. My preliminary
assessment would be between 8 and 10 feet higher, but I cannot say for sure until we
complete the profile grade.
Question – Mr. Dana: Why do we have a 20-year horizon (2040 Design Year which is 20 years after the
projected opening date of 2020) if the bridge will have a life span of 75 years?
Response: Transportation planning horizons are normally 20 years for regional planning activities. The
travel demand model we are using for this study has forecasts to the year 2035 and project
the remaining 5 years to achieve a horizon year of 2040. The development of a model that
forecasts to the year 2095 (Which is 2020 plus the 75 year bridge life) would result in a low
level of confidence in the model’s accuracy. What we are asking you to do is to analyze the
information that our planning tools provide for the year 2040, but realize that the bridge will
be in use for an additional 50 years or so.
Question – Ms. Papajohn: When do you complete the cultural and social analysis? I noticed in the
schedule that there is no time allocated to those components of the study, yet you said that
you are analyzing them.
Response: The cultural and social aspects of the study are included in the Environmental Analysis which
includes both the natural and constructed environments.
Comment – Ms. Robinson: I feel there is a need for a 6-lane capacity today.
Response: There are safety issues that exist on the bridge today. This evening there was a car stalled
on the roadway and it backed up traffic in the westbound direction all the way into Gulf
Breeze.
Comment – Ms. Papajohn: I feel there is an emergency lane needed on the bridge. People used to ride
their bikes on the bridge, but not anymore.
Response: The new bridge would accommodate bicycle and pedestrians, most likely through a multiuse path.
Question – Ms. Robinson: When we look at widening the Pensacola Bay Bridge, we need to look at the
values of the surrounding communities. What is the need for capacity compared to the
value of the community?
Mr. Eddy: With a six lane bridge, the bridge would suffice, but the roadways through Gulf Breeze and
Pensacola could not handle the traffic. A second bridge is planned in the TPO’s Long Range
Plan, what does that do for our bridge?
Response: The RS&H Team has not finalized the traffic report to forecast what demand the bridge will
see in the year 2040 and beyond. As far as the second bridge, that project is in the TPO’s
“Needs Plan”, but not the “Cost Feasible” plan. There is no funding identified for a second
crossing of Pensacola Bay.
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Question – Mr. Eddy: If I see a 6-lane bridge, that won’t fix traffic problems in Gulf Breeze.
Response: U.S. 98 continues eastward of Gulf Breeze and the roadway needs to be analyzed from a
regional mobility standpoint as well.
Question – Mr. Williams: So there is no moving the existing bridge from where it is now?
Response: Correct. The new bridge will be located within the vicinity of the existing bridge, this is
necessary to qualify for Federal Bridge Replacement Funds. The current corridors identified
are, Left, Right and Center.
Mr. Williams: Will I be able to throw a rock and hit the new bridge?Response: Yes, it will be within that
vicinity.
Question – Mr. Williams: Has there been an Archeological and Historic Study completed? There are a
couple of 1600’s shipwrecks located within 400 yards of the existing bridge.
Response: An Archeological assessment will be completed as part of the study.
Question – Ms. Papajohn: Is it true that U.S. 98 east of Gulf Breeze cannot be widened to 6-lanes
because of the Gulf Shores National Sea Shore?
Response: A Study from the (Pensacola) Bay Bridge to Hulbert Field was completed 10 to 12 years ago
and found that U.S. 98 could be widened if the widening took place toward the median.
Additional impacts outside of the existing right of way/easement would not be permitted.
This may not be the case any longer as personnel rotate out of agencies.
Question – Mr. Williams: There are utilities on the west side of the bridge that will have to be
addressed.
Response: We understand and will coordinate with the utility companies for any relocations.
Question – Mr. De Vries: When are Project Advisory Group (PAG) Meetings Planned for?
Response: They will be scheduled prior to major decisions being made. Possible dates could be after
the Corridors Meeting, prior to the Alternatives Meeting and Prior to the Public Hearing. It
is expected that 3 to 4 more PAG meetings will take place.
Question – Ms. Robinson: Could you explain the ETDM process and the Advanced Notification process
to everyone a little more?
Response: The ETDM process is an electronic notification system where public agencies can comment
on the project effects to the natural and built environment. The Advanced Notification
process provided preliminary data such as a geographic information system (GIS) screening
of potential effects, project purpose and need for improvements and other introductory
information. The ETDM process is open to the public and can be accessed through the
project website, www.pensacolabaybridge.com.
Question –Mr. Eddy: What is the disposition of the existing bridge?
Response: FDOT would consider turning it over to local officials if they wanted to accept the
responsibility for maintenance and repairs.
Question – Mr. Williams: Have you looked into the impacts to the migration of the Gulf Sturgeon?
Response: An Essential Fish Habitat study will be completed as a part of this study.
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Question – Mr. Eddy: Can the replacement bridge be on the east on one side and the west on the other
side?
Response: Due to the geometric constraints, the combination of the horizontal and vertical curve would
make for an undesirable roadway, so no, I don’t think that would be probable.
Question – Mr. Eddy: Can you explain what a “Signature Bridge” is and would that be considered for this
bridge replacement?
Response: A “Signature Bridge” is a bridge that can be identified just by looking at it. The Brooklyn
Bridge and Golden Gate Bridges are both Signature Bridges. The price of this type of bridge
is much more than the standard bridge FDOT would construct. There are additional
amenities that could enhance the character of the bridge, such as lighting and architectural
features.
Additionally, during the PD&E phase, we try not to make commitments that the designer would have to
abide by as that limits the flexibility of the design. Typical commitments that we would
make as a part of this document could include recreational facilities such as parks.
Question – Mr. Mackey: Does each section have to be the same number of lanes, or can we have 3 lanes
going into Pensacola and 2 lanes going into Gulf Breeze? Three lanes into Gulf Breeze would
also allow for more efficient hurricane evacuation.
Response: We may look at that option, but there may be a way to preserve capacity through Gulf
Breeze with access management and signal timing.
Ms. Papajohn: I waited for 8 minutes at a traffic light in Gulf Breeze while traveling to this meeting.
Mr. Mackey: I like the 5 lane bridge option.
Ms. Robinson: The bottle neck is the traffic through Gulf Breeze and Pensacola, it is not the bridge.
Comment – Mr. Eddy: With 65,000 or 75,000 vehicles a day through Gulf Breeze, that would mean that
there is no cross town access.
Response: Adjusting signal timings would delay cross street traffic even more with the higher volumes
on U.S. 98.
Question – Ms. Papajohn: The press releases for this project need to be more defined. I know it is for
the replacement of the existing bridge, but residents will assure me that this is for a new
bridge like the previous study.
Response: Yes, those earlier studies proposed a bridge that had different land falls, where this bridge
will be in the same vicinity of the existing bridge.
Question – Mr. Williams: I have an agenda on this Project Advisory Group and this is to make this
existing bridge a world class fishing pier attraction. The existing Escambia County fishing
pier is a great fishing amenity, but it gets filled up with local folks and there isn’t room for
visitors. The existing fishing pier is also too short and doesn’t get out into the deep water.
Mr. Brown: Who do we get additional right-of-way from when we go over the water?
Response: We would get that from the State.
Question – Mr. Eddy: Have you looked at stormwater and retention pond requirements?
Response: We have not looked at that yet. There may be compensatory treatment in Gulf Breeze
and/or Pensacola.
Question – Mr. Eddy: Are you planning to knock down the Bay Beach Inn and call it a retention pond?

7-26-2011
6:00pm CST

Pensacola Bay Bridge PD&E

PAG Meeting #1
Discussion Items

Response: We haven’t identified stormwater facilities or a treatment plan at this point.
Question – Ms. Lee: What about lighting and making this a signature bridge?
Response: That would add to the cost of the bridge. One thing FDOT District 3 has been asked to do is
to analyze whether the replacement bridge could be tolled. There is a statewide initiative
by FDOT to investigate where private funding (tolls) can be implemented. The District 3
Secretary has directed us to look at managed lanes and tolling, which will be another study.
Managed lanes are certain lanes that allow certain types of traffic. A high occupancy vehicle
(HOV) lane is one example. This is a road pricing method that would allow single occupant
vehicle to travel in high occupancy lanes for a fee.
It does not mean that the decision has been made to toll the replacement bridge. It only means that a
feasibility study will be done to see if tolling is something that would work.
Question – Mr. Eddy: Is there anywhere else on U.S. 98 that has a toll?
Response: Not that we know of.
Question – Ms. Papajohn: Can the State collect tolls on a road that was built with Federal funds?
Response: It has been done in the past.
Question – Mr. William: The Garcon Point Bridge is the highest tolled bridge in the State of Florida. The
Pensacola Bay Bridge is the only way we have to cross the Bay. I would not want to be the
person who says that there is going to be a toll bridge there.
Response: There are lots of issues with replacing the existing bridge with a toll bridge. The
Environmental Justice portion of this study will have to look at ways to get across and how
to provide access without tolls.
Question – Mr. Williams: The Interstate 110 Bridge has the Blue Angels on it. Those are ours
(Pensacola’s) nobody else has those. We could do something like that on the replacement
bridge.
Response: That could be done, but the cost would have to be picked up by local governments. Scenic
Highway is like a Signature Bridge with the lighting that is being installed. There is a
difference in the cost and the will be picked up by Escambia County. Whatever the cost
difference is for lighting on this bridge will need to be picked up by local governments.
Question – Ms. Robinson: What support from the governments and tourist development council would
there be for support of a huge fishing bridge? I know there was some last minute support to
keep the I-110 bridge as a fishing bridge, but it was too late in the process.
Mr. Williams: Mike Flowers of the Florida Sportsman was doing that. That one we didn’t have time to
get things in order. This one we do.
Ms. Robinson: We can make that a “Community Desired Feature”. There could be aesthetic upgrades,
but who maintains a 3 ½ mile fishing bridge?
Response: It may be possible to keep one of the existing twin bridges to keep maintenance costs low.
Question – Mr. Mackey: Can we use the cost of demolition to put toward the maintenance? If it costs
eight million dollars to demo the bridge, that could be put into an escrow account and used
for maintenance costs.
Response: Mr. Eddy: It cost the City of Gulf Breeze about two million dollars to demo what was left of
the old bridge.
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Mr. De Vries: We just demolished the I-10 bridge, so I can find what the cost was to complete that.
Question – Mr. Williams: I have a ½ hour TV slot on Thursday and a 1 hour radio slot on Saturday. What
would you like me tell people.
Response: That we have our website, www.pensacolabaybridge.com and that people should come out
to the Workshop on August 11th at the Pensacola Civic Center.
Mr. Bruner thanked everyone for coming and the meeting ended.

GET INVOLVED!
Public Involvement is a critical component of the PD&E process and is intended to 1) help the public better
understand transportation planning, 2) allow the public to express concerns and opinions regarding the project, and
3) result in a final transportation solution that meets the needs and desires of the community. Project newsletters will
be distributed at various key times throughout the study to provide updates on the project’s progress. Additionally, these
newsletters, along with project updates, will be made available on the project’s website, www.pensacolabaybridge.com.
Throughout the project, there will be several opportunities to share your comments about the project and receive
updates. Meetings will be held with local agencies and officials during decision-making stages of the study. The project
will have several public meetings over the next few years. Please refer to the Project Milestones on this newsletter for
a general idea when these meetings will occur. Before the public meetings, advertisements will be placed in The
Pensacola News Journal in Pensacola and the Gulf Breeze News in Gulf Breeze, as well as the project’s website.

HOW TO REACH US
We encourage you to take an active part in this PD&E Study. If you wish to discuss the project with a study team
member or be added to the mailing list, please contact one of the following members of the Project Team:
J. BRANDON BRUNER, PE

DAN KRISTOFF, PE

Project Development Engineer
FDOT, District 3
1074 Highway 90
Chipley, Florida 32428
Phone: 850-415-9625
Joseph.Bruner@dot.state.fl.us

Project Manager
RS&H
10748 Deerwood Park Blvd., South
Jacksonville, Florida 32256
Phone: 904-256-2139
Daniel.Kristoff@rsandh.com

SCHEDULE

NICK ARNIO, PE, PTOE
Deputy Project Manager
RS&H
1701 Hermitage Blvd., Suite 101
Tallahassee, Florida 32308
Phone: 850-558-2800
Nicholi.Arnio@rsandh.com

Pensacola Bay Bridge
Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study
C O R R I D O R A LT E R N AT I V E S M E E T I N G
OCTOBER 18, 2011
W W W. P E N S A C O L A B A Y B R I D G E . C O M

THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (FDOT) is conducting a Project Development and
Environment (PD&E) study for the replacement of the Pensacola Bay Bridge located in Escambia and Santa Rosa
Counties: SR 30 (US 98) from 17th Avenue in Pensacola to Baybridge Drive in Gulf Breeze. Various alternatives
and alignments will be considered to address both safety and possible capacity improvements that will tie into the
existing facilities.
The Pensacola Bay Bridge crosses Pensacola Bay to connect the cities of Pensacola and Gulf Breeze, Florida.
This is a navigable water of the United States governed by the U.S. Coast Guard (CG) regulations. The bridge is
approximately 3 miles in length and was built in 1960. The bridge is currently “Structurally Deficient”, which does
not pose an immediate threat to the motoring
public, but does require the FDOT to plan for a
replacement bridge within the next 3 to 5 years.
The general objective of the study is to provide
documentation and information necessary for
the FDOT to reach a decision on the feasibility,
location, and conceptual design of a replacement
for the existing Pensacola Bay Bridge. The
factors to be considered in the analyses include:
current and future traffic demand, social impacts,
environmental impacts, community values,
aesthetic considerations and engineering
principles. Throughout the PD&E Study,
a
comprehensive public involvement program will
provide numerous opportunities for local, state,
and federal agencies and elected officials to
provide valuable input into the development of
the bridge replacement alternatives. In addition
the general public will have opportunities to
provide input through advertised public meetings,
neighborhood workshops, and one-on-one
contact with the PD&E Team. A project website
that will provide information regarding upcoming
meetings, schedules, and project documents will
be available throughout the study process.
Ultimately, the findings of the PD&E study,
including an environmental document required
by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), will be documented and submitted to the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) for approval of the Location and Design Concept for the replacement bridge. Subsequent
to the receipt of the FHWA‘s approval, the FDOT will continue forward with the production of design plans, right-ofway acquisition (if necessary) and finally, construction of the new bridge.
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Impacts for each Conceptual Corridor Alternative
Pensacola Approach
Gulf Breeze Approach
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Business Parcels Impacted
Residential Relocations
Business Relocations
Right-of-Way Cost
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Major
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Approximate Costs ($ millions)
Construction
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330

330
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11
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36 3
Demolition
1
Includes demolition of main span and two adjacent spans of Pensacola Bay Bridge.
2

11

Includes complete demolition of existing Pensacola Bay Bridge.

3

Includes complete demolition of existing Pensacola Bay Bridge and Escambia County fishing pier.

4

Includes replacement of Escambia County fishing pier.

The above tabulation is the evaluation matrix for the concepts that are depicted in the alternative corridors. This matrix
summarizes impacts to properties (business and residential parcels), community facilities (park features), and the
natural environment. An impact occurs when a portion of the existing parcel must be used to accommodate the
roadway or bridge improvements. Residential / business relocations occur when the residence or business requires
relocation due to extensive impacts. For example, the impact on parking spaces for a business can sometimes lead
to a relocation if replacement parking cannot be provided.
The matrix identifies community impacts to recreational areas such as the fishing pier or Welcome Center on the
Escambia County approach, or Wayside Park and the boat launch area on the Santa Rosa County approach. Impacts
to these facilities are tabulated as minimum (Min.), moderate (Mod.) or substantial (Sub.). Potential environmental
impacts include encroachment on Pensacola Bay and the shoreline wetlands, floodplains, and impacts to threatened
and endangered species or their habitats.
The estimated construction costs are calculated based on the conceptual alternatives for each corridor. Since the
study is in its early stages, the cost information is preliminary in nature and will be refined in greater detail in the next
phase of the PD&E process. The basic cost of the bridge itself will be virtually the same for all of the corridors;
however, features such as mechanical stabilizing earth (MSE) walls and sea wall protection create differences in the
bridge related construction costs of the various corridors. Estimated demolition costs are depicted for the corridors
that will require removal of the existing bridge or fishing pier.

The future traffic was forecasted using historic traffic counts, population data from the geographic area and the
Northwest Florida Regional Planning Model (NWFRPM) travel demand model. To meet the adopted Level of Service
(LOS), the replacement bridge must be 6 lanes wide, three lanes in each direction. The “typical section” is a cross
cut of the roadway that contains physical features that are typically found on the bridge or roadway.
The adopted bridge typical section consists of three 12’ travel lanes and a 12’ multi-use path to accommodate both
bicyclists and pedestrians. For safety reasons, the bridge will also be feature 10 foot shoulders on both sides of
the travel lanes to accommodate disabled vehicles. A concrete barrier wall separates the motorized traffic from the
multi-use path to better protect those crossing the bridge on foot or bicycle. Aesthetic features for the bridge will be
examined as part of this study. Your comments reqarding bridge aesthetics are particularly welcome.
The roadway typical section includes six 12’ travel lanes (three in each direction) a variable width grass median,
and a 4’ bike lane. Pedestrians and bicyclists are also accommodated with a 12’ multi-use path (continuing from
the bridge) that eventually transitions into a 5’ sidewalk, which will tie into the existing sidewalks on each approach
adjacent to the project limits. Landscaping features (such as the trees) and other amenities will be considered as
the study progresses.
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FDOT, District 3
1074 Highway 90
Chipley, Florida 32428
Phone: 850-415-9625
Joseph.Bruner@dot.state.fl.us

Project Manager
RS&H
10748 Deerwood Park Blvd., South
Jacksonville, Florida 32256
Phone: 904-256-2139
Daniel.Kristoff@rsandh.com

SCHEDULE

NICK ARNIO, PE, PTOE
Deputy Project Manager
RS&H
1701 Hermitage Blvd., Suite 101
Tallahassee, Florida 32308
Phone: 850-558-2800
Nicholi.Arnio@rsandh.com

Pensacola Bay Bridge
Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study
C O R R I D O R A LT E R N AT I V E S M E E T I N G
OCTOBER 18, 2011
W W W. P E N S A C O L A B A Y B R I D G E . C O M

THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (FDOT) is conducting a Project Development and
Environment (PD&E) study for the replacement of the Pensacola Bay Bridge located in Escambia and Santa Rosa
Counties: SR 30 (US 98) from 17th Avenue in Pensacola to Baybridge Drive in Gulf Breeze. Various alternatives
and alignments will be considered to address both safety and possible capacity improvements that will tie into the
existing facilities.
The Pensacola Bay Bridge crosses Pensacola Bay to connect the cities of Pensacola and Gulf Breeze, Florida.
This is a navigable water of the United States governed by the U.S. Coast Guard (CG) regulations. The bridge is
approximately 3 miles in length and was built in 1960. The bridge is currently “Structurally Deficient”, which does
not pose an immediate threat to the motoring
public, but does require the FDOT to plan for a
replacement bridge within the next 3 to 5 years.
The general objective of the study is to provide
documentation and information necessary for
the FDOT to reach a decision on the feasibility,
location, and conceptual design of a replacement
for the existing Pensacola Bay Bridge. The
factors to be considered in the analyses include:
current and future traffic demand, social impacts,
environmental impacts, community values,
aesthetic considerations and engineering
principles. Throughout the PD&E Study,
a
comprehensive public involvement program will
provide numerous opportunities for local, state,
and federal agencies and elected officials to
provide valuable input into the development of
the bridge replacement alternatives. In addition
the general public will have opportunities to
provide input through advertised public meetings,
neighborhood workshops, and one-on-one
contact with the PD&E Team. A project website
that will provide information regarding upcoming
meetings, schedules, and project documents will
be available throughout the study process.
Ultimately, the findings of the PD&E study,
including an environmental document required
by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), will be documented and submitted to the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) for approval of the Location and Design Concept for the replacement bridge. Subsequent
to the receipt of the FHWA‘s approval, the FDOT will continue forward with the production of design plans, right-ofway acquisition (if necessary) and finally, construction of the new bridge.
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS
Issue: Study Limits
Comment: Can the project study limits be extended to evaluate an elevated roadway from east of Gulf Breeze all
the way to I-110 in Pensacola?

Response: The Pensacola Bay Bridge PD&E Study is constrained to the corridor of the existing Pensacola Bay
Bridge. The funds proposed to pay for the replacement bridge are Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Bridge
Replacement Funds. FHWA will not allow the FDOT to extend the study limits at this time.

Issue: Future Traffic Demand
Concern: The anticipated growth throughout the study area is a concern to residents and public officials alike.
Response: The growth rate has been developed through analysis of historic traffic trends, historic population

(Escambia County and Santa Rosa County) and travel demand model forecasts. Since the Pensacola Bay Bridge
carries U.S. 98, which is a significant east/west regional facility, the regional travel demand model forecasts were
heavily relied upon when generating the acceptable growth rate.

Issue: What is “structurally deficient” and is the bridge safe to drive on?
Concern: Is the bridge “safe” for motorists use and is there a danger that it will fall.
Response: The FDOT and the consultants that have evaluated the bridge structural components have ensured

the public that the bridge is safe to drive, but that the maintenance costs of the bridge are forcing the FDOT to
investigate replacement options. The bridge was constructed in 1960 and was constructed with a 50-year design
life.
The term “structurally deficient” means that the FDOT believes the bridge should undergo a series of repairs or
replacement within the next six years. The FDOT’s policy is to repair or replace all the structurally deficient state
owned bridges during that time. The FDOT also recommends that local governments follow the same schedule for
their structurally deficient bridges.
The term “functionally obsolete” only means that a bridge does not meet current road design standards. For
example, some bridges are “functionally obsolete” because they were built at a time when lane widths were narrower
than the current standard.
The “health index” is a tool that measures the overall condition of a bridge. The health index typically includes about
10 to 12 different elements that are evaluated by the FDOT. A lower health index means that more work would be
required to improve the bridge to an ideal condition. A health index below 85 generally indicates that some repairs
are needed, although it doesn’t mean the bridge is unsafe. A low health index may also indicate that it would be
more economical to replace the bridge than to repair it.
The “sufficiency rating” is a tool that is used to help determine whether a bridge that is structurally deficient or
functionally obsolete should be repaired or just replaced. The sufficiency rating considers a number of factors, only
about half of which relate to the condition of the bridge itself. The sufficiency ratings for bridges are part of a formula
used by the Federal Highway Administration when it allocates federal funds to the states for bridge replacement.

Issue: 4 lane vs. 6 lane bridge
Concern: There is concern that a 6 lane bridge will induce additional traffic on the bridge and increase the traffic

through the City of Gulf Breeze. Gulf Breeze officials and some residents have expressed concerns over replacing
the existing bridge with a 6 lane facility.

Response: The traffic forecasts have not been completed to date. The bridge itself does not generate the traffic.

Traffic increases as a result land use development and the growth in the region. The geographic location of the
bridge and with US 98 as an inter-regional roadway, meeting the demands of daily traffic and emergency evacuation
situations may result in the need to provide additional roadway capacity. In the analysis to determine the ultimate
number of lanes on the bridge, induced traffic from a widened facility is taken into account.

OPINION SURVEY
A public opinion survey was administered at the August Corridor Alternatives Workshop. Questions were developed
to gather valuable input from users of the bridge and to get a better understanding of the current deficiencies and future
needs. The fourteen question survey contained questions related to the origin and destination of travelers, the purpose of
the trips and the perceived safety of the bridge for motorists, pedestrians and bicyclists. Questions regarding the parks
on each side of the bridge, the Pensacola Welcome Center and the Gulf Breeze boat launch area were administered to
get an understanding of how much these facilities are used. Select results from the opinion survey are shown below.
Results for all of the questions administered can be found on the website, www.pensacolabaybridge.com.

Good evening and welcome to the Corridor Alternatives public meeting for the Pensacola
Bay Bridge Replacement Project Development and Environment Study.

1

Residents, business and community leaders, and local government officials recognize the
importance that the Pensacola Bay Bridge has in the local and regional transportation
system. Known locally as the 3-mile bridge, it not only provides a direct connection
between the cities of Pensacola and Gulf Breeze, but also provides regional connectivity to
Escambia County and Alabama to the north and west, and Santa Rosa County and the Gulf
Coast to the east.
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While the existing bridge has provided quality service during the past 50 years, there are a number
of reasons for performing the bridge replacement study:
1. The bridge does not have adequate shoulders adjacent to the travel lanes, thereby
constraining traffic when a disabled vehicle or minor accident occurs on the bridge.
Often, vehicles in both lanes extend almost the entire distance across the bridge and
onto the approach roadways.
2. The bridge lacks proper facilities for bicyclists and pedestrians, both of which are
important elements in urban areas.
3. Both the vertical elevation and the horizontal clearance for the main channel do not
meet current desirable U. S. Coast Guard navigation requirements.
4. Built in 1960 with a design life of 50 years, the bridge requires increased capital
expenditures for maintenance repair work. Even though the FDOT is increasing its
spending to maintain the bridge, inspection reports indicate constantly deteriorating
conditions, and the bridge is becoming “structurally deficient”, which requires the
FDOT to develop a plan of replacement within a five year period. Due to the
maintenance repairs the bridge remains safe for the motoring public.
The purpose of the Project Development and Environment Study is to determine the best solution
for the replacement of the existing twin bridges that cross Pensacola Bay, taking into account the
economic, environmental, and community effects of such a project, and to have the project qualify
for federal funding assistance.
A new replacement bridge will be designed with a life cycle of approximately 75 years. Therefore,
the study will include both the evaluation of current traffic needs and the traffic demands that is
likely to occur in future years.
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The study limits for the bridge replacement project are the Baybridge Drive intersection in
Gulf breeze, which is the location where the existing six-lane roadway section begins to
narrow to four lanes, and the 17th Avenue intersection in Pensacola.

4

This graphic identifies the major phases that are required to complete a project of the
magnitude of the Pensacola Bay Bridge replacement.
The planning phase for the project has been completed in that it is identified in the current
FDOT 5 year work program and the Florida Alabama TPO’s Long range Transportation Plan.
The PD&E study that is currently underway will be followed by preliminary and final design
activities that will include the development of right-of -way plans and the procurement of
permits for construction.
Once right-of-way acquisition is completed, the project will be ready for construction.
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Let’s examine the current PD&E Study Phase. Major elements of the PD&E process include:
1.

The collecting and evaluation of existing conditions;

2.

The forecasting of future traffic demands and other possible changes within
the project limits;

3.

The study will evaluate alternative corridors for crossing the bay, all of which
will remain between the previously identified project limits;

4.

Following the alternative corridor analysis, more precise alignment
alternatives will be investigated;

5.

The potential effects of the various alignments will be identified;

6.

The study will conclude with a recommendation for the bridge replacement
location and design concept;
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This slide depicts the Pensacola approach to the bridge and the major constraints that
provide challenges for the replacement bridge project. They include:
1.

The visitor center complex;

2.

The fishing pier;

3.

The boat launch area;

4.

The Project Green Shores, where a second phase is planned;

5.

The 17th Avenue intersection;
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This photo depicts the Gulf Breeze approach to the bridge. Sensitive items include:
1.

The boat launching facilities to the west of the bridge;

2.

Wayside Park, with pavilions on the east side of the bridge approach;

3.

Businesses and residences that are immediately adjacent to the roadway;

8

Earlier this year, the RS&H team conducted a series of traffic counts along the project.
Both 24 hour and peak AM and PM counts have been taken. These counts, called the
Average Annual Daily Traffic, or AADT, have been adjusted for seasonal factors and
represent the volume of traffic that can be expected on an average weekday. These counts
are shown in the blue-colored rectangles. Approximately 55,000 vehicles per day are
crossing the bridge.
The numbers inside the black colored boxes with directional arrows represent the number
of vehicles traveling in that direct during the peak hour of the day.

9

Utilizing the traffic forecasting model that has been approved for this region by the
Transportation Planning Organization, the anticipated average daily traffic volumes crossing
the bridge in 2040 will be approximately 67,000 vehicles per day. Again, these volumes are
shown in the blue-colored boxes.
The numbers inside the black colored boxes with directional arrows represent the number
of vehicles traveling in that direct during the peak hour of the day.

10

The 67,000 vehicles per day traffic forecast for the bridge replacement project requires six
travel lanes in order to meet the operational level of service standards set for the area.
These typical sections show the potential configuration for the bridge and the roadway
approaches for the six-lane condition.
On the bridge, ten-foot-wide shoulders on each side of the three travel lanes provide
refuge for disabled vehicles. In both the north- and southbound directions, pedestrian and
bicycle paths are separated from the vehicles and protected by a concrete barrier.
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We previously mentioned that one of the deficiencies of the existing bridge is that
accidents result in traffic tie-ups due to the insufficient width for a disabled vehicle to move
from the travel lanes. This image indicates where the majority of accidents occur. The
accident data is taken from the FDOT records for the 2005 thru 2009 period. The table
includes information related to the type of accidents and is available for inspection at the
displays.
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Three corridors are being evaluated in the study process.
1.

The East Corridor will parallel the existing bridge to the east;

2.

The West Corridor will parallel the existing bridge to the west;

3.

The Central Corridor will be located along the existing bridge;

All of the corridors will terminate at the previously identified project limits in both Gulf
Breeze and Pensacola.
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This graphic depicts the relationship of the corridors as they approach the Gulf Breeze
shoreline and the Baybridge intersection terminus.
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Similarly, this graphic depicts the relationship of the corridors as they approach the
Pensacola shoreline and the 17th Avenue intersection terminus.
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Sample alignments have been developed for each of the three corridors and can be viewed
at the display boards in the adjacent room. We encourage you to examine these
representative alignments and discuss them with our personnel.
For the corridor(s) that are carried forward, the representative alignments will be further
refined and evaluated in the next phase of the PD&E Study.
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Earlier in the presentation, we stated that the existing bridge does not meet current
desirable navigation requirements. The current bridge provides only 55 feet of clearance for
marine vessels. The replacement bridge will provide at least 65 feet of clearance above the
main channel.
In addition to the main channel clearance, the replacement bridge will be higher than the
existing for the entire crossing of Pensacola Bay.

17

The project schedule is for a total of 30 months. The notice to proceed was initiated by the
FDOT in January of this year, and a final recommendation to the Federal Highway
Administration is anticipated in the Spring of 2013. In order to assure that the project will
be eligible for Federal Funding assistance, the Federal Highway Administration has final
approval authority of the Location and Design Concept.
As indicated by the highlighted bar, we are currently in the alternative corridor phase of the
project. The highlighted star indicates the alternatives public meeting that we are holding
here this evening.
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Throughout the study process FDOT and the consultant team will be conducting a public
outreach program. Numerous kick-off presentations have been made to local county and
city governments.
1. Newsletters and notices have been sent to individuals that own property adjacent to
the existing roadway within the project limits;
2. At the request of neighborhood associations our team has made presentations at their
meetings;
3. Local, state, and Federal agencies are involved in the review process through an
advance notification process;
4. A project website was initiated at the beginning of the study and is available to all
individuals;
5. A Project Advisory Group of local agency representatives and private individuals has
been established to secure local knowledge and input;
Tonight’s corridor alternatives meeting is one of several that are advertised in the local
media and open to anyone that has an interest in the project.
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The purpose of tonight’s meeting is three-fold:
1. Provide you with information regarding the three corridors;
2. Secure your input and opinions about the corridors;
3. Secure your input to assist us in selecting the best corridors to carry forward;

20

If you did not receive a direct mail newsletter or notice of tonight’s meeting and wish to be
included on our mailing list, provide comments, or simply follow the project you may do so
by any of the following:
1.

Complete a comment card and indicate your desire to be on our mailing list;

2.

Write, telephone, or email any one of three individuals whose names are shown and
provide them with your contact information;

3.

Contact us through the website and indicate your interest in the project and whether
you wish to be added to our mailing list;

Your comments and interest in this project are valued and important to the FDOT. We
invite you to participate.

21

Again, we encourage you to view the displays in the adjoining room and openly discuss the
project with our representatives. Do not hesitate to ask questions.
Thank you for attending this evening’s public meeting.

22
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Pensacola Bay Bridge PD&E

Corridor Alternatives Meeting
Comments and Responses
Comment 1: Central West is obviously the only real option, less shoreline, Right-of-Way, Pensacola fishing
Pier intrusion. Also leaving the old bridge is a liability that the county and cities of Pensacola
and Gulf Breeze cannot absorb. Cheaper over the long haul for Gulf Breeze to build a new pier
than continue to maintain old bridge. Three lane traffic each way is probably mandatory to
maintain an acceptable traffic level (for future increase in value due to residential expansion in
the Midway area.) I am worried about increase in traffic through Gulf Breeze and lack of traffic
segregation (flow thru vs. local) which will increase accident volume in the city. A
comprehensive traffic plan for the city needs to be addressed to deal with knock-on resulting
traffic concerns.

Response 1 – The Department will work closely with the local municipalities and county governments regarding their
continued maintenance of the existing bridge should they choose to use it as a recreational facility. The
cost of maintaining the existing Pensacola Bay Bridge as a fishing pier versus constructing a new
fishing pier will be considered. The Department has completed the future traffic analysis and has
determined that a six lane bridge (three lanes in each direction) will be needed to provide sufficient
capacity for the forecasted traffic in the year 2040.
In conjunction with the Pensacola Bay Bridge PD&E Study, the Department is conducting a study of
U.S. 98 through Gulf Breeze that will identify issues related to the six-laning of the bridge.
Improvements to access management, signal timing and turn-lanes will be suggested to maintain traffic
flow through Gulf Breeze.

Comment 2: Best alignments are Central East and Central West. Concerns: Provide a connection to both
bicycle lane and multiuse path coming off bridge for bike/ped (2) provide crossing under ends
of bridge for bike/ped. Preserve existing bridge (1 side) for a bicycle, pedestrian, emergency
vehicle bridge.

Response 2 – Bicycle and pedestrian facilities are planned to be accommodated with a 12 foot multi-use path on
each side of the bridge. Connections for the paths on the bridge will be tied into the similar existing
features outside of the study limits. The Department will consider bicycle and pedestrian crossings
under the approaches of the bridge where crossings are logical.
The Department is not able to consider preserving the existing bridge as a continuous structure due to
the limited height over the channel. If the existing structure is preserved for a fishing pier or other
recreational activities, the center portion or “the hump” would be removed to allow for a minimum of 65
feet of clearance.

Comment 3: Favor the Central West approach to Gulf Breeze. Overall good planning with good alternatives
Response 3 – Thank you for your comment related to the above referenced project. The Department of
Transportation will take your input under consideration and your comment will be included in the public
record.
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Comment 4: There is a better corridor alternative - it accommodates the greater radius idea and makes
equally accessible from the bridge coming to/from Pensacola the East as well as the West sides
of Pensacola. That location is at "I" Street near Sander Beach Community Center and Landfair
in Gulf Breeze at the west end of Gulf Breeze - high up above the water line. During hurricane
evacuations the bridge has been closed too early causing risk to those trapped on the GB side.
During Ball Park events the bridge location at the SBC Center would reduce traffic through
Pensacola. I think spending more $ at this corridor location is a waste.

Response 4 – The current study is a “bridge replacement” study with Federal Highway Administration agreed upon
project limits that preclude this study from examining a bridge relocation alternative. The Department of
Transportation values your participation in this project. Thank you for your comments and interest.

Comment 5: Connection under bridge on 98 connecting Wayside Park to other side. Also, continue to have
a safety feature under railroad tracks on 17th Ave for safety walking and biking. Thanks
Response 5 – Bicycle and pedestrian facilities are planned to be accommodated with a 12 foot multi-use path on
each side of the bridge. Connections for the paths on the bridge will be tied into similar existing
features outside of the study limits. The Department will consider bicycle and pedestrian crossings
under the approaches of the bridge where crossings are logical.

Comment 6: 1. Connection under bridge Hwy 98 to connect Wayside Park with both sides - Duh! 2. Run
walk/bike lane under RR 17th St to connect from Wayside Park with 17th St Park next to water Duh!

Response 6 – Bicycle and pedestrian facilities are planned to be accommodated with a 12 foot multi-use path on
each side of the bridge. Connections for the paths on the bridge will be tied into similar existing
features outside of the study limits. The Department will consider bicycle and pedestrian crossings
under the approaches of the bridge where crossings are logical.

Comment 7: The new Bay Bridge should be paid for by "Tolls" - user funds as well as DOT funds
Response 7 – The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has been directed by Governor Scott to analyze the
potential revenue sources when building major roadways and bridges. As part of the Pensacola Bay
Bridge replacement project, the FDOT will conduct a toll revenue study to determine if tolling the bridge
would be beneficial to the State.

Comment 8: Please do not change all our lives by tolling the whole bridge. IF you have to, just toll a speed
land or by-pass
Response 8 – The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has been directed by Governor Scott to analyze the
potential revenue sources when building major roadways and bridges. As part of the Pensacola Bay
Bridge replacement project, the FDOT will conduct a toll revenue study to determine if tolling the bridge
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would be beneficial to the State. The toll study will consider the possibility of installing a toll on the
entire new bridge as well as on just the new capacity (lane).

Comment 9: Appreciate your input! #97 Baybridge Drive. Six Lanes are needed!
Response 9 – The Department has completed the future traffic analysis and has determined that a six lane bridge
(three lanes in each direction) will be needed to provide sufficient capacity for the forecasted traffic in
the year 2040.

Comment 10: The east of east central corridor leave less impact on commercial and public park and public
safety facilities in Gulf Breeze. The boat ramp on the west side is used for fire rescue response.
Response 10 – The Federal Transportation Act of 1966, Section 4(f) legislation provides unique protection for
properties that have been designated and are being utilized as parks and recreational facilities. The
Federal Highway Administration must demonstrate that there is no feasible and prudent alternative to
the use of the Section 4(f) land. Any such proposed action must include all possible planning to
minimize harm to the property resulting from its use. The Florida Department of Transportation will
comply with the provisions of the Section 4(f) legislation for the Pensacola Bay Bridge replacement
project.
Business impacts and impacts to the existing boat ramp will be taken into consideration and minimized,
if possible.

Comment 11: Do not favor a toll for this bridge. There is no other option for some residents. Will be a major
change of life. I vote no toll.
Response 11 – The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has been directed by Governor Scott to analyze
the potential revenue sources when building major roadways and bridges. As part of the Pensacola
Bay Bridge replacement project, the FDOT will conduct a toll revenue study to determine if tolling the
bridge would be beneficial to the State.

Comment 12: I found the table on accidents & the cause & the number of injuries & deaths very interesting. I
moved to Gulf Breeze from Tallahassee in May 2004. Since then I can remember @ least 2
wrecks with deaths. Think both were after 2004. The first was south of the bridge when a south
bound car crossed the median & hit some north bound vehicles. They suspected the driver had
a medical issue & passed out. The second & more recent event involved a drunk Army Captain
heading south in the north bound lanes hit a north bound car - killed both men - the north bound
man had just gotten off work @ WalMart - maybe @ midnight or later. So I think there has been
3 plus deaths
Response 12 – The data used to create the crash diagram was used from the Department of Transportation Safety
Office, Crash Analysis Reporting System (CARS). The Department has realized that not all crashes
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from local municipalities have been reported using CARS and is gathering supplemental crash data for
the previous five-year period.

Comment 13: As the owner of Pier One Marina on the Gulf Breeze side and the only private property to be
effected to any great extent, I would prefer the East alignment to bypass my property. The two
central alignments would cripple my rentals by taking the partly developed parking area. Rather
than loose this critical parking area and deal with a continuous parking limitation, I would prefer
the West alignment, taking out all three structures, removing the need for parking.

Response 13 – The minimization of business impacts is a priority for the Department. Should the project require any
property from your business the Department will be required to provide compensation to you.

Comment 14: The study should consider landing points on the Gulf Breeze peninsula outside the current
boundaries. I think the ideal approach to Gulf Breeze is at the eastern edge of the Gulf Breeze
Hospital/western edge of the National Seashore. This would allow for an interchange capable of
handling the high traffic volume we see in Gulf Breeze. The vast majority of the traffic through
the city is bound for the beach or Tiger Point/Midway areas. As it is now, 55,000 cares
needlessly pass in front of 3 schools. By moving the bridge to the east, especially if combined
with a future replacement of the Bob Sikes Bridge, we could alleviate the unbearable congestion
we see in the city. This would of course necessitate annexing land from the seashore or private
land, but it seems to be the only real solution to the traffic flow issues.
Response 14 – The current study is a “bridge replacement” with project limits in which the Federal Highway
Administration has agreed. The bridge replacement funding precludes this study from examining a
bridge relocation alternative. Additionally, the relocation of the existing bridge to the east of Gulf Breeze
would be difficult due to the protection of this federally designated area. The Federal Transportation
Act of 1966, Section 4(f) legislation provides unique protection for properties that have been designated
and purchased for natural preservation, and the FHWA must prove that there is no feasible and prudent
alternative to the use of the Section 4(f) land. Any such proposed action must include all possible
planning to minimize harm to the property resulting from its use, and court decisions have been
extremely protective of the covenant that Section 4(f) provides.

WELCOME !
Pensacola Bay Bridge Replacement
Project Development & Environment Study

Project Advisory Group Meeting
December 6, 2011

Update on Gulf Breeze Access Management Study

• Project Study Limits
Pensacola Bay Bridge to
Naval Live Oaks Reservation

• 2.1 Mile Corridor
• 3 Signalized Intersections

Update on Gulf Breeze Access Management Study

Major Tasks include:
1. Traffic Analysis
–
–

Existing Conditions
Forecasted 2040 Conditions

2. Access Management Analysis
–
–
–
–

•

Existing Median Openings
Crash Analysis
Strategies to improve operations throughout the corridor
Reports and Meetings

Draft Report will be published in January 2012

Update on Toll Revenue Study
Major Tasks include:
1. Model Review and Refinement
2. Model Application and Sensitivity Testing
3. Preliminary Geometry and Layout
4. Micro-Simulation and Operational Analysis
–
–

Scenario 1: Toll Entire Bridge
Scenario 2: Toll New Capacity

5. Construction Cost and R/W impacts
6. Documentation, Presentation and Meetings
Draft Report Scheduled for January 2012

Project Limits

Purpose
• Basis for performing the replacement bridge study
•
•
•
•

Lack of modern safety provisions
No facilities for bikes and pedestrians
Does not meet current desirable navigation requirements
Deteriorating conditions indicate that the twin bridges
are structurally deficient

• Study Purpose
• Determine the best solution for replacement of the
existing bridges and secure FHWA approval of the
location and concept design

PD&E Task Elements

Project Development &
Environment Study

• Evaluate Current Conditions – Data Collection
– Environmental, Social, Engineering

• Forecast Future Needs – Traffic

• Evaluate Alternative Corridors
• Develop Alternative Alignments
• Perform Assessments of Potential Environmental and
Community Impacts
• Select an Alternative to advance into Preliminary Engineering

Future Traffic – 2040 AADT

Road & Bridge Configurations
• Three lanes in each direction
• Shoulders adjacent to the travel lanes (bridge only)
• Pedestrian/bicycle path in each direction

Corridor Alternatives

West Corridor

Central Corridor
East Corridor

Corridor Alternatives Workshop –
Bridge Approaches

Corridor Alternatives Meeting –
Bridge Approaches – Representative Alignments

New Bridge Elevation

Conceptual Bridge Renderings

Conceptual Bridge Renderings

Conceptual Bridge Renderings

Project Schedule
PROJECT TASK

2011

2012

2013

J FMAM J J A S ON D J FMAM J J A S ON D J FMAM J J A S ON D
Notice to Proceed
Agency and Government
Kick-Off Meetings
Data Collection
Corridors Analysis
Corridors Public Meeting
Engineering Analysis
Alternatives Public Workshop
Environmental Analysis
Public Hearing
Environmental Assessment
(EA) Approval by FHWA
FHWA Location Design
Concept Acceptance

Today’s Meeting
Meeting’s Purpose
• Present representative alignments for each of the three
corridors that are being considered
• Secure your comments, opinions, and input for our
continued evaluation of the alternative corridors
• Combine the public input received with the engineering,
environmental, and economic considerations in order to
move forward with the most desirable corridor(s)

Pensacola Bay Bridge Alternatives
East:

Pensacola Bay Bridge Alternatives
Central East:

Pensacola Bay Bridge Alternatives
Central West:

Pensacola Bay Bridge Alternatives
West:

US DOT Section 4(f) Legislation

"It is hereby declared to be the national policy that special effort should
be made to preserve the natural beauty of the countryside and public
park and recreation lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic
sites……………..Secretary (US DOT Secretary of Transportation) shall not
approve any program or project (other than any project for a park
road or parkway under section 204 of this title) which requires the use
of any publicly owned land from a public park, recreation area, or
wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, State, or local significance as
determined by the Federal, State, or local officials having jurisdiction
thereof, or any land from an historic site of national, State, or local
significance as so determined by such officials unless (1) there is no
feasible and prudent alternative to the use of such land, and (2) such
program includes all possible planning to minimize harm to such park,
recreational area, wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or historic site
resulting from such use…..”

Pensacola Bay Bridge – Section 4(f) Property

Pensacola Bay Bridge – Section 4(f) Property

Pensacola Bay Bridge – Section 4(f) Property

Pensacola Bay Bridge – Section 4(f) Property

Pensacola Bay Bridge – Section 4(f) Property

Thank You!
Pensacola Bay Bridge Replacement
Project Development & Environment Study

Project Advisory Group Meeting
December 6, 2011
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SECTION 4(f) FEATURES
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PENSACOLA BAY BRIDGE
PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT STUDY
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USABLE LAND
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SECTION 4(f) FEATURES
8.94 AC OF USABLE SECTION 4(f) LAND
BOAT LAUNCH (14 PARKING SPACES)
WELCOME CENTER (144 PARKING SPACES)
FOUR PICNIC PAVILIONS
OLD BAIT & TACKLE BUILDING
2,600’ ESCAMBIA CO. FISHING PIER

SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS = 2.66 AC
SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS
MININUM R/W REQ’D FROM USABLE LAND:
3.41 AC (38%)
MINIMUM 110 PARKING SPACES
TWO PICNIC PAVILIONS
OLD BAIT & TACKLE BUILDING
2,600’ ESCAMBIA CO. FISHING PIER

SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS = 3.41 AC
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SECTION 4(f) FEATURES
5.63 AC OF USABLE SECTION 4(f) LAND
BOAT LAUNCH (36 PARKING SPACES)
10 PICNIC PAVILIONS (28 PARKING SPACES)
150’ FISHING PIER

SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS
MININUM R/W REQ’D FROM USABLE LAND:
2.66 AC (47%)
EAST SIDE ACCESS ROAD
10 PICNIC PAVILIONS
28 PARKING SPACES
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SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS = 1.73 AC
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2,600’ ESCAMBIA CO. FISHING PIER
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5.63 AC OF USABLE SECTION 4(f) LAND
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SECTION 4(f) FEATURES
8.94 AC OF USABLE SECTION 4(f) LAND
BOAT LAUNCH (14 PARKING SPACES)
WELCOME CENTER (144 PARKING SPACES)
FOUR PICNIC PAVILIONS
OLD BAIT & TACKLE BUILDING
2,600’ ESCAMBIA CO. FISHING PIER

SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS = 1.07 AC
SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS
NONE

SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS = 0 AC

GULF BREEZE APPROACH

SECTION 4(f) FEATURES
5.63 AC OF USABLE SECTION 4(f) LAND
BOAT LAUNCH (36 PARKING SPACES)
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150’ FISHING PIER
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FIGURE 4
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PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT STUDY

EXISTING R/W
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IMPACTS TO USABLE
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ALTERNATIVE CENTRAL WEST

PENSACOLA APPROACH

SECTION 4(f) FEATURES
8.94 AC OF USABLE SECTION 4(f) LAND
BOAT LAUNCH (14 PARKING SPACES)
WELCOME CENTER (144 PARKING SPACES)
FOUR PICNIC PAVILIONS
OLD BAIT & TACKLE BUILDING
2,600’ ESCAMBIA CO. FISHING PIER

SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS = 2.15 AC
SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS
NONE

SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS = 0 AC

GULF BREEZE APPROACH

SECTION 4(f) FEATURES
5.63 AC OF USABLE SECTION 4(f) LAND
BOAT LAUNCH (36 PARKING SPACES)
10 PICNIC PAVILIONS (28 PARKING SPACES)
150’ FISHING PIER

SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS
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2.15 AC (38%)
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FIGURE 5
PENSACOLA BAY BRIDGE
PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT STUDY

EXISTING R/W
LIMITS OF USEABLE SECTION 4(f) LAND

IMPACTS TO USABLE

SHEET
NO.

SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS

SECTION 4(f) LAND

ALTERNATIVE WEST

Impacts for each Conceptual Corridor Alternative
Pensacola Approach
Gulf Breeze Approach

Evaluation Criteria
West

Central-West Central-East

East

West

Central-West Central-East

East

0
4-5
0
3-4
High

0
4-5
0
0-2
Moderate

0
2-3
0
0
Low

0
0
0
0
Moderate

None
Major

Minor
Moderate

Moderate
Minor

Major
None

Right of Way

Residential Parcels Impacted
Business Parcels Impacted
Residential Relocations
Business Relocations
Right-of-Way Cost

0
0
0
0
Low

0
0
0
0
Low

0
0
0
0
Moderate

0
0
0
0
Moderate

None
None
Major

Major
Moderate
Moderate

Major
Moderate
Minor

Community

Impacts to Existing County Fishing PierNone
Impacts to Welcome Center
None
Impacts to Green Shores Area
Major
Impacts to Wayside Park East
Impacts to Boat Launch Area
Section 4(f) Impacts (acres)5
-

-

2.75

3.41

2.15

1.07

1.73

2.66

Moderate
Moderate
Minor

Minor
Moderate
Minor

Moderate
Moderate
Minor

Major
Moderate
Moderate

Moderate
Moderate
Moderate

None
Moderate
Minor

Major
Moderate
Minor

Potential Environmental Impacts

Wetlands and Bay
Major
Threatened & Endangered Species Moderate
Potential Hazardous Material Sites
Minor

Approximate Costs ($ millions)
West

Central-West Central-East
4

East

310
Construction
300
300
300
1
2
3
1
32
35
11
Demolition
1
Includes demolition of main span and two adjacent spans of Pensacola Bay Bridge.
2
Includes complete demolition of existing Pensacola Bay Bridge.
3
Includes complete demolition of existing Pensacola Bay Bridge and Escambia County fishing pier.
4
Includes replacement of Escambia County fishing pier.
5
Section 4(f) Assumptions:
a. Section 4(f) impacts are measured from the toe of slope of existing SR 30.
b. Alternate sidewalk configurations through Pensacola Wayside Park (East) are not counted as Section 4(f) surface area impacts.
c. To approximate the acreage, the impacts of each alternative are based on a distance of 15' from the proposed MSE wall.
d. Section 4(f) impacts were computed for usable park land only. Parking space and diveways are included as usable park space.

Pensacola Bay Bridge - Section 4(f) Involvement

Alternative
East
West
Central East
Central West

Pensacola Approach
East Side
West Side
sf
ac
sf
ac
148,675
3.41
N/A
119,605
2.75
-

Gulf Breeze Approach
East Side
West Side
sf
ac
sf
ac
115,722
2.66
93,713
2.15
65,461
1.50
10,192
0.23
46,761
1.07

Total
ac
6.07
2.15
4.48
1.07

Assumptions:
1. Section 4(f) impacts are measured from the toe of slope of existing SR 30.
2. Alternate sidewalk configurations through Pensacola Wayside Park (East) are not counted as Section 4(f) surface area impacts.
3. To approximate the acreage, the impacts of each alternative are based on a distance of 15' from the proposed MSE wall.
4. Section 4(f) impacts were computed for useable park land only. Parking space and driveways are included as useable park space.
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Corridor Alternatives Meeting
Is a Fishing Pier an Important Resource in the Pensacola Bay Area?
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Corridor Alternatives Meeting
Should the Study Team Attempt to Save the Existing Fishing Pier?

45
40
35
30
25
20
15
10
5
0
Yes

No

No Answer

10/18/2011

Corridor Alternatives Meeting
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Would You Like the Existing Bridge to be Demo'd and Used as an
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