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ADDENDUM 
 

Date:   May 29, 2020 
 
Name of Document: Pond Siting Report– Segments 2B, 3A and 3B 

 
Project:   Tampa Interstate Study 

Supplemental Environmental Impact Study 
I-275 from North of Rome Avenue to North of Dr Martin Luther King, Jr Boulevard 
I-4 from I-275 to East of 50th Street 
[Work Program Item Segment Number 258337-2] 
 

Location:  Hillsborough County, Florida 
 

This addendum serves to document a change to the build project concept examined in the November 2019 Pond 
Siting Report (PSR) since the document was prepared and published on the Federal Highway Administration 
website. 
 
When this November 2019 CSER was prepared, Design Option E for TIS Segments 2B and 3A was developed after 
the May 2019 Alternatives Public Workshop and was selected as the Recommended Locally Preferred Alternative.  
The Recommended Locally Preferred Alternative (presented at the project public hearing held on February 25 and 
27, 2020) was later refined based on coordination with the City of Tampa, public comments received on the Draft 
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement during the comment period for the public hearing, and as revealed 
through the Supplemental Interchange Modification Report process.  The conceptual design refinements include 
widening of Reo Street, re-alignment of Lemon Street, and modified Downtown Tampa connections.  The specific 
refinements, along with corresponding exhibits, are presented below.  The Recommended Locally Preferred 
Alternative, as modified by the conceptual refinements, is identified now as the Preferred Alternative. 
 
Refinements following the Public Hearing 
 
Reo Street Widening (located in TIS Segment 1A)  – Reo Street is proposed to be widened from Executive Drive to 
Cypress Street to accommodate a revised typical section.  The proposed typical section includes two southbound 
lanes, a two-way left turn lane, and a single northbound lane.  The second southbound lane will provide traffic 
capacity to the adjacent commercial properties, the new southbound I-275 entrance ramp and the thru-connection 
to W. Kennedy Boulevard.  The two-way left turn lane will provide left-turn access to adjacent commercial 
properties on both sides of Reo Street without contributing to congestion in the through lanes.  A southbound Reo 
Street right turn lane to Executive Drive and the southbound I-275 entrance ramp is added.  Widening on Cypress 
Street at the intersection with Reo Street will accommodate an additional left turn lane from westbound Cypress 
Street to southbound Reo Street and a single right turn lane from eastbound Cypress Street to southbound Reo 
Street.  Additionally, a shared use path is proposed along the west side of Reo Street providing connectivity from 
the proposed shared-use path across the Howard Frankland Bridge to Cypress Point Park.  The roadway widening 
and shared-use path create impacts to four additional and one previously identified commercial properties, 
including some parking impacts.  However, the widening does not impact Cypress Point Park.  The City of Tampa 
will acquire the four additional right of way takings north of Gray Street and intends to extend the shared-use path 
through the Cypress Point Park.   
 
Lemon Street Re-alignment (located in TIS Segment 1A) – The proposed concept design included within the draft 
SEIS has southbound I-275 on bridge structure over Lemon Street between Occident Street and West Shore 
Boulevard.  A hydroplaning analysis on I-275 in this area determined that traffic within the express lanes would be 
prone to hydroplaning due to all general use and express lanes sloping toward the median.  In order to mitigate this 
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safety concern, Lemon Street is proposed to be shifted to the north side of I-275 so that I-275 between Occident 
Street and West Shore Boulevard can be constructed on roadway embankment and retaining wall.  This allows for 
longitudinal trench drain to be positioned within the buffer between the general use lanes and the express lanes, 
thereby capturing the stormwater runoff from the general use roadway before it enters the express lanes which 
mitigates the hydroplaning issue.  The proposed re-alignment of Lemon Street to the north side of I-275 impacts 
the adjacent commercial property.  It is anticipated that the commercial property access from Lemon Street will 
need to be reconfigured or possibly relocated to Occident Street.  FDOT owns the vacant parcel to the west of this 
commercial property which could be used to mitigate the impacts.   
 
The Reo Street Widening and Lemon Street Re-alignment conceptual design refinements are located entirely 
outside the limits of Segments 2B. 3A and 3B and are not addressed further in this document. Additional information 
for these are included in the Final Preliminary Engineering Report for the Tampa Interstate Study Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Study – Segments 1A and 2A (prepared under separate cover). 
 

Downtown Tampa Connections (located in Segment 2B)  To achieve the City of Tampa’s mission of enhancing the 
street grid and improving the safe movement of pedestrians and bicycles in TIS Segments 2B and 3A, the 
northbound I-275 General Purpose traffic will exit exclusively to Tampa Street, without direct connection to Ashley 
Drive. This will require the ramp bridge to be 
widened to two lanes with the ramp terminus at 
Tampa Street to provide two eastbound lanes to 
Scott Street and triple right turns to Tampa Street. 
To facilitate the northbound General Purpose ramp 
improvements, the ramp bridge from Ashley Drive 
to northbound I-275 will require reconstruction. 
The northbound Express Lane ramp connection to 
Ashley Drive will tie into the existing ramp 
pavement, eliminating the need to widen the ramp 
bridge over Laurel Street. The Preferred 
Alternative will also result in the following local 
street improvements (see Figure A):  

 A new intersection of Ashley Drive at Fortune 
Street will be created, and Fortune Street will 
be connected to the Harrison Street/Tampa 
Street intersection, completing this street grid 
connection.  
 

 The northbound Ashley Drive bridge/grade 
separation over the southbound ramp will be 
removed.  

 Through a reversing S-curve, Laurel Street will 
be connected to Fortune Street, completed 
this street grid connection. 

 A northbound Ashley Drive connection to 
Laurel/Fortune Street S-curve will be made. 
Minor widening of Scott Street is anticipated. 
 

Figure A – Downtown Ramp Connection Revision 
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As a result of the refinements noted above, adjustments were made to the connections in the portion of I-275 
between Rome Avenue and Ashley Drive/Tampa Street.  The modified connection is shown in Figure B.  

Figure B – I-275 Improvements Rome Avenue to Ashley Drive/Tampa Street 

Scott Street  

To accommodate the extensive growth that has recently occurred, and is projected to continue, in the Channel 
District in Tampa’s east side, FDOT will widen Scott Street by 12 feet to the south for an additional lane for the one 
block between Morgan Street and Jefferson/Orange Streets. This will create four lanes, allowing for two entry lanes 
to northbound I-275, one lane combined to eastbound I-4/through lane, and one exclusive right turn lane to 
Jefferson/Orange Streets.  The entrance ramp to northbound I-275 will be widened for several hundred feet, before 
tapering to a single lane. See Figure C. 

Figure C - Downtown Tampa Connection – Scott Street/Orange Avenue 
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All of the refinements discussed above combined with the LPA (Design Option E) to encompass the Preferred 
Alternative for Segments 2B and 3A and shown in Figure D.  There are no improvements shown for Segment 3B.   

 
Figure D - Preferred Alternative for Segments 2B and 3A 

 
Overall, anticipated potential pond sites of the Preferred Alternative remain consistent with those of the 
Recommended Locally Preferred Alternative as documented in this report.  Further refinement of the pond 
shapes and volumes will be evaluated during the design phase. 
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SUMMARY 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) have initiated 
the environmental review process for the Tampa Interstate Study (TIS) Project in Tampa, Hillsborough County, 
Florida. The study is a supplement to the 1996 Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). FHWA issued the 
Records of Decision (ROD) in 1997 and 1999. FDOT and FHWA are conducting this study based on a proposed 
design change that includes a new alternative not previously considered, as well as modified alternatives 
presented in the 1996 TIS FEIS to accommodate tolled or non-tolled express lanes and other capacity and 
mobility improvement alternatives, some of which are being considered by FDOT in separate studies. FDOT, in 
coordination with FHWA, will prepare a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in accordance 
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and other regulatory requirements. 

The purpose of this Pond Siting Report (PSR) is to document the stormwater management facility (SMF) 
requirements for the TIS SEIS Segments 2B, 3A, and 3B of the TIS, along I-275 from Rome Avenue to North of 
Martin Luther King (MLK), Jr. Boulevard and I-4 from I-275 to East of 50th Street. The analysis looks at the 
stormwater management requirements for four separate roadway design options and identifies hydraulically 
feasible SMFs. The project study area limits are shown in Figure 1-1 and in Appendix B. 

Segment 2B traverses through six basins. Basins 1, 3, and 4 all currently provide stormwater management; Basins 
2, 5, and 6 provide no stormwater management and are unpermitted. In general, all drainage basins discharge 
to the Hillsborough River, which is not listed impaired. When possible, existing SMFs were utilized in the 
proposed condition and evaluated as to whether they were adequately designed for future improvements or 
are in need of supplemental SMFs. Proposed SMFs within Basins 1 through 4 all drain to tidally influenced waters, 
and provide treatment only as attenuation is not required. Proposed SMFs within Basins 5 and 6 provide both 
treatment and attenuation, before discharging to the existing outfalls. 

A primary objective of the analysis was to site proposed SMFs within the existing right of way (ROW) when 
possible. In situations where this was not possible, alternative offsite SMF sites were evaluated, including the 
avoidance of SMF sites by routing runoff to other basins. The stormwater management requirements for each 
of the five evaluated roadway design options A-E are further summarized below: 

Design Option A 

Basin 1: It was found that the two existing SMFs within Basin 1 were designed for future improvements, and are 
permitted with an impervious median. The existing SMFs are adequate. 

Basin 2: Basin 2 does not currently provide any stormwater management. Two SMF alternatives, both within 
FDOT owned ROW, are proposed within this basin; only one is required, as stormwater treatment requirements 
can be adequately addressed with a single proposed SMF. Attenuation is not required. Basins 3 and 4 provide 
excess treatment volume greater than what is required for Basin 2 treatment, which would reduce or potentially 
eliminate the SMF need in Basin 2 since they share the same outfall discharge location. 

Basin 3: Basin 3 provides both treatment and attenuation in the existing condition through two existing SMFs, 
which are proposed to be eliminated. The existing provided and required new treatment volume can be provided 
with four proposed SMFs within FDOT owned ROW; attenuation will not be required since the outfall will be 
improved to provide the required increased capacity. 

Basin 4: Basin 4 provides both treatment and attenuation in the existing condition through two existing SMFs, 
which are proposed to be eliminated. The existing provided and required new treatment volume can be provided 
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with two proposed SMFs within FDOT owned ROW; attenuation will not be required since the outfall will be 
improved to provide the required increased capacity. 

Basin 5: Basin 5 does not currently provide any stormwater management, and is a closed / volume sensitive 
basin. Stormwater treatment and attenuation requirements can be adequately addressed with a single SMF, 
which is sited per the 1996 TIS FEIS, and requires the acquisition of 9 parcels, including historical building 
impacts. A no-pond alternative is described in Alternative 2. 

Basin 6: Basin 6 does not currently provide any stormwater management. Two SMFs were evaluated to address 
stormwater treatment and attenuation requirements; only one of these is required. The first is sited per the 
1996 TIS FEIS, and requires the acquisition of 13 parcels, which includes historical building impacts and has a 
high risk for contamination. The second SMF is sited underneath the I-75 Bridge over MLK, and requires the 
bridge to be extended by 450 ft. A no-pond alternative is described in Alternative 2. 

Alternative 2: Alternative 2 is a no-pond alternative to the Basin 5 and 6 SMFs. The I-75 corridor is proposed to 
be piped south to Basin 4, and increases the number of proposed Basin 4 SMFs from two to four facilities. The 
outfall from Basin 4 to the Hillsborough River will then be further upgraded in size to accommodate the 
additional runoff. No attenuation is required. 

Design Option B 

Basin 1: It was found that the two existing SMFs within Basin 1 were designed for future improvements, and are 
permitted with an impervious median. The existing SMFs are adequate. 

Basin 2: Basin 2 does not currently provide any stormwater management. Two SMF alternatives, both within 
FDOT owned ROW, are proposed within this basin; only one is required, as stormwater treatment requirements 
can be adequately addressed with a single proposed SMF. Attenuation is not required. Basins 3 and 4 provide 
excess treatment volume greater than what is required for Basin 2 treatment, which would reduce or potentially 
eliminate the SMF need in Basin 2 since they share the same outfall discharge location. 

Basin 3: Basin 3 provides both treatment and attenuation in the existing condition through two existing SMFs, 
which are proposed to be eliminated. The existing provided and required new treatment volume can be provided 
with four proposed SMFs within FDOT owned ROW; attenuation will not be required since the outfall will be 
improved to provide the required increased capacity. 

Basin 4: Basin 4 provides both treatment and attenuation in the existing condition through two existing SMFs, 
which are proposed to be eliminated. The existing provided and required new treatment volume can be provided 
with a single proposed SMF within FDOT owned ROW; attenuation will not be required since the outfall will be 
improved to provide the required increased capacity. 

Basin 5: Basin 5 does not currently provide any stormwater management, and is a closed / volume sensitive 
basin. Stormwater treatment and attenuation requirements can be adequately addressed with a single SMF, 
which is sited per the 1996 TIS FEIS, and requires the acquisition of 2 parcels, including a historical building 
impact. A no-pond alternative is described in Alternative 2. 

Basin 6: Basin 6 does not currently provide any stormwater management. Two SMFs were evaluated to address 
stormwater treatment and attenuation requirements; only one of these is required. The first is sited per the 
1996 TIS FEIS, and requires the acquisition of 13 parcels, which includes historical building impacts and has a 
high risk for contamination. The second SMF is sited underneath the I-75 Bridge over MLK, and requires the 
bridge to be extended by 450 ft. A no-pond alternative is described in Alternative 2. 
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Alternative 2: Alternative 2 is a no-pond alternative to the Basin 5 and 6 SMFs. The I-75 corridor is proposed to 
be piped south to Basin 4. The proposed increase in the SMF size will provide the necessary treatment. The 
outfall from Basin 4 to the Hillsborough River will then be further upgraded in size to accommodate the 
additional runoff. No attenuation is required. 

Design Option C 

Basin 1: It was found that the two existing SMFs within Basin 1 were designed for future improvements, and are 
permitted with an impervious median. The existing SMFs are adequate. 

Basin 2: Basin 2 does not currently provide any stormwater management. Two SMF alternatives, both within 
FDOT owned ROW, are proposed within this basin; only one is required, as stormwater treatment requirements 
can be adequately addressed with a single proposed SMF. Attenuation is not required. Basins 3 and 4 provide 
excess treatment volume greater than what is required for Basin 2 treatment, which would reduce or potentially 
eliminate the SMF need in Basin 2 since they share the same outfall discharge location. 

Basin 3: Basin 3 provides both treatment and attenuation in the existing condition through two existing SMFs, 
which are proposed to remain. Attenuation of the additional runoff can be provided in a single proposed SMF 
within FDOT owned ROW. The treatment is provided in the existing SMFs and in SMF 4B. 

Basin 4: Basin 4 provides both treatment and attenuation in the existing condition through two existing SMFs, 
which are proposed to remain. Treatment and attenuation for the additional runoff is addressed with two 
proposed SMFs that are within FDOT owned ROW. Additionally, runoff is diverted from the Hillsborough River 
outfall to the Ybor Channel outfall to avoid overloading the Hillsborough River outfall capacity. 

Basin 5: The project does not propose any improvements within Basin 5 for Design Option C. No stormwater 
management is required. 

Basin 6: The project does not propose any improvements within Basin 6 for Design Option C. No stormwater 
management is required. 

Design Option D 

Basin 1: It was found that the two existing SMFs within Basin 1 were designed for future improvements, and are 
permitted with an impervious median. The existing SMFs are adequate. 

Basin 2: Basin 2 does not currently provide any stormwater management. Two SMF alternatives, both within 
FDOT owned ROW, are proposed within this basin; only one is required, as stormwater treatment requirements 
can be adequately addressed with a single proposed SMF. Attenuation is not required. Basin 3 and 4 provide 
excess treatment volume greater than what is required for Basin 2 treatment, which would reduce or potentially 
eliminate the SMF need in Basin 2 since they share the same outfall discharge location. 

Basin 3: Basin 3 provides both treatment and attenuation in the existing condition through two existing SMFs, 
which are proposed to remain. Treatment for the additional runoff is proposed to be provided within Basin 4; 
attenuation will not be required since the outfall will be improved to provide the required increased capacity. 

Basin 4: Basin 4 provides both treatment and attenuation in the existing condition through two existing SMFs, 
which are proposed to remain. Treatment and attenuation for the additional runoff is addressed with a single 
proposed SMF that is within FDOT owned ROW. This SMF also provides treatment for Basin 3. 

Basin 5: The project does not propose any improvements within Basin 5 for Design Option D. No stormwater 
management is required. 



 Pond Siting Report 

Tampa Interstate Study SEIS Page iv  November 2019 
 

Basin 6: The project does not propose any improvements within Basin 6 for Design Option D. No stormwater 
management is required. 

Design Option E 

Basin 1: It was found that the two existing SMFs within Basin 1 were designed for future improvements, and are 
permitted with an impervious median. The existing SMFs are adequate. 

Basin 2: Basin 2 does not currently provide any stormwater management. Stormwater treatment requirements 
can be adequately addressed with a single proposed SMF that is sited within FDOT owned property in a location 
similar to the one proposed in the 1996 TIS FEIS. The SMF is also proposed to provide additional, compensatory 
treatment for the increase in impervious pavement within Basin 3. No attenuation is required within this basin. 

Basin 3: Basin 3 provides both treatment and attenuation in the existing condition through two existing SMFs, 
which are proposed to remain. Attenuation and partial treatment of the additional runoff can be provided in a 
single proposed SMF within FDOT owned ROW. Additional required treatment is provided in the existing SMFs 
and in the proposed SMF 2A (discussed above). 

Basin 4: Basin 4 provides treatment and attenuation in the existing condition for the portion of Basin 4 that 
drains to the Hillsborough River (Basin 4A) through two existing SMFs, which are proposed to remain. The 
portion of the Basin 4 outfall to the Ybor Channel (Basin 4B) is untreated in the existing condition. Treatment 
and attenuation for the additional runoff, including additional runoff from the diversion of runoff from Basin 5 
and Basin 4A, is addressed with two proposed SMFs that are within FDOT owned ROW. 

Basin 5: Basin 5 does not currently provide any stormwater management, and is a closed / volume sensitive 
basin. A no-pond option was developed by diverting runoff to SMF 4A within Basin 4 in order to avoid ROW 
acquisition for a new SMF. 

Basin 6: Basin 6 does not currently provide any stormwater management. Treatment and attenuation can be 
adequately addressed with a single SMF within FDOT owned ROW. 

Segments 3A and 3B traverse through five separate drainage basins along I-4. The entirety of this length of 
roadway currently provides stormwater treatment and attenuation, and was previously permitted for the future 
full build-out condition (i.e. entirely impervious median). This report has confirmed that the proposed I-4 
impervious pavement is less than the assumed full build-out pavement, and that the existing SMFs are adequate. 
In general, most of these basins are a part of the Ybor City Drain watershed, which is listed as impaired for fecal 
coliform, bacteria, and dissolved oxygen. Impaired water criteria are not required to be addressed for dissolved 
oxygen however, as the existing stormwater management systems were designed for future improvements (see 
Appendix C). 

A floodplain impact analysis is part of the Location Hydraulics Memorandum that is prepared separately. The 
analysis determined that the widening would have minimum encroachment the 100-year floodplain. No 
floodplain mitigation is expected to be required. 

Also prepared separately are the Natural Resource Evaluation, Contamination Screening Evaluation Report, and 
the Cultural Resource Assessment Survey Update. It was found that there are no wetland, threatened and 
endangered species, or archeological impacts associated with any of the SMF sites for any of the roadway design 
options of the TIS SEIS project study area. However, certain SMF alternatives of the roadway design options 
include historical impacts and/or have medium to high risk of contamination. The findings of these reports are 
summarized in Section 5.8.
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) have initiated 
the environmental review process for the Tampa Interstate Study (TIS) Project in Tampa, Hillsborough County, 
Florida. The study is a supplement to the 1996 Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). FHWA issued the 
Records of Decision (ROD) in 1997 and 1999. FDOT and FHWA are conducting this study based on a proposed 
design change that includes a new alternative not previously considered, as well as modified alternatives 
presented in the 1996 TIS FEIS to accommodate tolled or non-tolled express lanes and other capacity and 
mobility improvement alternatives, some of which are being considered by FDOT in separate studies. FDOT, in 
coordination with FHWA, will prepare a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in accordance 
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and other regulatory requirements. This Pond Siting Report 
was prepared to support the TIS SEIS. 

1.1 Purpose of the Report 

This report documents the potential stormwater management facility (SMF) requirements for TIS Segments 2B, 
3A, and 3B of the TIS, along I-275 from Rome Avenue to North of Martin Luther King (MLK), Jr. Boulevard and I-
4 from I-275 to East of 50th Street. 

1.2 Location of the TIS SEIS Project 

The proposed TIS SEIS Project is located in the City of Tampa in Hillsborough County, Florida. The study area 
comprises approximately 11 miles of I-275 and I-4, an approximate 4.4-mile segment of the Selmon Expressway, 
and an approximate 0.8-mile segment of the I-4/Selmon Expressway Connector (previously known as the 
Crosstown Connector). The proposed improvements would involve the reconstruction/widening of I-275 from 
east of Howard Frankland Bridge (HFB) to North of State Road (SR) 574 (Dr. MLK, Jr. Boulevard), and I-4 from I-
275 to east of 50th Street. The proposed improvements are located in the 1996 TIS FEIS Segments 1A, 2A, 2B, 
3A, and 3B (see Figure 1-1). Segment 3C improvements have already been constructed, and because no 
additional improvements are proposed for this area as part of the project, it is not addressed in this report. 

1.3 Background of the TIS SEIS Project 

The TIS Project has been under consideration for many years. The Tampa Interstate system is the cornerstone 
of the Tampa Bay Region’s surface transportation system and improvements to the system have been a priority 
to the State since the 1980’s. The proposed improvements to the interstate system are found in the Hillsborough 
Metropolitan Planning Organization’s (MPO) 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan for Hillsborough County 
(LRTP) (2009) and the Imagine 2040: Hillsborough Long Range Transportation Plan (2014). 

1.4 Purpose of the TIS SEIS Project 

In the 1996 TIS FEIS, the purpose for the proposed action was “…to upgrade the safety and efficiency of the 
existing I-275 and I-4 corridors that service the Tampa urban area while maintaining access to the surrounding 
community.” 

The current SEIS Purpose is consistent with the 1996 TIS FEIS Purpose and expands upon the originally identified 
purpose and need to include congestion relief that improves accessibility, mobility, travel times, system linkages, 
and multimodal connections, while supporting regional economic development goals and enhancing quality of 
life for Tampa Bay residents and visitors.
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SOURCE: FDOT 1996 
Note: Segment 3C has been constructed and is not included in this SEIS. 

Figure 1-1 Tampa Interstate Study SEIS Project Study Area
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In 1983, FDOT began to identify potential improvements to the Tampa Interstate system, which was constructed 
in the early 1960's. These improvements included potential short-term safety solutions and design changes, and 
long-term high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) related improvements to accommodate growing traffic volumes and 
congestion. The 1983 study considered all transportation needs within the study area, including concurrent 
highway, rail, and/or transit improvements. 

Using the 1983 study as a documented base, FDOT began Phase I of the TIS in 1987. The purpose of the Phase I 
study was to produce a Master Plan to identify alternatives and make recommendations regarding the preferred 
type and location of multi-lane improvements, potential HOV facilities, transit facilities, traffic management 
techniques, and traffic surveillance and control systems. Based on the work performed, FDOT published the TIS 
Master Plan Report in 1989. The Hillsborough County MPO adopted the Tampa Interstate Master Plan Concept 
into the 2010 LRTP in November 1989. 

Following completion of the TIS Master Plan Report, FHWA, in cooperation with FDOT, began the preparation of 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and the supporting documentation necessary for state and federal 
approvals and subsequent funding of the TIS Master Plan Report concepts. The EIS evaluated impacts associated 
with a Selected Alternative, a Long-Term Preferred Alternative, and a No-Action Alternative, addressed agency 
and citizen concerns, and identified ways to minimize impacts. 

FHWA approved the EIS in November 1996, issued the ROD for the 1996 TIS FEIS in 1997, and an amended ROD 
in June 1999. The 1997 and 1999 RODs are the documents that have governed the development of all 
improvements to I-275 and I-4 providing a roadway system that includes general use lanes and separated 
express lanes in each direction, as well as a future transit corridor. The intent of the FHWA and the FDOT is to 
ultimately construct the Long-Term Preferred Alternative as funding becomes available through the Hillsborough 
County MPO. Since issuance of the 1997 and 1999 RODs, FDOT has taken several major steps to advance the 
Project to full implementation. The TIS Project has been re-evaluated several times to advance various elements 
of the project, many of which FDOT has already constructed including portions of Segment 1A, Segment 2A, 
Segment 3A, Segment 3B, and Segment 3C (see Figure 1-2). The following describes the projects that FDOT has 
constructed. 

 I-275 Widening Southbound and Remainder of Northbound from east of SR 60 to Downtown Tampa – 
Corridor length:  4.2 miles, Construction Cost:  $217.3 million, Start: July 2012 – Completion: Fall 2016. 
Reconstruction and roadway widening. Improvements included: providing four through lanes in each 
direction, flattening the profile of the roadway at bridges over the crossroads, aesthetic treatments, 
improved interchanges, and increased median width for future improvements. 

 I-275 Northbound from Himes Avenue to the Hillsborough River – Corridor Length:  2 miles, Construction 
Cost:  $109 million, Start: August 2007 – Completion: Spring 2010. Reconstruction of a 3-lane roadway into 
a 4-lane roadway primarily south of the existing alignment. Improvements also included: providing an 
increased median width reserved for future transportation needs, new bridges with improved height 
clearances, shoulder-mounted 8-foot noise walls near densely developed residential areas, aesthetic 
treatments, and improved lighting and drainage. 

   



 Pond Siting Report 

Tampa Interstate Study SEIS Page 4  November 2019 
 

 
SOURCE: FDOT 2000-2015 

Notes: Green line represents TBX Sections 4, 5, and 6, referred to as Segments1A, 2A, and part of 2B in the 1996 TIS FEIS; Grey line comprises part of TBX Section 5, referred to as Segment 2A in the 1996 
TIS FEIS; Dark blue line comprises part of TBX Section 6, referred to as part of Segment 2B in the 1996 TIS FEIS; the light blue line comprises part of TBX Section 6, referred to as Segment 3A and 3C in the 
1996 TIS FEIS; the turquoise line comprises part of TBX Section 6, referred to as part of Segment 3B and Segment 3C in the 1996 TIS FEIS. 

Figure 1-2 Tampa Interstate Study Completed Improvement Projects 
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 I-4/I-275 Interchange Operational Improvements (Downtown Tampa Interchange) - Corridor Length:  2.7 
miles, Construction Cost:  $81 million, Start: October 2002 – Completion: December 2006. Capacity and 
safety improvements to the Downtown Tampa Interchange, which widened both interstates to four lanes in 
each direction. Improvements also included: extending the Ashley Street entrance ramp, providing a local 
auxiliary exit ramp system, improving weaving movements related to the I-275 southbound to I-4 eastbound 
flyover ramp, shoulder-mounted 8-foot noise walls near densely developed residential areas, landscaping 
within infield area and aesthetic treatments. 

 I-4 from West of 14th Street to East of 50th Street – Corridor Length: 3.2 miles, Construction Cost: $185 
million, Start: February 2004 – Completion: Fall 2007. Reconstruction of a 4-lane roadway into a 6-lane 
roadway (three lanes in each direction with auxiliary lanes) to tie into the Downtown Tampa Interchange 
improvement project completed in December 2006. Improvements also included: providing an increased 
median width reserved for future transportation needs, new bridges with improved height clearances, 
shoulder-mounted 8-foot noise walls near densely developed residential areas, aesthetic treatments, and 
improved lighting and drainage. 

 I-4/Lee Roy Selmon Expressway Interchange – Corridor Length: 1 mile, Construction Cost: $425 million, 
Start: March 2010 – Completion: Spring 2014. Construction of a new north-south toll interchange, which 
connects I-4 with the Lee Roy Selmon Expressway (SR 618). The elevated roadway with an all-electronic toll 
collection system links these two, major east-west corridors, and provides “truck-only” lanes for direct 
access to the Port Tampa Bay to reduce heavy truck traffic from local roads in Ybor City. Aesthetic treatments 
were also included in this project. 

In 2011, FDOT released the Florida Transportation Vision for the 21st Century. The vision focused on innovative 
financing alternatives, advancing projects, and accommodating economic growth. While the 1996 TIS FEIS 
always included express lanes along the region’s interstates, tolling was not a consideration at the time. As a 
result of the 2011 Vision, FDOT initiated a master plan study in 2012 to determine the feasibility of dynamically 
tolling the proposed express lanes on the interstate. FDOT’s 2015 Tampa Bay Express (TBX) Master Plan, which 
included the TIS Project limits, established a system-wide framework for implementation of dynamically-tolled 
express lanes within the Tampa Bay Region. As part of the development of the TBX Master Plan, FDOT conducted 
extensive outreach, beginning with focus groups, to better understand public perceptions of the express lanes 
concept. 

Due to funding constraints for the implementation of the ultimate capacity improvements envisioned in the TBX 
Master Plan for the Tampa Bay Region, FDOT identified a series of express lane projects in the five-year work 
program that could be advanced. FDOT could build each of these smaller-scale projects within a five-year 
window. FDOT considers these shorter-term improvements the “Starter Projects.” The Hillsborough County 
MPO formally added the Starter Projects to the fiscally-constrained Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 
in 2015. The Tampa Bay Regional Transportation Authority (TBARTA) also included the Starter Projects in the 
2015 Regional Transportation Master Plan Update. 

2. DEFINITION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

The alternatives that will be evaluated in the TIS SEIS are described in the following sections. 
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2.1 No Further Action Alternative 

Portions of the Selected Alternative in the 1996 TIS FEIS have been constructed, so the No-Action Alternative 
that was evaluated in previous studies is no longer applicable. Therefore, a new No Further Action Alternative 
will be evaluated for comparison to the 1996 TIS FEIS Long-Term Preferred Alternative and a 2018 Express Lane 
Alternative. The No Further Action Alternative is defined as the existing transportation system plus projects 
included in the Hillsborough MPO’s Imagine 2040: Hillsborough Long Range Transportation Plan.  In Segment 
1A, the No Further Action Alternative includes construction of the general use lanes (outer roadways) within the 
I-275/SR 60 Interchange, which was approved under the 1999 ROD. Within the TIS SEIS study area, the remainder 
of the Imagine 2040 projects have already been built. This alternative provides a baseline against which the Build 
alternatives can be compared. 

2.2 1996 TIS FEIS Long-Term Preferred Alternative (Non-Tolled) 

Proposed improvements of the 1996 TIS FEIS Long-Term Alternative consist of a four-roadway system (general 
use lanes that provide local access and non-tolled express lanes in each direction of travel) on I-275 throughout 
the study limits and the preservation of a HOV/Transitway corridor within the interstate alignment. Proposed 
interchange improvements include: 

 a fully directional interchange for the I-275 connection to the SR 60/Veterans Expressway; 

 modifications to the existing Westshore Boulevard, Lois Avenue, and Dale Mabry Highway interchanges; 

 split interchange ramps remaining at Howard and Armenia Avenues; 

 a new west bank Central Business District (CBD) interchange with ramps to and from the west on I-275 at 
North Boulevard; 

 a fully directional interchange for the I-4/I-275 connection; 

 removal of the existing ramps to and from the north at Floribraska Avenue; 

 a full interchange at Dr. MLK, Jr. Boulevard; 

 reconfiguration of the split interchange at Columbus Drive and 50th Street; 

 removal of the interchange ramps at 40th Street; 

 a new directional freeway-to-freeway interchange with the proposed I-4/Selmon Expressway Connector on 
I-4 near 31st Street; and 

 a new Ybor City/east side CBD split interchange on I-4 at 14th and 15th Streets (with extension of the ramps 
at 14th and 15th Streets as parallel frontage roads to 21st and 22nd Streets to replace the existing access from 
I-4 to these streets). 

Other new non-interstate improvements include the following: 

 the removal of the 19th Street overpass and the maintenance of the 26th Street overpass; 

 the extension of Sherrill Street from Memorial Highway (SR 60) and Kennedy Boulevard under I-275 to 
Cypress Street; 

 the extension of Trask Street under I-275; 

 a Lemon Street Connector to Westshore Boulevard from Occident Street; 

 park-n-ride lots to provide access to HOV lanes located at the Florida State Fairgrounds, Yukon Street, Sinclair 
Hills Road, and SR 56; 

 overpass width to accommodate pedestrian and bicycle facilities on cross street; and 
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 a multi-modal terminal/parking garage at the northern end of the Marion Street. 

The 1996 TIS FEIS Long-Term Preferred Alternative has been reevaluated numerous times throughout the past 
20 years as the various segments of interstate have been constructed. Therefore, this alternative consists of the 
original impacts, as updated by the approved re-evaluations. 

2.3 2018 Express Lane Alternative (Tolled or Non-Tolled Build Alternative) 

Improvements identified for the segments that will be evaluated in the TIS SEIS include major components of 
the 1996 TIS FEIS Long-Term Preferred Alternative. There are areas where the design has changed in alignment 
and configuration. The TIS segments that will be evaluated in the SEIS and the design differences from the 1996 
TIS FEIS Long-Term Preferred Alternative are described in the following sections. Figure 1-1 shows the TIS SEIS 
segments. 

2B – I‐275 from East of Rome Avenue to North of MLK, Jr. Boulevard and I‐4 from I‐275 to East of 15th Street: 
Operational improvements at the I‐275/I‐4 interchange were included in the 1996 TIS FEIS. The design changes 
include tolled or non-tolled express lanes; changes in access to express lanes, which include adding a direct 
connection to the downtown local street network and slip ramp access north and east of downtown; adding 
overpasses at several locations to open cross‐connections of local streets through the interstate footprint; and 
additional right-of-way (ROW) acquisition involving vacant or undeveloped portions of land at a few pinch‐
points. This section is adjacent to several historic districts and primarily residential areas. 

3A – I‐4 from East of 15th Street to East of 34th Street: The general use and express lanes in this section were 
included in the 1996 TIS FEIS. The outer roadway (general use lanes) has already been constructed from 21st 
Street to 34th Street. The design changes involve tolled or non-tolled express lanes; changes in access to express 
lanes, which include slip ramp access east of downtown; and ramp access change with I‐4 interchanges at 14/15th 
Street and 21/22nd Street. No additional ROW would be acquired. Land uses adjacent to this section include 
historic districts and a mix of residential and commercial areas such as Ybor City and East Tampa. 

3B – I‐4 from East of 34th Street to East of 50th Street: The general use lanes in this section were included in the 
1996 TIS FEIS. The outer roadway (general use lanes) has already been constructed from 34th Street to 50th Street. 
Minimal ROW would be acquired in this section just east of 50th Street to accommodate barrier separated 
express lanes along I-4 while accommodating an eastbound ingress just east of 50th Street. Work in this section 
would include adding express lanes in the median and adjustments in access between express and general lanes. 
This would require the mainline and eastbound entrance ramp to shift south of the existing ROW within the 
limits of the ramp. 

3C – I‐4/Lee Roy Selmon Expressway Interchange: These improvements were fully constructed in 2014 and are 
not a part of the SEIS. 

2.4 Design Options for the 2018 Express Lane Alternative 

Several design options are being considered as part of the Build Alternatives. They are described below. 

 Downtown Interchange Design Options (Segment 2B) 

Four express lane interchange design options are being considered for the Downtown Interchange in Segment 
2B. They represent both tolled and non-tolled options for managed lanes. 
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 Options A and B - Reconstructed Interchange - The proposed improvements under Options A and B would 
include reconstructing the interchange to provide a fully directional interchange for the I-4/I-275 
connection, with express lanes. The design options include changes in access to express lanes, which include 
adding a direct connection to the downtown local street network and slip ramp access north and east of 
downtown; adding overpasses at several locations to open cross‐connections of local streets through the 
interstate footprint; and additional ROW acquisition involving vacant or undeveloped portions of land at a 
few pinch‐points. This section is adjacent to several historic districts and primarily residential areas. The 
differences between Options A and B are as follows: 

 Option A - Reconstructed Interchange with Express Lanes to the North:  Option A includes express lanes 
along the north leg of I-275 with direct connections to I-275 and I-4. 

 Option B - Reconstructed Interchange without Express Lanes to the North: Option B does not include 
express lanes along the north leg of I-275 and does not include direct connections from the express lanes 
to the north leg of I-275. 

 Options C and D - Existing Interchange with Elevated Express Lanes - Proposed improvements under 
Options C and D would include preserving the existing I-275 and I-4 interstate while adding express lanes on 
elevated structure from west of the Hillsborough River to I-4. Access would be provided to the downtown 
street grid from the elevated express lanes. However, like the 1996 Long-Term Preferred Alternative, there 
would be no access to Floribraska Avenue since the ramps would be eliminated. Other improvements include 
providing two-lane ramps for connections to I-4 and the north leg of I-275, adding express lane ramp 
connections from I-4 to the north leg of I-275 and reconfiguring the eastbound I-4 exit to Ybor City, to 
increase capacity and improve operations between the Selmon Connector and the north leg of I-275. Adding 
express lane ramp connection from I-4 to the north leg of I-275 would eliminate weaving on I-4 for traffic 
traveling to and from the Selmon Connector and the north leg of I-275. Reconfiguring the eastbound I-4 exit 
to Ybor City would eliminate weaving between the southbound I-275 ramp to eastbound I-4 and the exit to 
Ybor City. This would be accomplished by removing the ramp along eastbound I-4, currently serving only 
21st/22nd Street and providing separate exits from northbound I-275 and southbound I-275. 

The exit from northbound I-275 would be located between Palm Avenue and Nebraska Avenue while the 
exit from southbound I-275 would be located off the two-lane flyover to eastbound I-4. Those two separate 
ramps would then combine along the south side of the eastbound I-4 mainline east of Nebraska Avenue and 
would tie into 14th/15th Street, providing a new access point the would serve both the 14th/15th Street and 
21st/22nd Street interchanges. The ramp would align with the eastbound frontage road that currently 
connects 14th/15th Street and 21st/22nd Street. The frontage road would be widened to two lanes to facilitate 
traffic to 21st/22nd Street. The differences between Options C and D are as follows: 

 Option C - Existing Interchange with Elevated Express Lanes – South Side of I-275: Under Option C, the 
elevated express lanes would fly out from the median of I-275 west of the Hillsborough River over the 
northbound I-275 lanes to the outside of the existing interstate and run adjacent to the existing 
northbound I-275 lanes from the Hillsborough River to I-4, on the south side of I-275.  The elevated 
express lanes would turn east along I-4 by crossing over to the north side of I-4, adjacent to the 
westbound I-4 lanes from I-275 to east of 15th Street.  The elevated express lanes would then fly over 
the westbound I-4 lanes back into the median of I-4 just west of 21st Street. 

 Option D - Existing Interchange with Elevated Express Lanes – North Side of I-275: Under Option D, the 
elevated express lanes would fly out from the median of I-275 west of the Hillsborough River over the 
southbound I-275 lanes to the outside of the existing interstate and run adjacent to the existing 
southbound I-275 lanes from the Hillsborough River to I-4, on the north side of I-275.  The elevated 
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express lanes would turn east along I-4, adjacent to the westbound I-4 lanes from I-275 to east of 15th 
Street.  The elevated express lanes would then fly over the westbound I-4 lanes back into the median of 
I-4 just west of 21st Street. 

 Option E (Safety and Operational Improvements): In May 2019, FDOT held Alternatives Public Workshops 
to receive input on the Westshore and Downtown Alternatives, including Options A, B, C, and D, with the 
intent of recommending one of the options to carry forward as a part of the Recommended Locally Preferred 
Alternative (LPA). While there is definitive public support for reconstruction of the I-275/SR 60 Interchange 
(TIS Segment 1A), there are many factors that may impact the plans in the I-275/I-4 (TIS Segment 2B). 
Therefore, FDOT developed Option E in response to input from the public and area stakeholders including: 

 Continuous comments from the public to minimize ROW impacts to downtown neighborhoods  

 Comments and concerns related to the closure of the Floribraska Avenue ramps 

 Comments and concerns related to the potential impacts to the Perry Harvey Sr Park 

 Support for safety and operational improvements in the Downtown Interchange area  

The TIS SEIS Project Team reviewed the Options A, B, C, and D within the I-275/I-4 interchange and extracted 
and refined three improvements from the current concepts that would enhance safety and operational 
performance in alignment with the Purpose and Need. The improvements are shown in Appendix A and are 
discussed further in the following sections. The areas below would not be tolled. 

 Southbound I-275 to Eastbound I-4 - The southbound I-275 to eastbound I-4 improvements include 
widening the existing flyover ramp to two lanes. New signage located near Hillsborough Avenue would 
inform drivers that they can remain in the outermost lane to access the dual lane flyover ramp to I-4. 
The existing auxiliary lane that begins at the entrance ramp from Dr. MLK, Jr. Boulevard still would also 
provide drivers access to the I-4 flyover ramp without changing lanes. The existing exit ramp to 
Floribraska Avenue would remain. 

The improvements would also include relocating the exit ramp to Ybor City and East Tampa from the 
existing location at 21st/22nd Street to 14th/15th Street. The relocated exit ramp would provide enhanced 
access to businesses, educational institutions, and residential areas. Drivers would still access 21st/22nd 
Street via widening the existing single-lane frontage road, East 13th Avenue, to two lanes. These 
proposed operational improvements would be completed almost entirely within the existing FDOT 
owned ROW. Only one additional parcel impact is anticipated. 

 Westbound I-4 to Northbound I-275 - The westbound I-4 to northbound I-275 operational improvement 
would include widening the existing exit to northbound I-275. Westbound I-4 would be widened 
beginning at the westbound on-ramp from 21st Street and continuing to northbound I-275, providing for 
a widened two-lane exit to north I-275. 

The additional widened lane would continue north along I-275 to provide five lanes from I-4 to the 
Floribraska Avenue on-ramp.  Between the Floribraska Avenue on-ramp and the Dr. MLK, Jr. Boulevard 
exit ramp, a sixth auxiliary lane would be added connecting the existing Floribraska Avenue on-ramp to 
the Dr. MLK, Jr. Boulevard exit ramp. The existing single-lane exit ramp to Dr. MLK, Jr. Boulevard would 
be widened to two lanes. From the exit ramp to Dr. MLK, Jr. Boulevard north, the five lanes would 
continue and then reduce to four lanes prior to the on-ramp from Dr. MLK, Jr. Boulevard and continuing 
to Hillsborough Avenue. The on-ramp from Dr. MLK, Jr. Boulevard would merge prior to Osborne 
Avenue. Drivers in the innermost lane from the ramp to I-275 northbound would be able to continue in 
this lane to Hillsborough Avenue. These proposed operational improvements would be completed 
mostly within the existing FDOT owned ROW. Seven parcels would need to be acquired. 
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 Westbound I-4 to Southbound I-275 - The westbound I-4 to southbound I-275 operational 
improvements would include widening the southbound I-275 ramp from two lanes to three lanes. The 
three lanes would join the two lanes from southbound I-275 to provide five lanes. The five lanes would 
then merge to four lanes near Jefferson Street. The exit ramps to Downtown Tampa would be adjusted 
to improve spacing so drivers can more efficiently exit to downtown. The exit ramps would still serve 
Orange Avenue, Jefferson Street, Ashley Drive, and Doyle Carlton Drive. The improvements would 
remove the existing ramp bridge structure over I-275 as part of the ramp relocations. The existing 
shoulders would be widened on I-275 from Palm Avenue to Jefferson Street. These proposed operational 
improvements would be completed entirely within the existing FDOT owned ROW. 

Collectively the three operational/safety improvements make up the geometric improvements to the 
Downtown Interchange, which will be Option E.  

I-275 from Rome Avenue to Ashley Drive  
Northbound, the two express lanes from Segment 2A would merge to one lane approaching North 
Boulevard and continue as a new single-lane flyover ramp to the outside of northbound I-275 over the 
Hillsborough River.  The express lane ramp would then terminate to the outside of the Ashley Drive off-
ramp to downtown, providing direct access to downtown.  
 
Southbound, a new two-lane bridge would be constructed north of the existing southbound I-275 lanes 
over the Hillsborough River for the downtown on-ramps from Tampa Street and Ashley Drive. The existing 
general use lanes would shift outward and allow for the development of a buffer separated express lane 
beginning just east of North Boulevard.  A single-lane express lane ramp from the Ashley Drive/Tampa 
Street on-ramp would flyover from the outside of I-275 to the median of I-275 between North Boulevard 
and Willow Avenue. 
 
Segments 3A, 3B and 3C 

There are no improvements proposed in TIS Segments 3A and 3B under Design Option E. However, within 
these study limits, there is work proposed as part of the improvements associated with I-4 eastward to the 
Polk County Line (TB Next Section 8) that were approved under a separate NEPA action under WPI Segment 
431746-1. To make a seamless transition to I-4, FDOT prepared an Engineering and Environmental Technical 
Compendium (EETC) for I-4 from the Selmon Connector to east of 50th Street. FDOT prepared the EETC in 
support of the I-4 Categorical Exclusion prepared for TB Next Section 8.  For information, these 
improvements are shown as dashed in Appendix A (sheets 12-16). 

As indicated earlier in this document TIS Segment 3C, the Selmon Connector and its associate improvements 
along the Selmon Expressway were constructed as part of the 1997 TIS ROD and Design Change 
Reevaluation. 

3. REGULATORY SETTING 

The TIS SEIS Project stormwater management will comply with the federal, state, and local regulations of the 
FDOT, Southwest Florida Water Management District (SWFWMD), United States Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE), and Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP). 
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4. STORMWATER MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 

This section of the report is to evaluate conceptual SMF sites to meet federal, state, and local stormwater 
management requirements. The SMFs were sized using the stormwater regulatory design criteria outlined in the 
latest editions of the FDOT Drainage Manual (2020) and the SWFWMD Environmental Resource Permit Applicant’s 
Handbook Volume II (2018). 

This Pond Siting Report is preliminary and is used as an engineering tool to identify potential SMF sites. The 
recommendations are generated using highly variable factors for each SMF. The SMF site locations are screened 
using preliminary information based upon many assumptions and judgments. The calculations presented in this 
report are preliminary and help in estimating the preliminary size of the SMF for each basin. The sizes and limits 
of the basins associated with each SMF shown on the figures, tables, and included in the documentation are 
subject to change throughout the preliminary engineering and project design phases. 

4.1 Project Description 

The FDOT is evaluating the Interstate Modernization component of the TIS SEIS Project. This report evaluates 
the four Downtown Interchange Design Options (Options A-D) that were received on January 11, 2018 from 
Arcadis, and a fifth Design Option (Option E) that was received on October 28, 2019 for the 1996 TIS FEIS 
Segments 2B, 3A, and 3B (see Appendix A). The Design Options are preliminary and any modifications to these 
designs will need to be further evaluated during the future design phases of the project. The project limits for 
these segments is from I-275 at North Rome Avenue to north of MLK, Jr. Avenue (Osborne Avenue) and I-4 from 
I-275 to east of 50th Street. 

The study limits of Segments 2B, 3A, and 3B are located within Sections 1, 12, 13, and 14 of Township 29S, Range 
18E, and Sections 9, 10, 16, 17, and 18 of Township 29S, Range 19E, in Hillsborough County. Refer to Figure 4-1 
and Appendix B for a location map. 

 

Figure 4-1 Location Map 
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Design Option A includes the entire reconstruction of the I-275 / I-4 general use lanes and interchange; the 
addition of express lanes; and a premium transit corridor from the beginning of Segment 2B to the interchange 
and from the interchange to the end of Segment 3B along I-4. Design Option B includes the same improvements 
as Design Option A, but does not extend the express lanes north of the I-275 / I-4 interchange. Design Options C 
and D retain the existing interstate and interchange, and propose express lanes to the east and south of the 
interchange. Design Option C connects the express lanes from I-275 to I-4 via a viaduct whose alignment runs 
south of the interchange, and Design Option D connects them with a viaduct that runs north of the interchange. 
Design Option E proposes an operational improvement of the I-275 corridor and the I-275 / I-4 interchange 
through the reconstruction and widening of general use lanes and on ramps, off ramps, and interchange ramps. 

4.2 Existing SWFWMD Environmental Resource Permits 

 SWFWMD ERP #445619.005 – FDOT - 1-275, Himes Avenue to Hillsborough River (Issued 7/11/2013) 

 SWFWMD ERP #4320690.001 – DOT-SR 400 (I4) SEC 3 W 14TH TO E 50TH (Issued 9/25/2001) 

 SWFWMD ERP #4420690.004 – DOT I-275 & I-4 Interchange Mod. (Issued 4/21/2005) 

 SWFWMD ERP #4420690.007 – SR400 I-4 Lee Roy Selmon Interchange (Issued 12/4/2007) 

4.3 Watersheds 

The TIS SEIS Project study area drains to three watersheds – Hillsborough River Water Body Identification (WBID) 
1443E, Ybor City Drain WBID 1584A1, and Uceta Yard Drain WBID 1599. The Uceta Yard Drain is verified impaired 
for fecal coliform and bacteria. The Ybor City Drain is verified impaired for dissolved oxygen, fecal coliform, and 
bacteria. Hillsborough River is not impaired. The TIS SEIS Project study area does not discharge to an Outstanding 
Florida Water (OFW). Refer to Figure 4-2 and Appendix B for the FDEP WBID map. 

 
SOURCE: FDEP, 2005 

Figure 4-2 FDEP WBID Map 
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4.4 Floodplains 

The adopted FEMA FIRM panels relevant to the project location (Map No. 12057C, Panels 0352H, 0353H, 0354H, 
0358H, 0359H, and 0360H dated August 28, 2008) designate the majority of the project as Zone X, which falls 
outside of the 100-year floodplain. The maps also indicate the Hillsborough River and a few adjacent water 
bodies as Zones A and AE. The proposed TIS SEIS Project in Segments 2B, 3A, and 3B does not impact FEMA 
designated 100-year floodplain. Refer to Appendix B for the FEMA FIRM figures. 

A floodplain impact analysis is provided in the Location Hydraulics Memorandum for this project. The analysis 
determined that the widening would have minimum encroachment the 100-year floodplain. No floodplain 
mitigation is expected to be required. 

4.5 Soils Information 

The Soil Survey of Hillsborough County prepared by NRCS, obtained from the United States Department of 
Agriculture (USDA) website indicates several soil types within the TIS SEIS Project study area and contributing 
drainage areas. The soil information is summarized in Table 4-1 and presented in Appendix B. 

Table 4-1 NRCS Soils Information 

Unit Name 
Unit 

Symbol 
Drainage Class 

Depth to SHWT 
(inches) 

Hydrologic Soil 
Group 

Archbold fine sand 3 Moderately Well Drained 42 – 72 A 

Candler fine sand 7 Excessively Drained > 80 A 

Candler-Urban land complex 9 Excessively Drained > 80 A 

Millhopper-Urban land complex 28 Moderately Well Drained 42 – 72 A 

Myakka-Urban land complex 32 Poorly Drained 6 – 18 A/D 

Ona-Urban land complex 34 Poorly Drained 6 – 18 B/D 

Pomello-Urban land complex 42 Moderately Well Drained 24 – 42 A 

St. Johns fine sand 46 Poorly Drained 0 – 12 B/D 

Tavares-Urban land complex 55 Moderately Well Drained 42 – 72 A 

Urban land 56 Unclassified Unlisted Unclassified 

SOURCE: USDA, 2018 

4.6 Regulatory Agency Criteria 

The SWFWMD and FDOT state agency criteria controls the design of the stormwater management for the 
project. The specific criterion for water quality and water quantity is discussed within this section. 

Water Quality (Treatment) 

SWFWMD requires the following water quality criteria: 

 Wet SMFs shall treat the first one-inch of stormwater runoff from the increased impervious area. 
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 Dry SMFs shall treat the first one-half inch of stormwater runoff from the increased impervious area. 

Impervious area is a combination of the directly connected impervious area (DCIA), unconnected impervious 
area from local roads, and pond control surface areas. Any existing treatment volume lose due to the project is 
required to be replaced by the proposed SMFs. Many existing SMFs were originally designed to provide 
treatment volume for the entire contributing basin area. This report confirms that the existing provided 
treatment volume remains adequate in the proposed condition. Additionally, for future flexibility in the design 
the dry retention facilities were sized to treat the first 1 inch of stormwater runoff, which is 0.5 inches additional 
beyond the minimum requirements.  

This TIS SEIS Project study area does not discharge to any OFWs. Proposed SMFs that discharge to basins that 
have been verified impaired for nutrients are required by SWFWMD to provide a net improvement for the 
impaired nutrients so that the nutrient loading discharged from the proposed site is equal to or less than the 
nutrient loading discharged from the existing site. However, SWFWMD has confirmed that SMFs designed and 
permitted for future development (e.g. ultimate typical section) would not be required to meet the impaired 
waters criteria. 

Water Quantity (Attenuation) 

For basins with a positive outfall, or open basins, SWFWMD requires that the proposed peak discharge rate from 
the basin be less than or equal to the existing peak discharge rate for the 25-year/24-hour SWFWMD storm 
event in accordance with Sections 3.1.a.1 and 3.1.b of the SWFWMD ERP Applicant’s Handbook, Volume II. 
Basins directly discharging to tidal water bodies are exempt from attenuating peak discharges per Section 3.1.c 
of the SWFWMD ERP Applicant’s Handbook, Volume II. 

For basins without a positive discharge, or closed basins, the project shall attenuate the pre- versus post- runoff 
volume for the 100-year/24-hour SWFWMD storm event and the 100-year/10-day FDOT storm event per 
SWFWMD and FDOT criteria, respectively. 

4.7 Environmental Look Around 

An environmental look around was conducted by the FDOT with regional stakeholders to explore watershed-
wide impacts and environmental considerations. At this time, no commitments are in place to be included in this 
report. 

4.8 Environmental Clearances 

A contamination analysis for the project study area is provided in the Contamination Screening Evaluation report 
that was prepared separately. The results of the contamination screening indicate that most of the SMF sites 
evaluated in this report are of “Low” risk rating. However, three SMF sites had a risk rating of “Medium” and 
one had a risk rating of “High”. A level II field screening should be conducted at these proposed SMFs depending 
on the selected Design Option. 

A Natural Resource Evaluation and the Cultural Resource Assessment Survey Update were prepared separately. 
No archaeological impacts, wetland impacts, or adverse effects to state- or federally-threatened and 
endangered species are anticipated for proposed SMF sites. The four SMF sites alternative located outside of 
the existing FDOT owned ROW, and one within FDOT owned ROW, are identified as impacts historical buildings. 
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The findings of these reports that are relevant to the PSR are summarized in Section 5.8. 

4.9 Existing Drainage Patterns 

The TIS SEIS Project study area is located within a gently sloped (1-5 percent slope) terrain, with a predominant 
Urban and Built-Up land use classification. In general, runoff within the Hillsborough River WBID will flow 
inwards west and east towards the Hillsborough River, largely through closed storm sewer systems. Runoff 
within the Ybor City Drain drainage basin flows south into the Ybor Channel and McKay Bay, and runoff within 
the Uceta Yard Drain drainage basin flows south into the mouth of the Palm River / Tampa Bypass Canal. Refer 
to the Existing Conditions figure in Appendix D that shows the basins described below. A summary of the existing 
SMFs is provided in Table 4-2. 

The I-275 portion of Segment 2B has six separate basins. The basins are summarized below: 

 Basin 1 spans from N. Rome Avenue to North Boulevard and contains existing SMF 5L and SMF 5RA. SMF 5L 
was designed to treat runoff for the entirety of the westbound lanes and median from N. Himes Avenue to 
North Boulevard. SMF 5RA treats runoff for the eastbound lanes. Both SMFs discharge directly to the 
Hillsborough River and do not provide any attenuation. This basin has been permitted under SWFWMD ERP 
5619.001 and ERP 5619.005. 

 Basin 2 spans from North Boulevard to the Hillsborough River. Runoff from this area does not drain to an 
existing SMF and discharges directly to Hillsborough River untreated. 

 Basin 3 spans from the Hillsborough River to south of the I-275 / I-4 interchange and contains SMF 1A and 
SMF 1C. Both SMFs provide treatment for a partial amount I-275 impervious area and provide attenuation 
so that the existing storm sewer outfall is not overloaded with any additional runoff from the project. The 
permitted portion of the basin was approved under SWFWMD ERP 20690.004. 

 Basin 4 encompasses the I-275 / I-4 interchange from south of the interchange at E. Palm Avenue to E. 
Floribraska Avenue to the north and N. 14th Street to the east. The existing SMF 1G and SMF 1H are located 
within the basin limits. Both SMFs provide treatment for a partial amount I-275 impervious area and provide 
attenuation so that the existing storm sewer outfall is not overloaded with any additional runoff from the 
project. An existing 60-inch diameter pipe routes the runoff that drains to these SMFs southwest to SMF 1C. 
The runoff from the pair of ramps between N. Nebraska Avenue to N. 14th Street and E. Columbus Drive to 
E. Floribraska Avenue is not currently treated, and instead is directly discharged south to the Ybor Channel. 
Previously permitted increases in impervious area within these limits were treated within SMFs 1A, 1C, 1G, 
and 1H. This permitted portion of the basin was approved under SWFWMD ERP 20690.004. 

 Basin 5 spans from E. Floribraska Avenue to E. Lake Avenue. The basin runoff drains towards the midpoint 
of the basin limit where it is routed westward to the pond at Robles Park. This pond connects southwest to 
a closed storm sewer system via a pump station that discharges to the Hillsborough River at Ridgewood Park. 
The basin is a volume sensitive closed basin due to the limited capacity of the pumped outfall. No formal 
treatment or attenuation has been permitted for this basin. 

 Basin 6 spans from E. Lake Avenue to E. Osborne Avenue. Runoff drains towards the center of the basin 
where it discharges westward through a closed storm sewer system along E. Emma Street. The ultimate 
discharge is directly to the Hillsborough River at Rivercrest Park. No formal treatment or attenuation has 
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been permitted for this basin. This basin was previously referred to as Sunshine Park Basin in the TIS 
Drainage Master Plan (FDOT 1991, pp. 14). 

The limits of I-4 in Segments 3A and 3B contain existing SMF’s within the associated five basins. These SMFs 
were designed for the full build-out design condition. This included sizing the SMFs for treatment and 
attenuation of the entire contributing drainage area for each SMF (typically includes eastbound lanes, 
westbound lanes, median, and pond sites). A CN of 98 was used for the entirety of these areas. 

The existing stormwater management provides attenuation and treatment volume for the first 1 inch of runoff 
from the contributing drainage area. This Pond Siting Report documents the existing SMFs that are permitted 
through SWFWMD and assesses the need for modification to the existing SMFs or the addition of proposed 
SMFs. The basins and SMFs are summarized below: 

 Basin 7 spans from N. 14th Street to N. 21st Street along I-4. Runoff is routed to existing SMF 100-1, SMF 
100-2, and SMF 100-3 for treatment and attenuation. These SMFs connect to a closed storm sewer system 
that drains south down N. 15th Street and discharges directly to the Ybor Channel. This basin has been 
permitted under SWFWMD ERP 20690.001, previously referred to as Basin 100. 

 Basin 8 spans from N. 21st Street to the Selmon Expressway Connector. Runoff is routed to existing SMF 
200-1, SMF 200-2, SMF 200-3, SMF 200-4, and SMF 200-5 for treatment and attenuation. These SMFs 
connect to a closed storm sewer system that routes stormwater south and parallel to the Selmon 
Expressway Connector, underneath Adamo Drive to a channel at the south end of the Selmon Expressway 
Connector, which directly discharges to McKay Bay. This basin has been permitted under SWFWMD ERP 
20690.001, previously referred to as Basin 200. 

 Basin 9 encompasses the interchange of I-4, the Selmon Expressway Connector, and I-4 from the interchange 
to the CSX. Runoff is routed to the existing SMF 200-6 and the connected SMF 300-1A and SMF 300-1B for 
treatment and attenuation. SMF 300-1A and SMF 300-1B connect to a closed storm sewer system that routes 
stormwater south to a ditch that is located south of E. 2nd Avenue between the Selmon Expressway 
Connector and N. 34th Street. The ditch connects to the same channel that Basin 8 discharges to before 
discharging to McKay Bay. SMF 200-6 is routed south via a ditch underneath the Selmon Expressway 
Connector before connecting to the same storm sewer system as SMF 300-1A and SMF 300-1B. This basin 
has been most recently permitted under SWFWMD ERP 20690.007. 

 Basin 10 spans along I-4 from the CSX to E. 14th Avenue. A portion of the basin from the CSX to N. 40th 
Street is collected and routed to the same storm sewer system as SMF 300-1A and SMF 300-1B without any 
formal treatment or attenuation. The rest of the basin from the CSX to N. 40th Street is collected and directly 
discharged to a wetland on the northeast quadrant of I-4 and N. 40th Street. From N. 40th Street to E. 14th 
Avenue, runoff drains to existing SMF 400-1, which is located near the intersection of N. 45th Street and E. 
12th Avenue and provides treated and attenuated. SMF 400-1 discharges to a ditch that routes water south 
to a wetland and discharges south through a ditch to McKay Bay. This basin has been permitted under 
SWFWMD ERP 20690.001, previously referred to as Basin 400. 

 Basin 11 spans from N. 50th Street to E. 26th Avenue adjacent to Lake Juan. Runoff is routed to existing 
SMFs SMF 800-1, SMF 800-2, and SMF 800-3 that provide only attenuation. Stormwater treatment was not 
provided in these SMFs. However, compensatory treatment for this basin was provided in Basins 7 through 
10 (100-400), as well as 6.27 acres (ac) of local roadway impervious area. This basin has been permitted 
under SWFWMD ERP 20690.001, previously referred to as Basin 800. 
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Table 4-2 Existing SMF Summary 

Basin 
Existing 

SMF 

Permitted for 
the Ultimate 

Condition 

Permitted 
Treatment 

Volume 
Required 

(ac-ft) 

Permitted 
Treatment 

Volume 
Provided 

(ac-ft) 

Excess 
Treatment 

Volume 

(ac-ft) 

Treatment Type 

1 
SMF 5L Yes 2.80 2.90 0.10 Effluent Filtration 

SMF 5RA Yes 1.06 1.34 0.28 Effluent Filtration 

2 None No N/A N/A N/A N/A 

3 
SMF 1A No 

1.07 

0.72 

0.70 

Wet Detention 

SMF 1C No 0.34 Wet Detention 

4 
SMF 1G No 0.12 Wet Detention 

SMF 1H No 0.58 Wet Detention 

5 None No N/A N/A N/A N/A 

6 None No N/A N/A N/A N/A 

7 

SMF 100-1 Yes 
1.68 1.85 0.17 

Wet Detention 

SMF 100-2 Yes Wet Detention 

SMF 100-3 Yes 0.64 0.65 0.01 Wet Detention 

8 

SMF 200-1 Yes 0.54 0.52 -0.02 Effluent Filtration 

SMF 200-2 Yes 0.54 0.54 0.00 Wet Detention 

SMF 200-3 Yes 1.03 1.05 0.02 Wet Detention 

SMF 200-4 Yes 0.72 0.73 0.01 Wet Detention 

SMF 200-5 Yes 0.56 0.54 -0.02 Wet Detention 

9 

SMF 200-6 Yes 0.59 0.62 0.03 Wet Detention 

SMF 300-1A Yes 0.90 1.37 0.47 Wet Detention 

SMF 300-1B Yes 1.35 0.94 -0.41 Wet Detention 

10 SMF 400-1 Yes 2.89 2.96 0.07 Wet Detention 

11 

SMF 800-1 Yes 0.41 0.00 -0.41 None Provided 

SMF 800-2 Yes 0.55 0.00 -0.55 None Provided 

SMF 800-3 Yes 1.03 0.00 -1.03 None Provided 

5. STORMWATER MANAGEMENT ANALYSIS 

The objective of the analysis is to identify SMF locations that are hydraulically feasible and environmentally 
permittable to provide presumptive treatment requirements based on the best available information. If a 
proposed SMF is located outside of the existing ROW, a minimum of two SMF sites were evaluated. If the 
proposed SMF is located within the existing ROW, no additional sites were evaluated. 

The stormwater management needs associated with Options A and B are greatest due to the larger footprint of 
these options in the vicinity of the interchange. However, east of 26th Avenue along I-4 the Design Options A – 
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D are identical except for the absence of the proposed transit corridor in the median for Design Options C and 
D. Design Option E proposes no improvements east of 19th Street and the improvements proposed in Basin 7 
result in a net removal of 0.56 ac of pavement. 

The following alternatives were evaluated for Design Options A and B. The stormwater management 
requirements for Alternative 2 remain the same as Alternative 1. However, the evaluation of Alternative 2 
focused on eliminating the proposed SMFs in Basins 5 and 6 via the construction of a new outfall pipe that would 
directly discharge to the tidal waters of the Hillsborough River. Direct discharge to tidal waters eliminates the 
need to attenuate post peak discharge rates to existing discharge rates. Design Options C and D did not require 
two alternatives, since there were no proposed roadway impacts to Basins 5 and 6 and all proposed SMFs are 
located within FDOT owned ROW. 

Alternative - 1: The utilization of existing SMFs within Basin 1; the feasibility of providing SMF sites within 
the existing ROW and remnant parcels in Basins 2 through 4; the construction of new SMFs for Basins 5 and 
6; and utilization of existing SMFs within Basins 7 through 11. 
Alternative - 2: The feasibility of providing SMF sites within the existing ROW and remnant parcels for Basins 
3 through 6 via the construction of a new storm drain outfall for direct discharge to Hillsborough River; 
Alternative 1 would apply for Basins 1, 2, and 7 through 11. 

5.1 Proposed SMF Configuration Assumptions 

The proposed wet detention stormwater evaluation was performed using the following criteria: 

 A 20 ft maintenance berm. 

 1:4 side slopes. 

 A minimum 1 ft of freeboard between the high water and berm elevation. 

 The inside top of bank elevation no more than 1 ft above or below the existing average grade elevation. 

 A design control elevation at the estimated seasonal high water table (SHWT) elevation. 

 A minimum 1.5 ft of depth below the control elevation for permanent pool volume. 

The proposed dry retention stormwater evaluation was performed using the following criteria: 

 A 15 ft maintenance berm. 

 1:4 side slopes. 

 A minimum 1 ft of freeboard between the high water and berm elevation. 

 A minimum 2 ft of clearance between the pond bottom/control elevation and the SHWT elevation. 

 Stormwater Management Facility Aesthetics 

As part of an ongoing effort by FDOT in response to public input, the proposed SMFs should adhere to the 
department’s adopted Highway Beautification Policy by considering aesthetic effects, when feasible. This should 
include naturalistic and curvilinear shapes, landscape shelves, tree plantings, selective clearing, and other 
aesthetic improvements. In several instances, the preliminary design of SMFs incorporated minor to moderate 
excess volume and size in pursuit of conservative design parameters. Final stormwater management design 
would allow for the conversion of the excess volume into landscape shelves or variation of cross slopes should 
the design assumptions prove conservative and the design requirements not increase with later roadway 
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designs. Ancillary landscaping elements such as fencing and tree plantings are not considered in this report and 
are expected to be further developed during later project stages. Refer to Appendix 4 – Urban Design Guidelines 
Summary of Appendix E – Memorandum of Agreement of the 1996 TIS FEIS (FDOT 1996). 

This Pond Siting Report evaluates SMF sites located underneath bridges. Siting SMFs underneath bridges is not 
always desirable in the interest of aesthetics. However, it allows for the avoidance of ROW acquisition. This 
consideration has been discussed with the Department. 

5.2 Design Option A – Alternative 1 

This report evaluates new stormwater management SMFs for Basins 1 through 6 and confirms that the existing 
stormwater management design for Basins 7 through 11 is adequate in the existing condition for the proposed 
roadway design. The existing condition for Basins 7 through 11 has been permitted in ERP 20690.001 and ERP 
20690.007, which designed for the ultimate build-out and sized SMFs for the future improvements. Presented 
in the permit’s SWFWMD engineering worksheets (included in Appendix E) are each existing basin’s impervious 
area and the proposed impervious area. The proposed Design Option A impervious area is less than what was 
originally designed for, making the existing stormwater management design adequate for the proposed 
improvements. A discussion of each individual basin is below and summary of the proposed basin treatment is 
provided in Table 5-8. Refer to the Design Option A – Alternative 1 & 2 figures presented in Appendix D. 

Basin 1 

The proposed reconstruction of the I-275 general use lanes and addition of express lanes and premium transit 
do not extend beyond the existing interstate limits. The existing stormwater management (SMF 5L and SMF 5RA) 
provides treatment for the entirety of the encompassing roadway extents, which would accommodate Design 
Option A required treatment volume. SMF 5L was permitted with 0.10 ac-ft of treatment volume more than 
required, which is adequate volume to treat an additional 1.0 ac of impervious area, if required by any 
modification extending outside the current project footprint. Therefore, no new SMF sites would be required 
for Basin 1. Please note that the contributing area to the existing SMFs extend west beyond the Segment 2B SEIS 
study limits for Basin 1 and coordination between sections is required as the TIS SEIS Project moves into the 
design phases. 

Basin 2 

The proposed SMF 2A is located underneath the proposed I-275 Bridge and within the previously acquired 
Presbyterian Village Parcel. The SMF is sized to provide treatment volume for the increase in impervious area of 
Basin 2, the increase in impervious area of the adjacent local roadway, and the SMF control surface area. An 
alternative site is presented as SMF 2B, in a location similar to the 1996 TIS location. A third alternative to 
providing an SMF within Basin 2 would be to eliminate the pond altogether and to utilize the excess treatment 
volume in Basins 3 and 4, which has a total excess treatment volume greater than what is required for Basin 2.  

The NRCS Soil Survey identifies the predominant soil type as 55 – Tavares-Urban land complex, 0 to 5 percent 
slopes with an estimated depth to water table of 42-72 inches. A depth to SHWT of 3.28 ft was used below the 
average grade elevation of 12.00, yielding a SHWT elevation of 8.72. See Table 5-1 for a summary of SMF 2A and 
2B. Refer to Appendix D for the Design Option A – Alternative 1 & 2 Basin 2 figure and calculations. 
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Table 5-1 Design Option A – Alternatives 1 and 2 Proposed SMF 2A and 2B Summary 

SMF1 
Treatment 

Type 

Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / 
Control EL 

Weir EL DHW EL 
Inside 

T.O.B. EL 

SMF 2A Wet Detention 1.15 8.72 9.72 N/A 12.00 

SMF 2B Wet Detention 0.98 8.72 9.72 N/A 12.00 
1 Only one SMF is required 

Basin 3 

The existing SMFs 1A and 1C within Basin 3 were designed to provide 0.72 ac-ft and 0.34 ac-ft of treatment 
volume respectively. Both of these SMFs will be impacted by the proposed design option. The four proposed 
SMFs are all required and sized to provide treatment for the increase in I-275 impervious area, the SMF control 
surface area, and the replacement of existing 1.06 ac-ft of treatment volume. The reconstruction of local roads 
was evaluated in comparison to existing local roads and was found to have a reduced impervious area. Credit 
for the reduction of local road impervious area was not taken in the design of SMFs. The SHWT elevations for 
SMF 3A and 3B were obtained from existing ERP 20690.004 as 2.40m (7.87 ft) and 3.05m (10.00 ft) respectively 
and used in place of NRCS data. The SHWT elevation for SMF 3C was set at the SHWT elevation of SMF 3B. The 
NRCS Soil Survey identifies the predominant soil type for SMF 3D as 55 – Tavares-Urban land complex, 0 to 5 
percent slopes with an estimated depth to water table of 42-72 inches. A depth to SHWT of 3.28 ft was used 
below the average grade elevation of 45.00, yielding a SHWT elevation of 41.72. See Table 5-2 for a summary of 
SMF 3A, SMF 3B, SMF 3C, and SMF 3D. Refer to Appendix D for the Option A – Alternative 1 & 2 Basin 3 figure 
and calculations. 

Table 5-2 Design Option A – Alternatives 1 and 2 Proposed SMF 3A, 3B, 3C, and 3D Summary 

SMF 
Treatment 

Type 

Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / 
Control EL 

Weir EL DHW EL 
Inside 

T.O.B. EL 

SMF 3A Wet Detention 0.78 7.87 8.87 N/A 10.80 

SMF 3B Wet Detention 2.09 10.00 11.00 N/A 14.00 

SMF 3C Wet Detention 1.96 10.00 11.00 N/A 15.00 

SMF 3D Wet Detention 3.13 41.72 42.72 N/A 45.00 

Basin 4 

The existing SMFs 1G and 1H were designed to provide 0.12 ac-ft and 0.58 ac-ft of treatment volume 
respectively. Both of these SMFs will be eliminated by the proposed design option. Proposed SMF 4A and SMF 
4B are sized to provide treatment for the increase in I-275 impervious area, the SMF pond bottom area, and the 
replacement of the existing 0.70 ac-ft of treatment volume. The reconstruction of local and frontage roads was 
evaluated in comparison to existing local roads and were found to have a reduced impervious area. Credit for 
the reduction of local road impervious area was not taken in the design of SMF 4A.  

The NRCS Soil Survey identifies the predominant soil type as 55 – Tavares-Urban land complex, 0 to 5 percent 
slopes with an estimated depth to water table of 42-72 inches. The SHWT elevation was obtained from existing 
ERP 20690.004 as 7.35m (24.11 ft) and used in place of NRCS data. See Table 5-3 for a summary of SMF 4A and 
SMF 4B. Refer to Appendix D for the Option A – Alternative 1 Basin 4 figure and calculations. 
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Table 5-3 Design Option A – Alternative 1 Proposed SMF 4A and 4B Summary 

SMF 
Treatment 

Type 

Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / 
Bottom EL 

Weir EL DHW EL 
Inside 

T.O.B. EL 

SMF 4A Dry Retention 3.59 24.11 / 33.50 34.50 N/A 37.00 

SMF 4B Dry Retention 2.21 24.11 / 34.50 35.50 N/A 37.00 

Basin 5 

The proposed SMF 5A is sited per the 1996 TIS FEIS (FDOT 1996, pp. 4-86) and sized to provide treatment and 
attenuation for the increase in impervious area of the I-275 corridor and SMF control surface area. The 
reconstruction of adjacent local and frontage roads was evaluated in comparison to existing local roads and were 
found to have increased impervious area in the post-developed condition. Basin 5 is a closed basin and is drained 
by a pump station located southwest of the Robles Park pond. As such, closed basin SWFWMD criteria apply, 
and a secondary outfall to divert discharge to Basin 4 is needed to not increase runoff volume to the existing 
outfall.  

The NRCS Soil Survey identifies the predominant soil type as 55 – Tavares-Urban land complex, 0 to 5 percent 
slopes with an estimated depth to water table of 42-72 inches. A depth to SHWT of 3.28 ft was used below the 
average grade elevation of 42.00, yielding a SHWT elevation of 38.72. See Table 5-4 for a summary of SMF 5A. 
Refer to Appendix D for the Design Option A – Alternative 1 Basin 5 figure and calculations. 

Table 5-4 Design Option A – Alternative 1 Proposed SMF 5A Summary 

SMF Treatment Type 
Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / 
Control EL 

Weir EL DHW EL 
Inside 

T.O.B. EL 

SMF 5A Wet Detention 2.81 38.72 39.25 40.25 42.00 

Basin 6 

Two pond site locations were evaluated for Basin 6, but only one is required to meet the stormwater 
requirement. The proposed SMF 6A is the sited per the 1996 TIS FEIS (FDOT 1996, pp. 4-86) with a minor 
modification to avoid impact to the existing homes along Central Avenue. The SMF 6B site was evaluated as a 
no ROW option under the I-275 Bridge that is proposed to span Dr. MLK, Jr. Boulevard. However, it would result 
in additional construction costs associated with bridge lengthening. Per preliminary cost estimates received from 
HNTB on May 26, 2018, the excess costs associated with the bridge lengthening total to $20,328,950, which 
includes MOT, mobilization, design, and unknown costs. Each pond was sized to provide treatment and 
attenuation for the increase in impervious area of the I-275 corridor and SMF control water surface area. The 
reconstruction of local and frontage roads was compared to the existing roads and were found to have a reduced 
the total impervious area. However, no credit was applied in the SMF design for the reduction of impervious 
area.  

The NRCS Soil Survey identifies the predominant soil type as 55 – Tavares-Urban land complex, 0 to 5 percent 
slopes with an estimated depth to water table of 42-72 inches. A depth to SHWT of 3.28 ft was used below the 
average grade elevation of 47.00, yielding a SHWT elevation of 43.72. See Table 5-5 for a summary of SMF 6A 
and 6B. Refer to Appendix D for the Design Option A – Alternative 1 Basin 6 figure, calculations, and HNTB bridge 
extension cost estimate. 
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Table 5-5 Design Option A – Alternative 1 Proposed SMF 6A and 6B Summary 

SMF1 Treatment Type 
Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / 
Control EL 

Weir EL DHW EL 
Inside 

T.O.B. EL 

SMF 6A Wet Detention 1.92 43.72 44.50 45.80 47.00 

SMF 6B Wet Detention 1.66 43.72 44.50 45.60 47.00 
1 Only one SMF is required 

Storm Sewer Trunkline 

Under Design Option A – Alternative 1, the existing storm sewer trunkline outfall within Basins 3 and 4 would be 
required to be reconstructed and enlarged to allow direct connection to Hillsborough River. The tidally 
influenced outfall would eliminate the need for attenuation. For the purposes of comparing the costs of design 
options, a preliminary size and cost of a 1.5 mile trunkline from E. Floribraska Avenue to the Hillsborough River 
was estimated. Refer to Table 5-6 for the storm sewer design. The estimate of costs for the storm sewer trunkline 
sizes is provided in Table 5-7. 

Table 5-6 Design Option A – Alternative 1 Proposed Storm Sewer Trunkline Design 

Cumulative Drainage 
Area (ac) 

Storm Pipe 
Length (ft) 

Tc 
(min) 

Intensity 
(25 yrs) 

C 
Estimated cumulative 

Discharge (cfs) 
Storm Pipe 

Diameter (in) 

5.4 922 19 6.60 0.95 34 36 

10.3 715 22 6.20 0.95 61 42 

87.9 2,212 43 4.40 0.77 299 (2) 66 

137.9 4,030 60 3.70 0.81 412 (2) 72 

Table 5-7 Design Option A – Alternative 1 Proposed Storm Sewer Trunkline Cost Estimate 

1 This amount also includes the cost of the proposed 48-inch pipe from N. 12th Street to the proposed SMF 4A 

Basin 7 

The existing approved ERP reported a 19.17 ac increase in impervious area from 4.82 ac to 23.98 ac. The 

Limits 
Estimated Cumulative 

Discharge (cfs) 

Storm Pipe 

Length (ft) 

Storm Pipe 

Diameter (in) 
Cost Estimate 

From E. Floribraska Ave. to E. Columbus Dr. 34 922 36  $97,821  

From  E. Columbus Dr. to  E. Sparkman Ave. 61 715 42  $121,948  

From E. Sparkman Ave. to E. Oak Ave. 299 2,212 (2) 66  $2,187,8511  

From E. Oak Ave. to Hillsborough River 412 4,030 (2) 72  $4,136,193  

Trunkline Cost    $6,543,814 

Unknowns and Constructability 

Cost (100% Trunkline Cost) 
   $6,543,814 

Subtotal    $13,087,628 

Contingency (50% Subtotal)    $6,543,814 

Total    $19,631,442 
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proposed impervious area in Design Option A Basin 7 is 22.97 ac. The total impervious area including the SMF 
control surface is 26.84 ac. The permitted condition used a design treatment area of 27.87 ac for the entire SMF 
contributing drainage area that includes the 3.87 ac of pond sites. Therefore, 2.32 ac-ft. of treatment volume is 
required. The existing SMFs were designed and constructed to provide 2.50 ac-ft of treatment volume. As such, 
no additional treatment or attenuation is expected to be required for Design Option A. 

Basin 8 

The existing approved ERP reported a 26.26 ac increase in impervious area from 7.43 ac to 33.69 ac. The 
proposed impervious area in Design Option A Basin 8 is 28.24 ac. The total proposed impervious area including 
the SMF control surface is 35.15 ac. The permitted condition used a design treatment area of 40.61 ac of the 
entire SMF contributing drainage area that includes the 6.91 ac of pond sites. Therefore, 3.39 ac-ft. of treatment 
volume is required. The existing SMFs were designed and constructed to provide 3.38 ac-ft of treatment volume. 
As such, no additional treatment or attenuation is expected to be required for Design Option A. 

Basin 9 

The existing approved ERP permit reported that Basin 9 contains three existing SMFs that provide treatment and 
attenuation. The original ERP 20690.001 reported an existing impervious roadway area of 7.51 ac. SMF 200-6 
was designed to provide treatment for the entire interim build contributing drainage area of 7.04 ac. The 
contributing drainage area was reduced to 4.65 ac in the ultimate design-build condition. SMF 300-1A and SMF 
300-1B were designed to provide treatment for the entire contributing drainage areas of 10.76 ac and 16.23 ac 
respectively for the ultimate design condition. The proposed impervious area in Design Option A Basin 9 is 24.89 
ac, which is less than the 34.03 ac of design treatment area that includes 4.83 ac of pond site. As such, no 
additional treatment or attenuation is expected to be required for Design Option A. 

Basin 10 

The existing approved ERP reported a 26.85 ac increase in impervious area from 12.57 ac to 39.42 ac. The 
proposed impervious area in Design Option A Basin 10 is 33.70 ac. The total proposed impervious area including 
the SMF control surface area is 37.45 ac. The permitted condition used a design treatment area of 34.68 ac of 
the entire SMF contributing drainage area that includes the 3.75 ac of pond site minus the 8.50 ac of direct 
discharge. Therefore, 2.89 ac-ft. of treatment volume is required. The existing SMF was designed and 
constructed to provide 2.96 ac-ft of treatment volume. As such, no additional treatment or attenuation is 
expected to be required for Design Option A. 

Basin 11 

The Basin 11 existing SMF 800-1, SMF 800-2, and SMF 800-3 do not provide treatment. The required treatment 
was compensated by the excess treatment provided in the SMFs for Basins 7 through 10, which includes 
approximately 6.27 ac of local roadway. The existing approved ERP permit 20690.001 reported a total build-out 
(Ultimate) impervious pavement area of 138.89 ac for Basins 7-11 versus an existing roadway area of 33.96 ac, 
which results in a required treatment area of 104.93 ac. The total SMF site area in these basins is 21.36 ac. There 
is 2.00 ac of SMF area attributed to Basin 11. A total of 129.46 ac of impervious I-4 area is proposed for Design 
Option A. The required treatment volume balance was estimated for this analysis based upon the following 
Equation 1: 

Equation 1 
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𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑝𝑜𝑠𝑒𝑑 I4 − 𝑂𝑟𝑖𝑔𝑖𝑛𝑎𝑙 I4 + 𝐿𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙 𝑅𝑜𝑎𝑑𝑤𝑎𝑦 + 𝑃𝑜𝑛𝑑 𝑆𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑠 = 𝑅𝑒𝑞𝑢𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 𝑇𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑡𝑚𝑒𝑛𝑡 𝐴𝑟𝑒𝑎 

129.46𝑎𝑐 − 33.96𝑎𝑐 + 6.27𝑎𝑐 + 21.36𝑎𝑐 = 123.13𝑎𝑐 

123.13𝑎𝑐 (10.26𝑎𝑐 ∙ 𝑓𝑡) 𝑅𝑒𝑞𝑢𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 < 131.03𝑎𝑐 (10.92𝑎𝑐 ∙ 𝑓𝑡) 𝐷𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑔𝑛 < 11.77𝑎𝑐 ∙ 𝑓𝑡 𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑣𝑖𝑑𝑒𝑑 

∴ 𝐷𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑔𝑛 𝑖𝑠 𝑎𝑑𝑒𝑞𝑢𝑎𝑡𝑒 

The proposed westbound N. 50th Street to I-4 on-ramp encroaches into existing pond SMF 800-3 berm. The total 
volume loss is approximately 21,000 ft³. Due to the minimal loss of volume, it is assumed that the required 
reconfiguration of SMF 800-3, adjustment of the off-ramp, and/or the coordination with Segment 4A would be 
worked out during the design phase. As such, no additional treatment or attenuation is expected to be required 
for Design Option A segments 3A and 3B (Basins 7-11).
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Table 5-8 Design Option A – Alternative 1 Summary of Basin Treatment 

Basin SMF 

Existing 
Impervious 

Area 

(ac) 

Proposed 

Impervious 
Area 

(ac) 

Increase in 

Impervious 
Area 

(ac) 

Treatment 
Volume 

Required 

(ac-ft) 

Replaced 
Existing 

Treatment 
Volume 

(ac-ft) 

Total Treatment 
Volume 

Required 

(ac-ft) 

Treatment 
Volume 

Provided 

(ac-ft) 

2 

SMF 2A1 11.34 17.31 5.97 0.50 0.00 0.50 0.54 

SMF 2B1 11.34 17.31 5.97 0.50 0.00 0.50 0.50 

No SMF Option 11.34 16.80 5.46 0.46 0.00 0.46 0.00 

3 

SMF 3A 

28.87 60.61 31.74 2.65 1.06 3.71 

0.32 

SMF 3B 1.10 

SMF 3C 1.04 

SMF 3D 1.95 

4 
SMF 4A 

27.26 56.19 28.93 2.41 0.70 3.11 
2.31 

SMF 4B 1.02 

5 SMF 5A 15.92 23.44 7.52 0.63 0.00 0.63 1.01 

6 
SMF 6A1 16.04 22.41 6.37 0.53 0.00 0.53 0.66 

SMF 6B1 16.04 21.62 5.58 0.47 0.00 0.47 0.61 

Segment 2B Totals 99.432 179.962 80.532 6.722 1.76 8.482 9.952 

7 

SMF 100-1 

4.823 

26.84 

(22.97 I-4 
roadway) 

22.02 1.84 0.00 1.84 
1.85 

SMF 100-2 

SMF 100-3 0.65 

8 

SMF 200-1 

7.433 

35.15 

(28.24 I-4 
roadway) 

27.72 2.31 0.00 2.31 

0.52 

SMF 200-2 0.54 

SMF 200-3 1.05 

SMF 200-4 0.73 

SMF 200-5 0.54 
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Basin SMF 

Existing 
Impervious 

Area 

(ac) 

Proposed 

Impervious 
Area 

(ac) 

Increase in 

Impervious 
Area 

(ac) 

Treatment 
Volume 

Required 

(ac-ft) 

Replaced 
Existing 

Treatment 
Volume 

(ac-ft) 

Total Treatment 
Volume 

Required 

(ac-ft) 

Treatment 
Volume 

Provided 

(ac-ft) 

9 

SMF 200-6 

7.513 

29.72 

(24.89 I-4 
roadway) 

22.21 1.85 0.00 1.85 

0.62 

SMF 300-1A 1.37 

SMF 300-1B 0.94 

10 SMF 400-1 12.573 

37.45 

(33.70 I-4 
roadway) 

24.88 2.07 0.00 2.07 2.96 

11 

SMF 800-1 

1.633 

21.67 

(19.67 I-4 
roadway) 

20.04 1.67 0.00 1.67 

0.00 

SMF 800-2 0.00 

SMF 800-3 0.00 

Segment 3A & 3B Totals 33.963 150.83 116.87 9.74 0.00 9.74 11.77 
1 Only one SMF is required for Basin 2 and Basin 6 each 
2 Sum calculated utilizing Basin 2 - SMF 2A and Basin 6 – SMF 6A values 
3 The existing roadway area prior to ERP 20690.001 i.e. the original I-4 
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5.3 Design Option A – Alternative 2 

The stormwater management requirements for Alternative 2 remain the same as Alternative 1. However, the 
evaluation of Alternative 2 focused on eliminating the proposed SMFs in Basins 5 and 6 via the construction of 
a new outfall pipe that would directly discharge to the tidal waters of the Hillsborough River. Direct discharge to 
tidal waters eliminates the need to attenuate post-development peak discharge rates to existing discharge rates. 
The excess treatment volume within Basins 3 and 4 would be utilized to meet the treatment requirement in 
Basins 5 and 6. Therefore, the discussion in this section focuses on the required Basin 4 SMF sites and storm 
sewer outfall. The SMF sites and calculations for Basins 1, 2, 3, and 7 through 11 are not changed. Refer to the 
Design Option A – Alternative 2 figure in Appendix D. 

Basin 4 

There are four proposed SMFs (4A, 4B, 4C, and 4D) required and sized to provide treatment for the increase in 
I-275 impervious area for Basins 4, 5, and 6, the SMF control surface areas, and the replacement of the Basin 4 
existing 0.70 ac-ft of treatment volume. The reconstruction of local and frontage roads was evaluated in 
comparison to existing local roads and were found to have a reduced exposed impervious area. Credit for the 
reduction of local road impervious area was not taken in the design. The NRCS Soil Survey identifies the 
predominant soil type as 55 – Tavares-Urban land complex, 0 to 5 percent slopes with an estimated depth to 
water table of 42-72 inches. The SHWT elevation was obtained from existing ERP 20690.004 as 7.35m (24.11 ft) 
and used in place of NRCS data. See Table 5-9 for a summary of SMFs 4A, 4B, 4C, and 4D. Refer to Appendix D 
for the Design Option A – Alternative 2 Basin 4 figure and calculations. 

Table 5-9 Design Option A – Alternative 2 Proposed SMF 4A, 4B, 4C and 4D Summary 

SMF 
Treatment 

Type 

Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / 
Bottom EL 

Weir EL DHW EL 
Inside 

T.O.B. EL 

SMF 4A Dry Retention 3.59 24.11 / 33.50 34.50 N/A 37.00 

SMF 4B Dry Retention 2.21 24.11 / 34.50 35.50 N/A 37.00 

SMF 4C Dry Retention 1.68 24.11 / 34.75 35.50 N/A 37.00 

SMF 4D Dry Retention 0.97 24.11 / 34.75 35.50 N/A 37.00 

Storm Sewer Trunkline 

Under Design Option A – Alternative 2, runoff would be routed from Basins 5 & 6 south to the I-275 / I-4 
interchange. This alternative would require the design and construction of a new storm sewer trunkline for 
approximately 1.75 miles from E. Osbourne Avenue to the interchange. Additionally, the approximately 1-mile 
existing trunkline from the interchange to the Hillsborough River would need to be enlarged or supplemented 
with additional trunklines to accommodate the additional discharge. Refer to Table 5-10 for the rational method 
storm sewer design. A summary of the storm sewer trunkline sizes and cost estimate is provided in Table 5-11. 
The trunkline was estimated conservatively by keeping peak discharge rates to about 4 feet per second (fps) as 
minor losses were not taken into account. Refer to Appendix D for the Design Option A – Alternative 2 exhibits. 



 Pond Siting Report 

Tampa Interstate Study SEIS Page 28 November 2019 
 

Table 5-10 Design Option A – Alternative 2 Proposed Storm Sewer Trunkline Design 

Cumulative Drainage 
Area (ac) 

Storm Pipe 
Length (ft) 

Tc 
(min) 

Intensity 
(25 yrs) 

C 
Estimated cumulative 

Discharge (cfs) 
Storm Pipe 

Diameter (in) 

5.0 1150 18 6.75 0.95 32 36 

10.4 900 22 6.18 0.95 61 42 

14.3 550 25 5.85 0.95 79 48 

21.6 1290 31 5.30 0.95 109 54 

38.8 3330 44 4.40 0.95 162 66 

53.2 1100 48 4.15 0.95 210 72 

119.5 1700 60 3.65 0.82 357 (2) 66 

160.2 2630 69 3.30 0.83 437 (2) 72 

191.0 1950 76 3.10 0.85 501 (2) 84 

Table 5-11 Design Option A – Alternative 2 Proposed Storm Sewer Trunkline Cost Estimate 

1 This amount also includes the cost of the proposed 48-inch pipe from N. 12th Street to the proposed SMF 4A 
  

Limits 
Estimated Cumulative 

Discharge (cfs) 

Storm Pipe 

Length (ft) 

Storm Pipe 

Diameter (in) 
Cost Estimate 

From north of E. Osborne Ave. to E. Emma St. 32 1,150 36 $122,038 

From E. Emma St. to E North Bay St. 61 900 42 $153,522 

E North Bay St. to north of MLK Jr Blvd. 79 550 48 $92,609 

From north of MLK Jr Blvd. to E Lake Ave. 109 1,290 54 $360,581 

From E. Lake Ave. to south of E. Robles St. 162 3,330 66 $1,329,969 

From E. Robles St. to E. Sparkman Ave. 210 1,100 72 $855,8791 

From E. Sparkman Ave. to E Palm Ave. 357 1,700 (2) 66 $1,357,926 

From E. Palm Ave. to N. Morgan St. 437 2,630 (2) 72 $2,079,751 

From N. Morgan St. to Hillsborough River 501 1,950 (2) 84 $2,730,000 

Trunkline Cost    $9,082,275 

Unknowns and Constructability 

Cost (100% Trunkline Cost) 
   $9,082,275 

Subtotal    $18,164,550 

Contingency (50% Subtotal)    $9,082,275 

Total    $27,246,825 



 Pond Siting Report 

Tampa Interstate Study SEIS Page 29 November 2019 
 

5.4 Design Option B – Alternative 1 and 2 

The most significant change for Design Option B, from Design Option A, is the elimination of the express lanes 
north of the interchange along the north leg of I-275 and does not include direct connections from the express 
lanes to the north leg of I-275. Those changes reduces the impervious area and overall footprint in Basins 5 and 
6 when compared to Design Option A, which reduces the SMF requirement. The SMF sites and calculations for 
Basins 1 and 7 through 11 are not changed. 

The Basin 5 impact would include additional impervious area at the north end of the interchange for connectivity 
and additional shoulder width. Basin 6 has similar increases in impervious area as Design Option A Basin 6 per 
the January 11, 2018 provided options. The increase in impervious area is due to the off and on ramps 
construction at MLK Jr. Boulevard and shoulder widening. As with Design Option A, the analysis performed for 
Design Option B includes two Alternatives. Alternative 1 includes proposed SMF options for Basins 5 and 6 in 
similar locations for Design Option A – Alternative 1, but the pond volume requirement is reduced. It is noted 
that SMF 5A would provide the retention storage required for Basin 5 (closed basin) due to the minor increase 
in impervious area. Runoff diversion to Basin 4 is not necessary, as is required for Design Option A – Alternative 
1. SMF 5A would impact one private parcel along Taliaferro Avenue and the City of Tampa owned North Mitchell 
Avenue ROW. 

Alternative 2 eliminates the Basin 5 and 6 SMFs via the construction of a new outfall to the tidal waters of 
Hillsborough River. The proposed SMF 4A in Basin 4 has sufficient capacity to provide the required treatment 
volume for Basin 4, 5 and 6 for Design Option B – Alternative 2, since the elimination of the north express lane 
provides increased available infield area. The proposed SMFs in Basins 1 through 3 remain the same for 
Alternative 2. The proposed outfall to the Hillsborough River would still be required, as in Design Option A, but 
may be evaluated with a minor reduction in storm pipe size due to the reduced impervious area in the design 
phase of the project. 

Refer to Appendix D for the Design Option B – Alternative 1 and Design Option B – Alternative 2 figures and 
calculations. See Table 5-12 for a summary of the proposed SMFs; see Table 5-13 for a summary of treatment 
requirements. 

Table 5-12 Design Option B – Proposed SMF Summary 

SMF 
Treatment 

Type 

Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / Control 
(or Bottom) EL 

Weir EL DHW EL Inside T.O.B. EL 

Alternative 1 

SMF 2A1 Wet Detention 1.15 8.72 9.72 N/A 12.00 

SMF 2B1 Wet Detention 0.98 8.72 9.72 N/A 12.00 

SMF 3A Wet Detention 0.78 7.87 8.87 N/A 10.80 

SMF 3B Wet Detention 2.09 10.00 11.00 N/A 14.00 

SMF 3C Wet Detention 2.06 10.00 11.00 N/A 15.00 

SMF 3D Wet Detention 3.13 41.72 42.72 N/A 45.00 

SMF 4A Dry Retention 2.59 24.11 / (32.50) 34.00 N/A 37.00 

SMF 5A Dry Retention 0.85 34.72 / (36.72) 37.30 37.90 39.00 

SMF 6A1 Wet Detention 1.92 43.72 44.50 45.80 47.00 
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SMF 
Treatment 

Type 

Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / Control 
(or Bottom) EL 

Weir EL DHW EL Inside T.O.B. EL 

SMF 6B1 Wet Detention 1.66 43.72 44.50 45.80 47.00 

Alternative 2 

SMF 4A Dry Retention 3.72 24.11 / (32.50) 34.00 N/A 37.00 
1 Only one SMF is required for Basin 2 and Basin 6 each 
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Table 5-13 Design Option B – Summary of Basin Treatment 

Basin SMF 

Existing 
Impervious 

Area 

(ac) 

Proposed 

Impervious 
Area 

(ac) 

Increase in 

Impervious 
Area 

(ac) 

Treatment 
Volume 

Required 

(ac-ft) 

Replaced 
Existing 

Treatment 
Volume 

(ac-ft) 

Total 
Treatment 

Volume 
Required 

(ac-ft) 

Treatment 
Volume 

Provided 

(ac-ft) 

Alternative 1 

2 

SMF 2A1 5.41 11.25 5.84 0.49 0.00 0.49 0.54 

SMF 2B1 5.41 11.25 5.84 0.49 0.00 0.49 0.50 

No SMF Option 5.41 10.74 5.33 0.44 0.00 0.44 0.00 

3 

SMF 3A 

28.63 59.05 30.42 2.54 1.06 3.60 

0.32 

SMF 3B 1.10 

SMF 3C 1.09 

SMF 3D 1.95 

4 SMF 4A 27.26 43.23 15.97 1.33 0.70 2.03 2.21 

5 SMF 5A 12.22 13.67 1.45 0.12 0.00 0.12 0.29 

6 
SMF 6A1 18.65 25.41 6.76 0.56 0.00 0.56 0.66 

SMF 6B1 18.65 24.62 5.97 0.50 0.00 0.50 0.61 

Totals  92.172 152.612 60.442 5.042 1.76 6.802 8.162 

Alternative 2 

4 SMF 4A 55.52 78.92 23.40 1.95 0.70 2.65 3.58 
1 Only one SMF is required for Basin 2 and Basin 6 each 
2 Sum calculated utilizing Basin 2 - SMF 2A and Basin 6 – SMF 6A values 
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5.5 Design Option C 

Proposed improvements for Design Option C would include preserving the existing I-275 and I-4 interstate while 
adding express lanes on elevated structure from west of the Hillsborough River to I-4. However, the preservation 
of a HOV/Transitway corridor is not provided within the interstate alignment for Design Option C. 

The proposed improvement has a smaller footprint compared to Design Options A and B, which would result in 
less stormwater treatment requirements. A goal of the Design Option C drainage design was to avoid the 
reconstruction of the existing Basin 3 and Basin 4 outfall by attenuating within these basins. The basin discussion 
below for Design Option C provides a summary of the impacts and approach to providing stormwater 
management throughout the corridor. Refer to the Design Option C figures and calculations in Appendix D. Refer 
to Table 5-15 and Table 5-16 for summaries of the required basin treatment and attenuation. 

Basin 1 

The proposed roadway footprint is within the existing ROW, which has been accounted for with treatment in 
the previous design. Any final roadway design adjustments requiring increased treatment volume can be 
accommodated for in SMF 2A within Basin 2. 

Basin 2 

The elevated express lanes would fly over the median of I-275 west of the Hillsborough River with on and off 
express lane ramps to the north and south. There is a slight increase in the impervious area compared to Design 
Options A and B. The proposed SMF 2A is sited underneath the proposed I-275 Bridge, within the previously 
acquired Presbyterian Village Parcel, and is sized to provide treatment volume for the increase in impervious 
area of Basin 2 and the SMF control surface area. The reconstruction of the local roadway was evaluated in 
comparison to existing local roads and was found to have a reduced impervious area. Credit for the reduction of 
local road impervious area was not taken in the design. An alternative site is presented as SMF 2B, in a location 
similar to the 1996 TIS location. A third alternative to providing an SMF within Basin 2 would be to eliminate the 
pond altogether and to utilize the excess treatment volume in Basins 3 and 4, which has a total excess treatment 
volume greater than what is required for Basin 2. 

Basins 3 and 4 

The elevated express lanes would fly over the northbound I-275 lanes to the outside of the existing interstate 
and run adjacent to the existing northbound I-275 lanes from the Hillsborough River to I-4, on the south side of 
I-275. The existing I-275 NB and SB mainline would remain. The stormwater management approach is to 
maintain the existing stormwater system and SMF 1A, 1C, 1G, and 1H with the addition of new SMFs to provide 
the required treatment volume and attenuation volume to allow for connection to the existing storm sewer 
outfalls without replacement of the trunklines. 

The existing permitted ERP 20690.004 combined these drainage basins into a single basin denoted as Basin 1. 
The existing SMFs within this basin (SMF 1A, 1C, 1G, and 1H) provided a combined treatment volume of 2179 
m3 (1.77 ac-ft) for the previously permitted increase in impervious area of 5.21 ha (12.87 ac), requiring 1.07 ac-
ft of treatment volume. This excess provided treatment volume of 0.70 ac-ft has been utilized in the required 
treatment design in this report. The remaining required treatment volume is provided in the proposed SMF 4B. 



  Pond Siting Report 

Tampa Interstate Study SEIS Page 33 November 2019 
 

For the purposes of attenuation, Basin 4 has been partitioned into Basin 4A and 4B due to the two separate 
outfalls with Basin 4. Basins 3 and 4A both contribute to the same outfall, which is the existing 60-inch reinforced 
concrete pipe (RCP) that drains southwest from SMF 1G to SMF 1C before discharging to the Hillsborough river. 
To provide the required attenuation volume, SMFs 3A and 4A are proposed at the upstream end of the outfall 
network. These SMFs provide attenuation volume only, and are both located within existing ROW. Both SMFs 
are conservatively designed as no attenuation credit is taken from the existing SMFs. The design control 
elevation of SMF 4A is above the SMF 1G and 1H top-of-bank elevation. As such, runoff will be required to be 
routed to SMF 4A first, before discharging to existing SMFs or the outfall pipe. Refer to the Design Option C 
Exhibits in Appendix D for the impervious area diversion schedule. Note that 6.34 ac of existing I-275 is proposed 
to drain to SMF 3A, which will require storm sewer improvements within the existing roadway. The combination 
of the existing SMFs and proposed SMFs allows for utilizing the existing storm sewer outfall trunkline. 

SMF 3A is currently located within a designated project greenway and will require additional coordination and 
community input on the design and configuration of the pond. For comparison purposes, a cost estimate for the 
replacement of the existing storm sewer outfall with the elimination of SMF 3A would be comparable to the 
estimate for Design Option D ($12,723,483). The need for the new outfall reconstruction may be evaluated 
further during the design phase of the project. 

Basin 4B consists of the I-275 corridor between E. Columbus Drive and E. Floribraska Avenue (excluding a portion 
of the I-275 southbound lanes), the I-4 eastbound and westbound lanes between N. Nebraska Avenue and N. 
14th Street, and the I-4 westbound to I-275 northbound ramp connecting them. This basin directly discharges 
into the city of Tampa’s storm sewer system at N. 10th Street before draining south and directly discharging to 
the Ybor Channel. In the existing condition, the runoff originating from this basin is not formally treated; the 
required treatment is instead provided within SMFs 1A, 1C, 1G, and 1H via compensatory treatment. SMF 4B 
has been proposed to provide treatment and attenuation in this basin, and is located within the existing ROW. 
The impervious roadway area proposed to be routed to SMF 4B is 13.71 ac for treatment volume. The remaining 
impervious area required to be routed to this SMF for treatment and attenuation will need to come from the 
offsite drainage area to the north, which is passed through the storm drain at N. 10th Street. Minor changes to 
the existing interstate storm sewer will be required to divert drainage area from Basin 4A to Basin 4B. See Table 
5-14 for a summary of the proposed SMFs. 

Table 5-14 Design Option C – Proposed SMF Summary 

SMF Treatment Type 
Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / Control 

(or Bottom) EL 
Weir EL DHW EL Inside T.O.B. EL 

SMF 2A1 Wet Detention 1.00 8.72 10.00 N/A 12.00 

SMF 2B1 Wet Detention 0.98 8.72 10.00 N/A 12.00 

SMF 3A Wet Detention 1.46 40.90 40.90 43.80 45.00 

SMF 4A Dry Retention 1.80 37.90 / (39.90) 39.90 41.00 42.00 

SMF 4B Wet Detention 2.69 36.90 38.40 40.75 42.00 
1 Only one SMF is required 
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Table 5-15 Design Option C – Summary of Attenuation Volume Requirements 

Basin SMF 
Required Attenuation 

Volume (ac-ft) 
Provided Attenuation 

Volume (ac-ft) 
Freeboard 
Depth (ft) 

3 SMF 3A 1.76 2.18 1.20 

4A SMF 4A 0.65 1.18 1.00 

4B SMF 4B 3.50 4.34 1.25 

Basins 5 and 6 

Design Option C provided on January 11, 2018, would reduce the impervious area in Basin 5 due to the removal 
of the I-275 southbound off ramp and I-275 northbound on ramp at E. Floribraska Avenue. No roadway 
improvements or alterations are proposed within the limits of Basin 6. As such, no stormwater management 
design would be required for these basins. 

Basins 7 through 11 

The proposed elevated express lanes turn east along by crossing over to the north side of I-4, adjacent to the 
westbound I-4 lanes from I-275 to east of N. 15th Street. The express lanes then continue east within the median 
of I-4. Since the proposed design of Design Option C is identical to Design Options A and B less the premium 
transit corridor, the SMF design for those design options would be adequate for Design Option C. 
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Table 5-16 Design Option C – Summary of Basin Treatment 

B
as

in
 

SMF 

Existing 

Impervious 
Area (ac) 

Proposed 
Impervious 

Area (ac) 

Increase in 
Impervious Area 

(ac) 

Treatment Volume 
Required (ac-ft) 

Replaced Existing 
Treatment 

Volume (ac-ft) 

Total Treatment 
Volume 

Required (ac-ft) 

Treatment 
Volume 

Provided (ac-ft) 

SMFs 

2 

SMF 2A1 5.41 12.13 6.72 0.56 0.00 0.56 0.64 

SMF 2B1 5.41 12.13 6.72 0.56 0.00 0.56 0.65 

No SMF Option 5.41 11.67 6.26 0.52 0.00 0.52 0.00 

3 

SMF 3A 

27.69 39.56 11.87 

0.99 0.00 0.99 0.00 

Exist. SMF 1A 
0.532 

0.00 
0.53 

0.72 

Exist. SMF 1C 0.00 0.34 

4A 

SMF 4A 

15.06 16.22 1.16 

0.10 0.00 0.10 0.00 

Exist. SMF 1G 
0.542 

0.00 
0.54 

0.12 

Exist. SMF 1H 0.00 0.58 

4B SMF 4B 12.20 27.05 14.85 1.24 0.00 1.24 2.48 

5 None 12.22 10.59 -1.63 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

6 None 16.04 16.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Totals 60.363 94.963 34.603 3.963 0.00 3.963 4.883 
1 Only one SMF required 
2 Permitted required treatment volume per ERP 20690.004 
3 Sum calculated utilizing Basin 2 - SMF 2A and Basins 3 and 4 values 
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5.6 Design Option D 

Proposed improvements for Design Option D would include preserving the existing I-275 and I-4 interstate while 
adding express lanes on elevated structure from west of the Hillsborough River to I-4, similar to Option C. 
However, under Option D the proposed alignment in relation to the existing I-275 differs. The preservation of a 
HOV/Transitway corridor is not provided within the interstate alignment for Design Option D. 

The proposed improvement has a smaller footprint when compared to Design Options A and B, which would 
result in less stormwater treatment requirements. One difference between the Design Option C and Design 
Option D stormwater management approach is that Design Option D replaces the existing storm sewer outfall 
without consideration of utilizing the existing system. This is because the elevated express lane alignment in 
Design Option D overlaps and conflicts with the existing outfall. The basin discussion below for Design Option D 
provides a summary of the impacts and approach to providing stormwater management throughout the 
corridor. Refer to the Design Option D figures and calculations in Appendix D. Refer to Table 5-18 and Table 5-21 
for summaries of the required basin treatment and attenuation. 

Basin 1 

The proposed roadway footprint is within the existing ROW, which has been accounted for with treatment in 
the previous design. Any final roadway design adjustments requiring increased treatment volume can be 
accommodated for in SMF 2A within Basin 2. 

Basin 2 

The elevated express lanes would fly over the median of I-275 west of the Hillsborough River with on and off 
express lane ramps to the north and south. There is a slight increase in the impervious area compared to Design 
Options A and B. The proposed SMF 2A is sited underneath the proposed I-275 Bridge, within the previously 
acquired Presbyterian Village Parcel, and is sized to provide treatment volume for the increase in impervious 
area of Basin 2, the SMF control surface area, and the adjacent local roadway. Also proposed is an alternative 
pond site SMF 2B, sited similarly to the 1996 TIS. The design configurations of SMF 2A and SMF 2B are identical 
to the Design Option C configurations. An alternative to providing an SMF within Basin 2 would be to eliminate 
the pond altogether and to utilize the excess treatment volume in Basins 3 and 4, which has a total excess 
treatment volume greater than what is required for Basin 2. 

Basins 3 and 4 

The elevated express lanes would fly over the northbound and southbound I-275 lanes to the outside of the 
existing interstate and run adjacent to the existing southbound I-275 lanes from the Hillsborough River to I-4, 
on the north side of I-275. The existing I-275 NB and SB mainline would remain. The stormwater management 
approach is to maintain the existing stormwater system and SMF 1A, 1C, 1G, and 1H with the addition of new 
SMFs to provide the required treatment volume and attenuation volume. Since the proposed express lanes run 
above a significant portion of the existing Hillsborough River outfall trunkline, conflicts would be experienced 
and realignment would be required. As such, the drainage design for this outfall would include upgrading the 
existing trunkline in conjunction with the realignment. 

Treatment for Basins 3 and 4 is designed holistically, utilizing the additional 0.45 ac-ft compensatory treatment 
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volume of SMF 2A, and the additional 0.70 ac-ft of treatment volume in SMFs 1A, 1C, 1G, and 1H. The remaining 
required treatment volume would be provided in the proposed SMF 4B. 

For the purposes of attenuation, Basin 4 has been partitioned into Basin 4A and 4B due to the two separate 
outfalls with Basin 4. Basins 3 and 4A both contribute to the same outfall, which is the existing 60-inch RCP that 
drains southwest from SMF 1G to SMF 1C before discharging to the Hillsborough river. Therefore, the net 
attenuation required for these basins has been merged since they contribute to the same storm sewer network 
and are both located upstream. As previously stated, attenuation for this outfall is not expected to be required 
due to the upgrade in existing outfall pipe size. 

Basin 4B consists of the I-275 corridor between E. Columbus Drive and E. Floribraska Avenue (excluding a portion 
of the I-275 southbound lanes), the I-4 eastbound and westbound lanes between N. Nebraska Avenue and N. 
14th Street, and the I-4 eastbound to I-275 northbound ramp connecting them. This basin directly discharges into 
the City of Tampa’s storm sewer system at N. 10th Street before draining south and directly discharging to the 
Ybor Channel. In the existing condition, the runoff originating from this basin is not formally treated; the required 
treatment is instead provided within SMFs 1A, 1C, 1G, and 1H via compensatory treatment. SMF 4B has been 
proposed to provide treatment and attenuation in this basin, and is located within the existing ROW. The 
impervious area required to be routed to this SMF for treatment and attenuation will need to come from both 
the impervious interstate roadway, and from the offsite drainage area to the north which is passed through the 
storm drain at N. 10th Street. This report has not formally allocated the contributing drainage area to SMF 4B, 
and instead only confirmed that the required volume is available to be utilized. See Table 5-17 for a summary of 
the proposed SMFs. 

Table 5-17 Design Option D – Proposed SMF Summary 

SMF 
Treatment 

Type 

Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / 
Control EL 

Weir EL DHW EL Inside T.O.B. EL 

SMF 2A1 Wet Detention 1.00 8.72 10.00 N/A 12.00 

SMF 2B1 Wet Detention 0.98 8.72 10.00 N/A 12.00 

SMF 4B Wet Detention 2.69 36.90 38.40 40.75 42.00 
1 Only one SMF is required 

Table 5-18 Design Option D – Summary of Attenuation Requirements 

Basin SMF 
Required Attenuation 

Volume (ac-ft) 
Provided Attenuation 

Volume (ac-ft) 
Freeboard 
Depth (ft) 

4B SMF 4B 3.00 4.36 1.25 

Basins 5 and 6 

Per the Design Option D provided on January 11, 2018, the impervious area in Basin 5 decreases due to the 
removal of the I-275 southbound off ramp and I-275 northbound on ramp at E. Floribraska Avenue. No roadway 
improvements or alterations are proposed within the limits of Basin 6. As such, no stormwater management 
design would be required for these basins. 

Basins 7 through 11 
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The elevated express lanes would turn east along I-4 by crossing over to the north side of I-4, adjacent to the 
westbound I-4 lanes from I-275 to east of N. 15th Street. The express lanes then continue east within the median 
of I-4. Since the proposed design of Design Option D is identical to Design Options A and B less the premium 
transit corridor, the SMF design for those design options are adequate for Design Option D. 

Storm Sewer Trunkline 

As previously stated, the existing trunkline from the interchange to the Hillsborough River is proposed to be 
enlarged in conjunction with the realignment. This qualifies the basin to meet the SWFWMD criteria for direct 
discharge to tidal water bodies, and does not require attenuation. Refer to Table 5-19 for the rational method 
storm sewer design. A summary of the storm sewer trunkline sizes and cost estimate is provided in Table 5-20. 

Table 5-19 Design Option D – Proposed Storm Sewer Trunkline Design 

Cumulative Drainage 
Area (ac) 

Storm Pipe 
Length (ft) 

Tc         
(min) 

Intensity 
(25 yrs) 

C 
Estimated cumulative 

Discharge (cfs) 
Storm Pipe 

Diameter (in) 

47.7 1,520 30 5.40 0.62 161 72 

70.4 2,700 41 4.60 0.73 236 (2) 60 

103.0 1,990 50 4.10 0.76 320 (2) 66 

Table 5-20 Design Option D – Proposed Storm Sewer Trunkline Cost Estimate 

 

Limits 
Estimated Cumulative 

Discharge (cfs) 

Storm Pipe 

Length (ft) 

Storm Pipe 

Diameter (in) 
Cost Estimate 

From E. Sparkman Ave. to E Palm Ave. 161 1,520 72  $600,993  

From E. Palm Ave. to N. Morgan St. 236 2,700 (2) 60  $2,050,596  

From N. Morgan St. to Hillsborough River 320 1,990 (2) 66  $1,589,572  

Trunkline Cost    $4,241,161 

Unknowns and Constructability 

Cost (100% Trunkline Cost) 
   $4,241,161 

Subtotal    $8,482,322 

Contingency (50% Subtotal)    $4,241,161 

Total    $12,723,483 
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Table 5-21 Design Option D – Summary of Basin Treatment 
B

as
in

 

SMF 

Existing 

Impervious 
Area (ac) 

Proposed 
Impervious 

Area (ac) 

Increase in 
Impervious 

Area (ac) 

Treatment 
Volume Required 

(ac-ft) 

Replaced Existing 
Treatment Volume 

(ac-ft) 

Total Treatment 
Volume Required 

(ac-ft) 

Treatment 
Volume Provided 

(ac-ft) 

SMFs 

2 

SMF 2A1 11.33 15.88 4.55 0.38 0.00 0.38 0.64 

SMF 2B1 11.33 15.88 4.55 0.38 0.00 0.38 0.65 

No SMF Option 11.33 15.42 4.09 0.34 0.00 0.34 0.00 

3, 

4A, 

& 4B 

Exist. SMF 1A 

55.53 85.28 29.75 3.552 0.00 3.552 

0.72 

Exist. SMF 1C 0.34 

Exist. SMF 1G 0.12 

Exist. SMF 1H 0.58 

SMF 4B 2.48 

5 None 12.22 11.31 -0.91 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

6 None 16.04 16.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Totals 66.863 101.163 34.303 3.933 0.00 3.933 4.883 
1 Only one SMF required 
2 Includes 1.07 ac-ft permitted treatment required in ERP 20690.004 
3 Sum calculated utilizing Basin 2 - SMF 2A and Basins 3 and 4 values 
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5.7 Design Option E 

Proposed improvements for Design Option E include the widening of the existing I-275 interstate, and the 
widening and reconstruction of several on ramps, off ramps, and interchange ramps. The proposed 
improvements encroach into a minor portion of the far western limits of Segment 3A. However, for the most 
part, the proposed improvements are restricted to Segment 2B. 

The Design Option E proposed stormwater management design avoids both ROW acquisition for SMF sites and 
any major reconstruction of existing outfall trunklines, excluding any required reconstruction incidental to the 
proposed roadway construction. The basin discussion below for Design Option E provides a summary of the 
impacts and approach to providing stormwater management throughout the corridor. Refer to the Design 
Option E figures and calculations in Appendix D. Refer to Table 5-26 and Table 5-27 for summaries of the 
required basin treatment and attenuation. 

Basin 1 

The proposed roadway footprint is within the existing ROW, which has been accounted for with treatment in 
the previous design. No further action is needed to meet the treatment requirements of Basin 1. 

Basin 2 

The proposed SMF 2A is sited within the previously acquired Presbyterian Village Parcel, in a location similar to 
the 1996 TIS location. The pond is sized to provide treatment volume for the increase in impervious area of Basin 
2 and the SMF control surface area utilizing compensatory treatment to meet the treatment requirements of 
Basin 3. 

The NRCS Soil Survey identifies the predominant soil type as 55 – Tavares-Urban land complex, 0 to 5 percent 
slopes with an estimated depth to water table of 42-72 inches. A depth to SHWT of 3.50 ft was used below the 
average grade elevation of 12.00, yielding a SHWT elevation of 8.50. See Table 5-22 for a summary of SMF 2A. 
Refer to Appendix D for the Design Option E – Basin 2 figure and calculations. 

Table 5-22 Design Option E –Proposed SMF 2A Summary 

SMF 
Treatment 

Type 

Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / 
Control EL 

Weir EL DHW EL 
Inside 

T.O.B. EL 

SMF 2A Wet Detention 0.59 8.50 10.00 N/A 12.00 

Basin 3 

The existing SMFs 1A and 1C within Basin 3 were designed to provide 0.72 ac-ft and 0.34 ac-ft of treatment 
volume respectively. The proposed SMF 3A is required and sized to provide attenuation and partial treatment 
for the increase in I-275 impervious area and the SMF control surface area. The remaining required treatment 
volume is provided for in SMF 2A. The NRCS Soil Survey identifies the predominant soil type for SMF 3A as 55 – 
Tavares-Urban land complex, 0 to 5 percent slopes with an estimated depth to water table of 42-72 inches. A 
depth to SHWT of 3.50 ft was used below the average grade elevation of 45.00, yielding a SHWT elevation of 
41.50. See Table 5-23 for a summary of SMF 3A. Refer to Appendix D for the Option E – Basin 3 figure and 
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calculations. 

Table 5-23 Design Option E – Proposed SMF 3A Summary 

SMF 
Treatment 

Type 

Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / 
Control EL 

Weir EL DHW EL 
Inside 

T.O.B. EL 

SMF 3A Wet Detention 0.73 41.50 41.90 44.00 45.00 

Basin 4 

Basin 4 has been partitioned into two, separate basins by their outfall. The part of Basin 4 that drains to the 
Hillsborough River has been denoted Basin 4A, and the part of Basin 4 that drains to the Ybor Channel has been 
denoted Basin 4B. Basin 4A is currently being treated and attenuated by two existing SMFs (SMF 1G and SMF 
1H), which were designed to provide 0.12 ac-ft and 0.58 ac-ft of treatment volume respectively. The two SMFs 
are maxed out, as they currently provide 1.5 ft of treatment depth and have no additional volume for 
attenuation. Design Option E proposes 1.02 ac of new pavement, and the removal of 0.70 ac of pavement for a 
net 0.32 ac increase in pavement within Basin 4A. To avoid the construction of a new SMF to treat and attenuate 
this pavement, 0.90 ac of pavement is proposed to be diverted to Basin 4B. During final design, pond routing of 
the proposed condition with no diversion may show no adverse impacts to the storm sewer or SMF stages, and 
diversion may not be needed. 

Within Basin 4B, two proposed SMFs denoted SMF 4A and 4B are sized to provide treatment and attenuation 
for the increase in I-275 impervious area, the SMF control surface areas, and the runoff that is being diverted 
away from Basin 4A and Basin 5. The NRCS Soil Survey identifies the predominant soil type for SMF 4A and 4B 
as 55 – Tavares-Urban land complex, 0 to 5 percent slopes with an estimated depth to water table of 42-72 
inches. A depth to SHWT of 3.50 ft was used below the average grade elevation of 41.00, yielding a SHWT 
elevation of 37.50. The design high water (DHW) elevations for the two SMFs were limited to 40.00, as that is 
the low-edge of pavement of adjacent local roads which are to drain to SMF 4A. The design parameters of SMF 
4A deviates from those established in Section 5.1, as it proposes a 15 ft maintenance berm. See Table 5-24 for 
a summary of SMF 4A and SMF 4B. Refer to Appendix D for the Option E – Basin 4 figure and calculations. 

Table 5-24 Design Option E – Proposed SMF 4A and 4B Summary 

SMF 
Treatment 

Type 

Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / 
Control EL 

Weir EL DHW EL 
Inside 

T.O.B. EL 

SMF 4A Wet Detention 2.81 37.50 37.80 40.00 41.00 

SMF 4B Wet Detention 1.35 37.50 37.90 40.00 41.00 

Basin 5 

Design Option E proposes 1.55 ac of pavement within Basin 5. Since Basin 5 is a closed / volume sensitive basin, 
and to avoid ROW acquisition with the construction of a new SMF, 1.57 ac of pavement is proposed to be 
diverted to SMF 4A within Basin 4B. Refer to Appendix D for the Design Option E – Basin 5 figure and calculations. 

Basin 6 

The proposed SMF 6A is sited within the limited access ROW between the I-275 corridor and N Marguerite Street. 
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SMF 6A is sized to provide treatment and attenuation for the increase in I-275 pavement and the SMF control 
surface area. The NRCS Soil Survey identifies the predominant soil types as 55 – Tavares-Urban land complex, 0 
to 5 percent slopes, with an estimated depth to water table of 42-72 inches, and 28 – Millhopper-Urban land 
complex, 0 to 5 percent slopes, with an estimated depth to water table of 42-72 inches. A depth to SHWT of 3.50 
ft was used below the average grade elevation of 49.00, yielding a SHWT elevation of 45.50 for both sites. The 
design parameters of SMF 6A deviates from those established in Section 5.1, as it proposes 5 ft maintenance 
berms and 1:3 side slopes. See Table 5-25 for a summary of SMF 6A. Refer to Appendix D for the Design Option 
E – Basin 6 figure and calculations. 

Table 5-25 Design Option E – Proposed SMF 6A Summary 

SMF Treatment Type 
Area 

(ac) 

SHWT / 
Bottom EL 

Weir EL DHW EL 
Inside  

T.O.B. EL 

SMF 6A North Dry Retention 0.19 45.50 / 47.50 47.75 48.25 49.25 

SMF 6A South Dry Retention 0.50 45.50 / 47.50 47.75 48.25 49.25 

Table 5-26 Design Option E – Summary of Attenuation Volume Requirements 

Basin SMF 
Required Attenuation 

Volume (ac-ft) 
Provided Attenuation 

Volume (ac-ft) 
Freeboard 
Depth (ft) 

3 SMF 3A 0.63 0.75 1.00 

4B 
SMF 4A 

5.72 6.05 1.00 
SMF 4B 

6 SMF 6A 0.17 0.20 1.00 

Basins 7 through 11 

Design Option E proposes minor improvements to Basin 7, including the widening of the eastbound lanes 
between 14th Street and 15th Street, and the widening of 13th Street, which accounts for an increase of 0.10 ac 
of pavement. Also proposed is the removal of the I-4 eastbound off ramp, which accounts for a removal of 0.66 
ac of pavement and a net loss of 0.56 ac of pavement. Therefore, no additional treatment or attenuation is 
required within Basin 7. Design Option E proposes no improvements east of Basin 7, and the existing stormwater 
management within Basins 8 – 11 is adequate as it is. 
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Table 5-27 Design Option E –Summary of Basin Treatment 

Basin SMF 

Existing 
Impervious 

Area 

(ac) 

Proposed 

Impervious 
Area 

(ac) 

Increase in 

Impervious 
Area 

(ac) 

Treatment 
Volume 

Required 

(ac-ft) 

Replaced 
Existing 

Treatment 
Volume 

(ac-ft) 

Total Treatment 
Volume 

Required 

(ac-ft) 

Treatment 
Volume 

Provided 

(ac-ft) 

2 SMF 2A 5.41 7.61 2.20 0.18 0.00 0.18 0.35 

3 

SMF 3A 

28.92 32.39 3.47 

0.29 0.00 0.29 0.12 

Exist. SMF 1A 
0.531 0.00 0.531 

0.72 

Exist. SMF 1C 0.34 

4 

Exist. SMF 1G 

27.07 35.63 8.56 

0.541 0.00 0.541 
0.12 

Exist. SMF 1H 0.58 

SMF 4A 
0.76 0.00 0.76 

0.59 

SMF 4B 0.22 

5 None 12.21 12.19 -0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

6 SMF 6A 16.04 17.03 0.99 0.08 0.00 0.08 0.09 

Totals 89.65 104.85 15.20 2.38 0.00 2.38 3.13 
1 Permitted required treatment volume per ERP 20690.004 
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5.8 SMF Determination Matrices 

Table 5-28 Design Option A – SMF Determination Matrix 

SMF Name 
SMF 2A 
(Alt 1A) 

SMF 2B 
(Alt 1B) 

SMF 3A SMF 3B SMF 3C SMF 3D SMF 4A SMF 4B SMF 4C SMF 4D SMF 5A 
SMF 6A 
(Alt 1A) 

SMF 6B 
(Alt 1B) 

Basins 5&6 
(Alt 2) 

Alternative 1 X X X X X X X X     X X X   

Alternative 2 X X X X X X X X X X       X 

Treatment 
Method 

Wet 
Detention 

Wet 
Detention 

Wet 
Detention 

Wet 
Detention 

Wet 
Detention 

Wet 
Detention 

Dry 
Retention 

Dry 
Retention 

Dry 
Retention 

Dry 
Retention 

Wet 
Detention 

Wet 
Detention 

Wet 
Detention 

N/A 

Pond Area 1.15 ac 0.98 ac 0.78 ac 2.09 ac 1.96 ac 3.13 ac 3.59 ac 2.21 ac 1.68 ac 0.97 ac 2.81 ac 1.92 ac 1.66 ac N/A 

Est. SHWT / 
Control EL. 

8.72 8.72 7.87 10.00 10.00 41.72 
24.11 / 
33.50 

24.11 / 
34.50 

24.11 / 
34.75 

24.11 / 
34.75 

38.72 43.72 43.72 N/A 

Treatment Depth 1.00 ft 1.00 ft 1.00 ft 1.00 ft 1.00 ft 1.00 ft 1.00 ft 1.00 ft 0.75 ft 0.75 ft 0.53 ft 0.78 ft 0.78 ft N/A 

Arch. Impacts None None None None None None None None None None None None None None 

Hist. Impacts None None None None None None None None None None Yes Yes None None 

Contamination / 
Hazmat. 

No No Low Medium Low Low Medium Low Low Low Low High Low N/A 

T&E Impacts None None None None None None None None None None None None None None 

Wetland Impacts None None None None None None None None None None None None None None 

Bridge Extension 
Costs 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A $0  $20,328,950  $0  

Trunkline / Storm 
sewer Costs 

$19,631,441 N/A N/A N/A $27,246,825  

Easement 
Requirements 

None None None None None None None None None None None None None None 

No. of Parcels 
Impacted 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 91 131 0 0 

ROW Costs $0  $0  $0  $0  $0  $0  $0  $0  $0  $0  $738,426 $1,640,200 $0  $0  

Alternative 1A Total Cost $22,010,067 = Trunkline cost + ROW cost for SMFs 5A and 6A     

Alternative 1B Total Cost $40,698,817 = Trunkline cost + ROW cost for SMF 5A + Bridge Extension cost     

Alternative 2 Total Cost $27,246,825 = Alternative 2 Trunkline cost     

X : Denotes SMF is part of alternative 
1Parcel information was obtained from Hillsborough County Property Appraiser (http://gis.hcpafl.org/gissearch/) 
 ROW Cost estimate = parcel(s) market value (does not include minor city owned ROW cost) 

  

http://gis.hcpafl.org/gissearch/
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Table 5-29 Design Option B – SMF Determination Matrix 

SMF Name 
SMF 2A 
(Alt 1A) 

SMF 2B 
(Alt 1B) 

SMF 3A SMF 3B SMF 3C SMF 3D SMF 4A 
SMF 4A 
(Alt 2) 

SMF 5A 
SMF 6A 
(Alt 1A) 

SMF 6B 
(Alt 1B) 

Basins 5 & 6 
(Alt 2) 

Alternative 1 X X X X X X X   X X X   

Alternative 2 X X X X X X   X       X 

Treatment Method 
Wet 

Detention 
Wet 

Detention 
Wet 

Detention 
Wet 

Detention 
Wet 

Detention 
Wet 

Detention 
Dry 

Retention 
Dry 

Retention 
Dry 

Retention 
Wet 

Detention 
Wet 

Detention 
N/A 

Pond Area 1.15 ac 0.98 ac 0.78 ac 2.09 ac 2.06 ac 3.13 ac 2.59 ac 3.72 ac 0.85 ac 1.92 ac 1.66 ac N/A 

Est. SHWT / Control EL. 8.72 8.72 7.87 10.00 10.00 41.72 
24.11 / 
32.50 

24.11 / 
32.50 

34.72 / 
36.72 

43.72 43.72 N/A 

Treatment Depth 1.00 ft 1.00 ft 1.00 ft 1.00 ft 1.00 ft 1.00 ft 1.50 ft 1.50 ft 0.58 ft 0.78 ft 0.78 ft N/A 

Arch. Impacts None None None None None None None None None None None None 

Hist. Impacts None None None None None None None None Yes Yes None None 

Contamination / 
Hazmat. 

No No Low Medium Low Low High High Low High Low N/A 

T&E Impacts None None None None None None None None None None None None 

Wetland Impacts None None None None None None None None None None None None 

Bridge Extension Costs N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A $0  $20,328,950  $0  

Trunkline / Storm sewer 
Costs 

$19,631,441 N/A N/A N/A N/A $27,246,825  

Easement 
Requirements 

None None None None None None None None None None None None 

No. of Parcels Impacted 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 131 0 0 

ROW Costs $0  $0  $0  $0  $0  $0  $0  $0  $131,724 $1,640,200 $0  $0  

Alternative 1A Total Cost $21,403,365 = Trunkline cost + ROW cost for SMFs 5A and 6A     

Alternative 1B Total Cost $40,092,115 = Trunkline cost + ROW cost for SMF 5A + Bridge Extension cost     

Alternative 2 Total Cost $27,246,825 = Alternative 2 Trunkline cost     

X : Denotes SMF is part of alternative 
1Parcel information was obtained from Hillsborough County Property Appraiser (http://gis.hcpafl.org/gissearch/) 
 ROW Cost estimate = parcel(s) market value (does not include minor city owned ROW cost) 

 

http://gis.hcpafl.org/gissearch/


 Pond Siting Report 

Tampa Interstate Study SEIS Page 46 November 2019 
 

Table 5-30 Design Option C – SMF Determination Matrix 

SMF Name SMF 2A (Alt 1A) SMF 2B (Alt 1B) SMF 3A SMF 4A SMF 4B 

Treatment Method Wet Detention Wet Detention Wet Detention Dry Retention Wet Detention 

Pond Area 1.00 ac 0.98 ac 1.46 ac 1.80 ac 2.69 ac 

Est. SHWT / Control EL. 8.72 8.72 40.90 37.90 / 39.90 36.90 

Treatment Depth 1.28 ft 1.28 ft 0.00 ft 0.00 ft 1.50 ft 

Archaeological Impacts None None None None None 

Historical Impacts None None None None None 

Contamination / Hazmat. No No Low Low Medium 

T&E Impacts None None None None None 

Wetland Impacts None None None None None 

Bridge Extension Costs N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Trunkline / Storm sewer Costs N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Easement Requirements None None None None None 

No. of Parcels Impacted 0 0 11 0 0 

ROW Costs $0  $0  TBD  $0  $0  

Total Cost $02     
1Parcel impacted is minor city owned ROW to be condemned. 
2Note that this amount is for marginal costs and does not reflect the total stormwater management cost. 

Table 5-31 Design Option D – SMF Determination Matrix 

SMF Name SMF 2A (Alt 1A) SMF 2B (Alt 1B) SMF 4B 

Treatment Method Wet Detention Wet Detention Wet Detention 

Pond Area 1.00 ac 0.98 ac 2.69 ac 

Est. SHWT / Control EL. 8.72 8.72 36.90 

Treatment Depth 1.28 ft 1.28 ft 1.50 ft 

Archaeological Impacts None None None 

Historical Impacts None None None 

Contamination / Hazmat. No No Medium 

T&E Impacts None None None 

Wetland Impacts None None None 

Bridge Extension Costs N/A N/A N/A 

Trunkline / Storm sewer Costs N/A N/A $12,723,483  

Easement Requirements None None None 

No. of Parcels Impacted 0 0 0 

ROW Costs $0  $0  $0  

Total Cost $12,723,483  
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Table 5-32 Design Option E – SMF Determination Matrix 

SMF Name SMF 2A SMF 3A SMF 4A SMF 4B SMF 6A 

Treatment Method Wet Detention Wet Detention Wet Detention Wet Detention Dry Retention 

Pond Area 0.59 ac 0.73 ac 2.81 ac 1.35 ac 0.69 ac 

Est. SHWT / Control EL. 8.50 41.50 37.50 37.50 45.50 / 47.50 

Treatment Depth 1.50 ft 0.40 ft 0.30 ft 0.40 ft 0.25 ft 

Archaeological Impacts None None None None None 

Historical Impacts None None None Yes None 

Contamination / Hazmat. No Low Medium Medium Low 

T&E Impacts None None None None None 

Wetland Impacts None None None None None 

Bridge Extension Costs N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Trunkline / Storm sewer Costs N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Easement Requirements None None None None None 

No. of Parcels Impacted 0 0 0 0 0 

ROW Costs $0  $0  $0  $0  $0  

Total Cost $01     
1Note that this amount is for marginal costs and does not reflect the total stormwater management cost. 
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OPTION C:  EXISTING INTERCHANGE WITH ELEVATED EXPRESS LANES SOUTH OPTION
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OPTION D:  EXISTING INTERCHANGE WITH ELEVATED EXPRESS LANES NORTH OPTION
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General Figures 
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Meeting Minutes 

Project: TBX Segment 6 – FPID 433821-2 

Subject: Roadway and Stormwater Design Meeting 

Date: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 

Location: FDOT 7 

Attendees: Mary Lou Godfrey – FDOT 

Daniel Lauricello - FDOT 

Richard Moss – FDOT 

Ginger Crieghton – FDOT 

Abdul Waris - FDOT 

David Bredahl – ACP 

Amy Neidringhaus - FDOT 

Allan Urbonas – FDOT 

Bill McTeer – FDOT 

Jim Johnston - HDR 

   

 

 Topic Facilitator Start End 

1 Click here to enter text. Name Time Time 

2 Click here to enter text. Name Time Time 

3 Click here to enter text. Name Time Time 

4 Click here to enter text. Name Time Time 

 

• HDR (sub to American Consulting Professionals) is scoped to prepare LHR and 

PSR.  American will be preparing 15% line and grade. 

• Preliminary conceptual roadway design and r/w information is available.  HDR 

will coordinate with American to obtain the electronic files. 

• Mainline design is complete; side streets tie-downs still require adjustments. 

• TIS that was provided to HDR was completed in early 1990’s so stormwater 

management criteria has changed. 

• HDR should coordinate with Paul Staes, who has been assisting the Department 

with design and r/w efforts. 

 

 

 



Existing Drainage Concerns   

• Existing drainage/flooding concerns within the project area should be 

researched.  FDOT may want to resolve where feasible as part of the TBX.  Check 

if any flooding issues are documented in the Hillsborough River Watershed 

Study. 

• Abdul believes there is an existing flooding issue in the vicinity of 40th Street 

(need clarification from Abdul since it appears 40th St is beyond project limits). 

• 14-86 criteria should be used for basins with documented flooding issues if 

feasible. 

 

Design Approach 

• Schedule pre-application meeting with SWFWMD in December or early January.  

Need to determine if water quality treatment will be required for all DCIA or only 

the additional impervious area. 

• Stormwater management for TBX accommodated in previous projects west of 

14th Street.  

• Hillsborough River is considered tidal within the project limits.  Attenuation 

would not be required for outfalls to the river.  Consider potential outfalls along 

existing City streets that are not brick. 

• Impervious area based on entire r/w would provide the most conservative 

approach, although proposed infield areas should not be included. 

 

Potential SWM Sites 

• Any pond sites on adjacent TBX segments that could be expanded for Segment 6 

should be considered. 

• Approximately nine remnant parcels are anticipated.  Some have been reserved 

for the proposed trail. 

• Remnant parcels that will likely be available for stormwater management include 

Mobley Park apartments (large site), Presbyterian Village, expansion of Robles 

Park (pond is being constructed across from park) and the site north of the 

community center.  Also consider the DMS building site. 

• Trail agreements will affect the pond siting efforts. 

• Former jail site was discussed, may be needed for other future uses.  

• Avoid existing single family homes.  Although some are close to the proposed 

improvements, the existing lots are small.  

• Public housing site that is currently boarded up may be an option for proposed 

stormwater management. 

• Meet with the City and County to determine if any joint use opportunities exist.  

City may have purchased flooded home sites within the project limits   

 

Alternative Methods 

• Shallow SHWT will likely prevent the use of sand filters. 



• Determine if vaults are an option either onsite or offsite.  They should not be 

considered under the roadway pavement.  HDR should obtain available 

information for the existing vaults along the Selmon Expressway to clarify the 

design approach. 

• Determine if there are opportunities for stormwater harvesting and document in 

the report.        

• Determine if deep well injection is an option.  May require a very high level of 

water quality treatment. 

• Are there other options that are being used in different regions or FDOT 

Districts?   

 



TBX Segment 6 Roadway and Stormwater Design Meeting 

FPID: 433821-2 

11/15/2016 

 

• Overall project limits 

 

• Concept Roadway Design Status for RFP 

 

• Stormwater Management Data Collection efforts 

 

• Existing Drainage Concerns within the Area – Could FDOT resolve 

offsite flooding as part of the TBX?  

 

• Remnant Parcels Available for stormwater treatment? 

 

• Environmental Look Around 

 

• Joint Use Opportunities with the City of Tampa or Hillsborough 

County?  

 

• Any opportunities for Stormwater harvesting? 

 

• SWFWMD Pre-Application Meeting  

 

• Deliverables  

 

• Action Items 

 

• Next Meeting 
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FDOT TBX Section 6 Drainage Meeting 

Date: 4/21/17 

Time: 10:00 AM – 11:30 AM 

Location: D7-HQ, Flamingo 

Attendees: See attached Sign-In Sheet 

Subject: TBX Section 6 Drainage 

Meeting Minutes:  

 

1. Project Overview  

 Schedule 

o American will create once CDP scope is finalized. 

 Current contract status 

o There will be continuity of American/HDR team for the CDP. 

o HDR will submit a letter to FDOT confirming they will not pursuit the Section Design Build 

contract. 

 Scope/Staff Hour Estimate 
o Kirk Bogen and George Walton will meet to discuss scope.   
o American/HDR will compare PD&E scope with CDP scope and adjust CDP and provide 

recommendations. 

2.    Project History  

 A PD&E PSR/LHR has not been submitted yet. 

 Mary Lou Godfrey would like to see HDR submit a PSR/LHR as per the PD&E scope. 

 Daniel Lauricello would like to see a comprehensive PSR completed. 

 There was a discussion on if there should be two separate PSRs submitted or if the requirements of the 

PD&E scope could be satisfied by way of a PSR Memo and then a formal PSR submitted ongoing with the 

CDP. 

 Cristina Jackson will forward HDR examples of other TBX Sections PSRs for Right of Way Needs developed 

during the PD&E phase for their use in developing a PSR Memo to satisfy the requirements of the PD&E 

scope. 

3.    Roadway Status  

 HDR has not seen the latest Arcadis concept.  David Bredahl will forward the latest Arcadis concept to Bart 

Rohrer. 

 Arcadis submitted a traffic report and FDOT is currently reviewing and providing comments for it.  Once 

the comments are submitted, they will be forwarded to American/HDR for their use. 

 Jeff Drapp will forward preliminary elevations provided by Arcadis for HDR’s use in evaluating hydraulic 

feasibility of pond sites. 

4.    Drainage Status  

 Bart Rohrer presented exhibits showing the preliminary sub-basin limits and outfalls: 

o West of Hillsborough River 

o Interchange area 

o North of Interchange 

o Future sub-basin limit coordination with Sections 5, 7 and 8 

 Bart Rohrer presented a table with the proposed treatment and attenuation  
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o Treatment volume required assumed to be total new impervious.  Pond sizes will be revised to 

address net new impervious only. 

o Attenuation volume required assumed direct outfall to Hillsborough River will not require 

attenuation. 

o The TIS Pond Sites were discussed. 

 See attached exhibits. 

 The TIS Pond Site in the northwest corner of I-275 and the Hillsborough River is part of 

the Presbyterian Village and is still available for pond sites. 

 The TIS Pond Site in the southwest corner of I-275 and the Hillsborough River is part of 

Julian B Park and will not be available for pond sites. 

 The TIS Pond Site in the northeast corner of I-275 and the Hillsborough River is still 

available for pond sites. 

 The TIS Pond Site underneath the Downtown Interchange are still available for pond sites 

however will need to be split into several sites if used. 

 The rectangular TIS Pond Site northwest of the Downtown Interchange will be verified for 

ROW acquisition status. 

• FDOT will follow up with ROW to find out what has been purchased already. 

• HDR will review FDOT GIS Map Portal that shows the acquired ROW.   

 The TIS Pond Site north of Robles Park and west of I-275 will be part of Robles Park and 

not available for pond sites. 

• David Bredahl will share the PD&E Commitments with HDR regarding Robles Park. 

 The rectangular TIS Pond Site east of I-275 across from Robles Park will be verified for 

ROW acquisition status. This site will be expanded for a park but may be available for 

pond sites if a curvilinear (no BURP) pond site is considered. 

 The TIS Pond Site in the northwest corner of MLK and I-275 has been partially revised to 

address historic residential property.  The available pond site will be revised to include the 

frontage parcels only plus the commercial Chevron property to form a backwards “L” 

shape. 

 The TIS Pond Site in the northwest corner of Chelsea St and I-275 will be verified by Kirk 

Bogen/Ashley Henzel for Cultural Resources. 

o Other Proposed Pond Sites were discussed. 

 The vacant parcel north of the Oaklawn Cemetery and south of I-275 will be reserved for 

a Multi Modal center and not available for pond sites. 

 Alternatives underneath the proposed I-275 bridges north of Floribraska Avenue will not 

be available for pond sites as they will be reserved for park connectivity in between the 

west and east sides of I-275. 

 Other considerations 

o Daniel Lauricello asked that stormwater harvesting, vaults, and regional ponds/park expansions 

be considered.  Environmental Look Arounds (ELAs) should be considered throughout all PSR 

phases. 

o FDOT will have preliminary discussions with SWFWMD regarding the SWFWMD River Tower 

Shoreline Project for potential water quality equivalencies for improvements to Section 6 and 7 of 

TBX. 

o HDR will provide treatment calculations that include impair water criteria and will not consider 

utilizing water quality equivalencies from Old Tampa Bay. 

o Jeff Drapp offered that the proposed bridges over 14th and 15th Street might have areas 

underneath available for pond sites if needed.  However, he stated it is the City’s preference to 
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convert those bridges into MSE walls and eliminate the open area underneath if they are not 

needed for pond sites. 

5. Permitting  

 Cristina Jackson will schedule a SWFWMD Pre-Application Meeting.  

 TPA and USCG permits will be required for improvements over the Hillsborough River. 

6.    Action Items  

 FDOT/American/HDR will continue developing Scope/Staff Hours/Schedule. 

 HDR will submit a letter to FDOT confirming they will not pursuit the Section Design Build contract. 

 Cristina Jackson will forward HDR examples of other TBX Sections PSRs for Right of Way Needs developed 

during the PD&E phase for their use in developing a PSR Memo to satisfy the requirements of the PD&E 

scope. 

 Jeff Drapp will forward preliminary elevations provided by Arcadis for HDR’s use in evaluating hydraulic 

feasibility of pond sites. 

 FDOT will follow up with ROW to find out what has been purchased already.  HDR will review FDOT GIS 

Map Portal that shows the acquired ROW. 

 David Bredahl will share the PD&E Commitments with HDR regarding Robles Park. 

 The TIS Pond Site in the northwest corner of Chelsea St and I-275 will be verified by Kirk Bogen/Ashley 

Henzel for Cultural Resources. 

 Cristina Jackson will schedule a SWFWMD Pre-Application Meeting.  

 Cristina Jackson will schedule a follow up Drainage Meeting to discuss the progress on the action items 

discussed in this meeting. 
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FDOT TBN Section 6 PSR Meeting 

Date: 1/11/18 

Time: 11:00 AM – 12:00 PM 

Location: D7-HQ, Planning 

Attendees: Kirk Bogen, Jeff Drapp, Brad Flom, Ashley Henzel, Mary Lou Godfrey, Cristina Jackson, Daniel 

Lauricello, Alice Price, Bart Rohrer, Nicole Selly 

Subject: TBN Section 6 PSR 

Meeting Minutes:  

 

1. Previous Work: 

 Ponds were originally sized for the entire contributing area per former SWFWMD criteria 

 Ponds were revised to only include the new impervious area per new SWERP criteria 

 FDOT has requested that ROW for ponds be eliminated where possible especially for the MLK and Robles 

Park Pond 

 FDOT is evaluating four alternatives for Section 6: two reconstruction alternatives and two viaduct 

alternatives 

 The TBN Owners Rep has performed a preliminary analysis evaluating opportunities to minimize ROW for 

ponds 

2. Project Coordination 

• The PD&E Limits for Section 6 along I-4 are from I-275 to East of 50th. 

• Jeff Drapp sent the latest draft of the four design option exhibits on 1/11/18 to American. 

• Cristina Jackson will send Bart Rohrer the preliminary review done for the Chunk. 

• A follow up workshop/meeting will be scheduled to discuss the implications and considerations to 

providing a conveyance system with direct discharge to Hillsborough River in lieu of attenuation. 

• TBN Owners Rep will provide the latest FDOT ROW files within Section 6. 

• FDOT will provide direction on what FDOT owned parcels can be used for ponds and which cannot. 

• TBN Owners Rep/FDOT will provide the latest trail concepts along Section 6. 

• Cristina Jackson will schedule a Pre-Application Meeting within a month. 

• Bart Rohrer will discuss Amendment needs with American and provide to FDOT. 

• The regional stormwater quality projects being evaluated by FDOT will not be included in the TBN Section 

6 PSR. 

• Bart Rohrer will submit a Draft PSR and LHR in line with the PD&E schedule.  



RECORD OF TELEPHONE CALL 
 

Job #  56636; FPN 431746-1-22-01     ___  Date  05/20/2014    _____________________  
Call From  Mark Livesay     _______________  Of  HNTB Corporation    ________________  
Call To  Jack Moore (Senior PE)     _______  Of  SWFWMD (ERP Evaluation Section)    ___  
Phone  (813) 985-7481 ext. 2041     _____    

 

Subject Discussed  

Existing Permitted I-4 Ponds – Impaired Waters Criteria: 
 
Jack Moore (Job Title: Senior Professional Engineer) with the Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) 
Evaluation Section of the Southwest Florida Water Management District (SWFWMD) called back in 
response to HNTB’s question regarding the applicability of the impaired waters criteria on the existing 
permitted I-4 ponds from 50th Street to the Polk Parkway (SR 570). Mr. Moore had been involved in the 
review/permitting of the original permits in Hillsborough County. 
 
Mr. Moore was told that HNTB is currently working on a PD&E Study which assesses the capability of the 
I-4 existing ponds to serve the ultimate typical section. Our research has shown that all of the existing 
ponds are permitted for the ultimate condition. However, the ponds were designed before the existence 
of FDEP’s verified list of impaired waters and associated criteria. 
 
Mr. Moore remembered that the I-4 permitting in which he was involved had permitted the stormwater 
management system for the ultimate condition. Therefore, he said that ponds designed for the ultimate 
condition will be accepted and SWFWMD will not require any redesign to meet the impaired waters 
criteria. Mr. Moore said that this was common SWFWMD practice for stormwater management systems 
that were designed and permitted for future improvements. 
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

11.34 ac.

17.31 ac.

5.97 ac.

1.0 in.

0.50 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

0.50 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 1.153 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 12.00 ft. 0.744 ac. 0.71 ac.-ft. 2.93 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 11.00 ft. 0.669 ac. 0.80 ac.-ft. 2.22 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 9.72 ft. 0.577 ac. 0.54 ac.-ft. 1.42 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 8.72 ft. 0.507 ac. 0.88 ac.-ft. 0.88 ac.-ft. Average Grade EL:

Bottom EL: 6.72 ft. 0.375 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL:

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Volume Summary Required Provided

Outside T.O.B. 0.980 ac. - - Treatment Volume: 0.50 ac.-ft. 0.54 ac.-ft.

T.O.B. EL: 12.00 ft. 0.656 ac. 0.63 ac.-ft. 2.70 ac.-ft. Total: 0.50 ac.-ft. 0.54 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 11.00 ft. 0.598 ac. 0.72 ac.-ft. 2.07 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 9.72 ft. 0.528 ac. 0.50 ac.-ft. 1.35 ac.-ft. Note: Only one SMF alternative is required

Control EL: 8.72 ft. 0.475 ac. 0.85 ac.-ft. 0.85 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 6.72 ft. 0.377 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

SMF 2B Parameters

12.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

8.72 ft.

Proposed SMF 2B

Proposed SMF 2A

Local Road Impervious: 5.93 ac.

Open or Closed Basin

SMF 2A Parameters

17.31 ac.

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Treatment Method:

8.72 ft.

0.51 ac.

6.06 ac.

Open

Existing Impervious Area:

12.00 ft.

Proposed Impervious Area:

Δ Impervious Area
1
:

Treatment Depth
2
:

New Required Treatment Volume:

3.28 ft.

Reconstruction

Total Required Treatment Volume:

11.34 ac.

Existing Required Treatment Volume:

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 2 - From N Blvd to Hillsborough River

I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Pond:

Local Road Impervious:

Area

10.74 ac.

Impervious Areas Schedule

Area Description

5.41 ac.

Option A Pond Siting Analysis

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

New or Existing Roadway:

Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement:

SWFWMD

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

Governing Agency:

Online or Offline:

OFW:

Impaired Waterbody:

1 of 10



Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

28.87 ac.

60.61 ac.

31.74 ac.

1.0 in.

2.65 ac·ft

1.06 ac·ft

3.71 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Average Grade EL: Average Grade EL:

Depth to SHWT: Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL: SHWT EL:

Average Grade EL: Average Grade EL:

Depth to SHWT: Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL: SHWT EL:

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol.

Outside T.O.B. 0.782 ac. - - Outside T.O.B. 2.086 ac. - -

T.O.B. EL: 10.80 ft. 0.460 ac. 0.43 ac.-ft. 1.63 ac.-ft. T.O.B. EL: 14.00 ft. 1.483 ac. 1.43 ac.-ft. 6.92 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 9.80 ft. 0.403 ac. 0.35 ac.-ft. 1.20 ac.-ft. DHW EL: 13.00 ft. 1.369 ac. 2.52 ac.-ft. 5.49 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 8.87 ft. 0.351 ac. 0.32 ac.-ft. 0.85 ac.-ft. Weir EL: 11.00 ft. 1.149 ac. 1.10 ac.-ft. 2.97 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 7.87 ft. 0.298 ac. 0.52 ac.-ft. 0.52 ac.-ft. Control EL: 10.00 ft. 1.042 ac. 1.88 ac.-ft. 1.88 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 5.87 ft. 0.223 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Bottom EL: 8.00 ft. 0.836 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol.

Outside T.O.B. 1.957 ac. - - Outside T.O.B. 3.131 ac. - -

T.O.B. EL: 15.00 ft. 1.448 ac. 1.40 ac.-ft. 7.92 ac.-ft. T.O.B. EL: 45.00 ft. 2.409 ac. 2.34 ac.-ft. 10.5 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 14.00 ft. 1.353 ac. 3.65 ac.-ft. 6.52 ac.-ft. DHW EL: 44.00 ft. 2.271 ac. 2.74 ac.-ft. 8.20 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 11.00 ft. 1.083 ac. 1.04 ac.-ft. 2.87 ac.-ft. Weir EL: 42.72 ft. 2.014 ac. 1.95 ac.-ft. 5.46 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 10.00 ft. 0.997 ac. 1.83 ac.-ft. 1.83 ac.-ft. Control EL: 41.72 ft. 1.883 ac. 3.51 ac.-ft. 3.51 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 8.00 ft. 0.833 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Bottom EL: 39.72 ft. 1.629 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

Note: SMF 3A and SMF 3B SHWT EL were obtained Volume Summary Required Provided

from ERP 20690.004; SMF 3C SHWT EL was set at Treatment Volume: 3.71 ac.-ft. 4.41 ac.-ft.

the SHWT EL of SMF 3B Total: 3.71 ac.-ft. 4.41 ac.-ft.

Proposed SMF 3D

7.87 ft. 10.00 ft.

10.00 ft.

N/A

Proposed SMF 3B

16.00 ft.

SMF 3C Parameters

Proposed SMF 3A

SMF 3D Parameters

45.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

41.72 ft.

Proposed SMF 3C

SMF 3B Parameters

14.00 ft.

N/A

Option A Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 3 - From Hillsborough River to South of I-4 / I-275 Interchange

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

Description Area Description Area

I-275 Impervious Pavement: 28.87 ac. I-275 Impervious Pavement: 56.39 ac.

Pond: 4.22 ac.

Local Road Impervious: 9.25 ac. Local Road Impervious: 6.90 ac.

No Treatment Depth
2
:

28.87 ac. 60.61 ac.

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area
1
:

OFW: No

Impervious Areas Schedule

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

10.00 ft.

N/A

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

SMF 3A Parameters

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: Wet Detention Proposed Impervious Area:

Impaired Waterbody:
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

27.26 ac.

56.19 ac.

28.93 ac.

1.0 in.

2.41 ac·ft

0.70 ac·ft

3.11 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious (1.0" Used to Remain Conservative)

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 3.588 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 37.00 ft. 2.864 ac. 2.77 ac.-ft. 8.89 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 36.00 ft. 2.677 ac. 3.81 ac.-ft. 6.12 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 34.50 ft. 2.400 ac. 2.31 ac.-ft. 2.31 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 33.50 ft. 2.219 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Average Grade EL:

Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL:

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol.

Outside T.O.B. 2.210 ac. - - Volume Summary Required Provided

T.O.B. EL: 37.00 ft. 1.426 ac. 1.32 ac.-ft. 2.93 ac.-ft. Treatment Volume: 3.11 ac.-ft. 3.33 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 36.00 ft. 1.223 ac. 0.59 ac.-ft. 1.61 ac.-ft. Total: 3.11 ac.-ft. 3.33 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 35.50 ft. 1.122 ac. 1.02 ac.-ft. 1.02 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 34.50 ft. 0.922 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

24.11 ft.

37.00 ft.

N/A

Alt 1 Basin 4 - From South of I-4 / I-275 Interchange to N 14th St / E Floribraska Ave

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 4A SMF 4A Parameters

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
2
:

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: Dry Retention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area
1
:

27.26 ac. 56.19 ac.

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Pond: 3.14 ac.

Local Road Impervious: 1.52 ac. Local Road Impervious: 1.11 ac.

Description Area Description Area

I-275 Impervious Pavement: 27.26 ac. I-275 Impervious Pavement: 53.05 ac.

Option A Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

Impervious Areas Schedule

Proposed SMF 4B

Note: SMF 4A & SMF 4B SHWT EL were obtained

from ERP 20690.004

SMF 4B Parameters

37.00 ft.

N/A

24.11 ft.
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

CN Area CN Area

98 12.22 ac. 98 17.17 ac.

98 3.70 ac. 98 4.45 ac.

80 7.52 ac. 100 1.82 ac.

80 0.00 ac.

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

CN: CN:

15.92 ac.

23.44 ac.

7.52 ac.

1.0 in.

0.63 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

0.63 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 2.808 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 42.00 ft. 2.195 ac. 3.66 ac.-ft. 11.2 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 40.25 ft. 1.990 ac. 1.98 ac.-ft. 7.55 ac.-ft. Volume Summary Required Provided

Weir EL: 39.25 ft. 1.966 ac. 1.01 ac.-ft. 5.57 ac.-ft. Treatment Volume: 0.63 ac.-ft. 1.01 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 38.72 ft. 1.824 ac. 4.57 ac.-ft. 4.57 ac.-ft. Attenuation Volume: 1.47 ac.-ft. 1.98 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 36.00 ft. 1.536 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Total: 2.09 ac.-ft. 2.98 ac.-ft.

42.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

38.72 ft.

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 5A SMF 5A Parameters

Open or Closed Basin Closed New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: Wet Detention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area
1
:

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
2
:

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Urban Land: Pond:

Urban Land:

15.92 ac. 23.44 ac.

23.44 ac. 23.44 ac.

92.22 98.16

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Description Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement: I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Local Road Impervious: Local Road Impervious:

Option A Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Alt 1 Basin 5 - From E Floribraska Ave to E Lake Ave

Basin Areas and CN Calculations

Existing Areas Proposed Areas
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Subject: Option A Basin Analysis Pre/Post

Project: TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Location: Alternative 1 - Basin 5

Governing Agency: Rainfall Depth**:

Treatment Method: Summary of Runoff Existing Proposed

Online or Offline: Total Basin Area (LT and RT): 23.44 ac. 23.44 ac.

OFW: Weighted CN (LT and RT): 92.2 98.2

Impaired Waterbody: Soil Retention (S): 0.8 in. 0.2 in.

Open or Closed Basin Runoff Depth (QR): 16.8 in. 17.6 in.

New or Existing Roadway: Runoff Volume 32.87 ac.-ft. 34.34 ac.-ft.

Treatment Area: 7.52 ac. Post-Pre Attenuation Volume (VA):

Treatment Depth*: 1.0 in. **100 year / 10 Day

Treatment Volume Required: 0.63 ac.-ft.

* Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious Treatment Volume Required: 0.63 ac.-ft.

   (1.0 inch used to remain conservative) Attenuation Volume** (VA): 1.47 ac.-ft.

   Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious Total: 2.09 ac.-ft.

Runoff Volume Analysis

Treatment Calculations Attenuation Calculations

Total Runoff Volume Required

SWFWMD 17.8 in.

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

Closed

Reconstruction

1.47 ac.-ft.
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

CN Area CN Area

98 16.04 ac. 98 21.62 ac.

98 2.61 ac. 98 1.93 ac.

80 5.69 ac. 100 0.79 ac.

80 0.00 ac.

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

CN: CN:

16.04 ac.

22.41 ac.

6.37 ac.

1.0 in.

0.53 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

0.53 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 1.924 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 47.00 ft. 1.219 ac. 1.37 ac.-ft. 4.46 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 45.80 ft. 1.059 ac. 1.27 ac.-ft. 3.09 ac.-ft. Volume Summary Required Provided

Weir EL: 44.50 ft. 0.890 ac. 0.66 ac.-ft. 1.82 ac.-ft. Treatment Volume: 0.53 ac.-ft. 0.66 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 43.72 ft. 0.788 ac. 1.17 ac.-ft. 1.17 ac.-ft. Attenuation Volume: 1.09 ac.-ft. 1.27 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 42.00 ft. 0.572 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Total: 1.62 ac.-ft. 1.92 ac.-ft.

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method:

24.34 ac. 24.34 ac.

Wet Detention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area
1
:

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
2
:

43.72 ft.

47.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 6A SMF 6A Parameters

16.04 ac. 22.41 ac.

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

98.0693.79

Urban Land:

Local Road Impervious: Local Road Impervious:

Description Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement: I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Urban Land: Pond:

Option A Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Alt 1A Basin 6 - From E Lake Ave to E Osborne Ave

Existing Areas Proposed Areas

Basin Areas and CN Calculations
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Subject: Option A Basin Analysis Pre/Post

Project: TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Location: Alternative 1A - Basin 6

Governing Agency: Rainfall Depth**:

Treatment Method: Summary of Runoff Existing Proposed

Online or Offline: Total Basin Area (LT and RT): 24.34 ac. 24.34 ac.

OFW: Weighted CN (LT and RT): 93.8 98.1

Impaired Waterbody: Soil Retention (S): 0.7 in. 0.2 in.

Open or Closed Basin Runoff Depth (QR): 17.0 in. 17.6 in.

New or Existing Roadway: Runoff Volume 34.54 ac.-ft. 35.63 ac.-ft.

Treatment Area: 6.37 ac. Post-Pre Attenuation Volume (VA):

Treatment Depth*: 1.0 in. **100 year / 10 Day

Treatment Volume Required: 0.53 ac.-ft.

* Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious Treatment Volume Required: 0.53 ac.-ft.

   (1.0 inch used to remain conservative) Attenuation Volume** (VA): 1.09 ac.-ft.

   Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious Total: 1.62 ac.-ft.

Runoff Volume Analysis

Treatment Calculations Attenuation Calculations

Total Runoff Volume Required

SWFWMD 17.8 in.

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

Open

Reconstruction

1.09 ac.-ft.
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

CN Area CN Area

98 16.04 ac. 98 21.62 ac.

98 2.61 ac. 98 1.93 ac.

80 4.90 ac. 100 0.00 ac.

80 0.00 ac.

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

CN: CN:

16.04 ac.

21.62 ac.

5.58 ac.

1.0 in.

0.47 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

0.47 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 0.935 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 47.00 ft. 0.614 ac. 0.80 ac.-ft. 2.38 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 45.60 ft. 0.530 ac. 0.55 ac.-ft. 1.58 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 44.50 ft. 0.470 ac. 0.35 ac.-ft. 1.03 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 43.72 ft. 0.434 ac. 0.67 ac.-ft. 0.67 ac.-ft. Average Grade EL:

Bottom EL: 42.00 ft. 0.350 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL:

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Volume Summary Required Provided

Outside T.O.B. 0.729 ac. - - Treatment Volume: 0.47 ac.-ft. 0.61 ac.-ft.

T.O.B. EL: 47.00 ft. 0.456 ac. 0.59 ac.-ft. 1.72 ac.-ft. Attenuation Volume: 0.92 ac.-ft. 0.95 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 45.60 ft. 0.390 ac. 0.40 ac.-ft. 1.13 ac.-ft. Total: 1.38 ac.-ft. 1.56 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 44.50 ft. 0.340 ac. 0.25 ac.-ft. 0.72 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 43.72 ft. 0.308 ac. 0.47 ac.-ft. 0.47 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 42.00 ft. 0.240 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

23.55 ac.

Proposed SMF 6B NORTH

43.72 ft.

Proposed SMF 6B SOUTH

SMF 6B NORTH Parameters

47.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

43.72 ft.

SMF 6B SOUTH Parameters

47.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: Wet Detention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area
1
:

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
2
:

94.25 98.00

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

21.62 ac.

Description Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement: I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Local Road Impervious: Local Road Impervious:

Urban Land: Pond (Under Bridge):

Urban Land:

16.04 ac.

Option A Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Alt 1B Basin 6 - From E Lake Ave to E Osborne Ave

Basin Areas and CN Calculations

Existing Areas Proposed Areas
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Subject: Option A Basin Analysis Pre/Post

Project: TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Location: Alternative 1B - Basin 6

Governing Agency: Rainfall Depth**:

Treatment Method: Summary of Runoff Existing Proposed

Online or Offline: Total Basin Area (LT and RT): 23.55 ac. 23.55 ac.

OFW: Weighted CN (LT and RT): 94.3 98.0

Impaired Waterbody: Soil Retention (S): 0.6 in. 0.2 in.

Open or Closed Basin Runoff Depth (QR): 17.1 in. 17.6 in.

New or Existing Roadway: Runoff Volume 33.54 ac.-ft. 34.46 ac.-ft.

Treatment Area: 5.58 ac. Post-Pre Attenuation Volume (VA):

Treatment Depth*: 1.0 in. **100 year / 10 Day

Treatment Volume Required: 0.47 ac.-ft.

* Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious Treatment Volume Required: 0.47 ac.-ft.

   (1.0 inch used to remain conservative) Attenuation Volume** (VA): 0.92 ac.-ft.

   Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious Total: 1.38 ac.-ft.

Runoff Volume Analysis

Treatment Calculations Attenuation Calculations

Total Runoff Volume Required

SWFWMD 17.8 in.

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

Open

Reconstruction

0.92 ac.-ft.
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

55.52 ac.

96.00 ac.

40.48 ac.

1.0 in.

3.37 ac·ft

0.70 ac·ft

4.07 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious (1.0" Used to Remain Conservative)

Average Grade EL: Average Grade EL:

Depth to SHWT: Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL: SHWT EL:

Average Grade EL: Average Grade EL:

Depth to SHWT: Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL: SHWT EL:

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol.

Outside T.O.B. 3.588 ac. - - Outside T.O.B. 2.210 ac. - -

T.O.B. EL: 37.00 ft. 2.864 ac. 2.77 ac.-ft. 8.89 ac.-ft. T.O.B. EL: 37.00 ft. 1.426 ac. 1.32 ac.-ft. 2.93 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 36.00 ft. 2.677 ac. 3.81 ac.-ft. 6.12 ac.-ft. DHW EL: 36.00 ft. 1.223 ac. 0.59 ac.-ft. 1.61 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 34.50 ft. 2.400 ac. 2.31 ac.-ft. 2.31 ac.-ft. Weir EL: 35.50 ft. 1.122 ac. 1.02 ac.-ft. 1.02 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 33.50 ft. 2.219 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Bottom EL: 34.50 ft. 0.922 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol.

Outside T.O.B. 1.680 ac. - - Outside T.O.B. 0.970 ac. - -

T.O.B. EL: 37.00 ft. 1.086 ac. 1.01 ac.-ft. 2.06 ac.-ft. T.O.B. EL: 37.00 ft. 0.527 ac. 0.47 ac.-ft. 0.90 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 36.00 ft. 0.932 ac. 0.45 ac.-ft. 1.05 ac.-ft. DHW EL: 36.00 ft. 0.415 ac. 0.19 ac.-ft. 0.43 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 35.50 ft. 0.857 ac. 0.60 ac.-ft. 0.60 ac.-ft. Weir EL: 35.50 ft. 0.359 ac. 0.24 ac.-ft. 0.24 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 34.75 ft. 0.744 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Bottom EL: 34.75 ft. 0.277 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

Volume Summary Required Provided

Treatment Volume: 4.07 ac.-ft. 4.17 ac.-ft.

were obtained from ERP 20690.004 Total: 4.07 ac.-ft. 4.17 ac.-ft.

Proposed SMF 4B

Proposed SMF 4C Proposed SMF 4D

N/A

24.11 ft. 24.11 ft.

SMF 4C Parameters SMF 4D Parameters

37.00 ft.

24.11 ft.

N/A N/A

24.11 ft.

Proposed SMF 4A

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Δ Impervious Area
1
:

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Online or Offline: Online

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
2
:

Governing Agency:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

SMF 4A Parameters SMF 4B Parameters

37.00 ft.

37.00 ft.

37.00 ft.

N/A

SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Treatment Method: Dry Retention Proposed Impervious Area:

55.52 ac. 96.00 ac.

Local Road Impervious: 8.92 ac. Local Road Impervious: 7.49 ac.

Pond: 4.16 ac.

Note: SMF 4A, 4B, 4C, and 4D SHWT elevations

Option A Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Impervious Areas Schedule

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

Alt 2 Basins 4-6 - From I-4 / I-275 Interchange to E Osborne Ave

Description Area Description Area

I-275 Impervious Pavement: 55.52 ac. I-275 Impervious Pavement: 91.84 ac.
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

5.41 ac.

11.25 ac.

5.84 ac.

1.0 in.

0.49 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

0.49 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 1.153 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 12.00 ft. 0.744 ac. 0.71 ac.-ft. 2.93 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 11.00 ft. 0.669 ac. 0.80 ac.-ft. 2.22 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 9.72 ft. 0.577 ac. 0.54 ac.-ft. 1.42 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 8.72 ft. 0.507 ac. 0.88 ac.-ft. 0.88 ac.-ft. Average Grade EL:

Bottom EL: 6.72 ft. 0.375 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL:

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Volume Summary Required Provided

Outside T.O.B. 0.980 ac. - - Treatment Volume: 0.49 ac.-ft. 0.54 ac.-ft.

T.O.B. EL: 12.00 ft. 0.656 ac. 0.63 ac.-ft. 2.70 ac.-ft. Total: 0.49 ac.-ft. 0.54 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 11.00 ft. 0.598 ac. 0.72 ac.-ft. 2.07 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 9.72 ft. 0.528 ac. 0.50 ac.-ft. 1.35 ac.-ft. Note: Only one SMF alternative is required

Control EL: 8.72 ft. 0.475 ac. 0.85 ac.-ft. 0.85 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 6.72 ft. 0.377 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

SMF 2B Parameters

12.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

8.72 ft.

Proposed SMF 2B

Option B Pond Siting Analysis

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

New or Existing Roadway:

Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement:

SWFWMD

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

Governing Agency:

Online or Offline:

OFW:

Impaired Waterbody:

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 2 - From N Blvd to Hillsborough River

I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Pond:

Local Road Impervious:

Area

10.74 ac.

Impervious Areas Schedule

Area Description

5.41 ac.

8.72 ft.

0.51 ac.

5.85 ac.

Open

Existing Impervious Area:

12.00 ft.

Proposed Impervious Area:

Δ Impervious Area
1
:

Treatment Depth
2
:

New Required Treatment Volume:

3.28 ft.

Reconstruction

Total Required Treatment Volume:

5.41 ac.

Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 2A

Local Road Impervious: 5.92 ac.

Open or Closed Basin

SMF 2A Parameters

11.25 ac.

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Treatment Method:

1 of 10



Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

28.63 ac.

59.05 ac.

30.42 ac.

1.0 in.

2.54 ac·ft

1.06 ac·ft

3.60 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Average Grade EL: Average Grade EL:

Depth to SHWT: Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL: SHWT EL:

Average Grade EL: Average Grade EL:

Depth to SHWT: Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL: SHWT EL:

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol.

Outside T.O.B. 0.782 ac. - - Outside T.O.B. 2.086 ac. - -

T.O.B. EL: 10.80 ft. 0.460 ac. 0.43 ac.-ft. 1.63 ac.-ft. T.O.B. EL: 14.00 ft. 1.483 ac. 1.43 ac.-ft. 6.92 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 9.80 ft. 0.403 ac. 0.35 ac.-ft. 1.20 ac.-ft. DHW EL: 13.00 ft. 1.369 ac. 2.52 ac.-ft. 5.49 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 8.87 ft. 0.351 ac. 0.32 ac.-ft. 0.85 ac.-ft. Weir EL: 11.00 ft. 1.149 ac. 1.10 ac.-ft. 2.97 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 7.87 ft. 0.298 ac. 0.52 ac.-ft. 0.52 ac.-ft. Control EL: 10.00 ft. 1.042 ac. 1.88 ac.-ft. 1.88 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 5.87 ft. 0.223 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Bottom EL: 8.00 ft. 0.836 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol.

Outside T.O.B. 2.063 ac. - - Outside T.O.B. 3.131 ac. - -

T.O.B. EL: 15.00 ft. 1.527 ac. 1.48 ac.-ft. 8.35 ac.-ft. T.O.B. EL: 45.00 ft. 2.409 ac. 2.34 ac.-ft. 10.5 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 14.00 ft. 1.427 ac. 3.85 ac.-ft. 6.87 ac.-ft. DHW EL: 44.00 ft. 2.271 ac. 2.74 ac.-ft. 8.20 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 11.00 ft. 1.140 ac. 1.09 ac.-ft. 3.02 ac.-ft. Weir EL: 42.72 ft. 2.014 ac. 1.95 ac.-ft. 5.46 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 10.00 ft. 1.049 ac. 1.92 ac.-ft. 1.92 ac.-ft. Control EL: 41.72 ft. 1.883 ac. 3.51 ac.-ft. 3.51 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 8.00 ft. 0.874 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Bottom EL: 39.72 ft. 1.629 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

Note: SMF 3A and SMF 3B SHWT EL were obtained Volume Summary Required Provided

from ERP 20690.004; SMF 3C SHWT EL was set at Treatment Volume: 3.60 ac.-ft. 4.46 ac.-ft.

the SHWT EL of SMF 3B Total: 3.60 ac.-ft. 4.46 ac.-ft.

Impervious Areas Schedule

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

14.00 ft.

N/A

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

SMF 3B Parameters

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: Wet Detention Proposed Impervious Area:

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
2
:

28.63 ac. 59.05 ac.

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area
1
:

OFW: No

Pond: 4.27 ac.

Local Road Impervious: 9.25 ac. Local Road Impervious: 6.90 ac.

45.00 ft.

Option B Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 3 - From Hillsborough River to South of I-4 / I-275 Interchange

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

Description Area Description Area

I-275 Impervious Pavement: 28.63 ac. I-275 Impervious Pavement: 54.78 ac.

Proposed SMF 3C Proposed SMF 3D

SMF 3A Parameters

10.00 ft.

N/A

7.87 ft.

SMF 3C Parameters

10.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

SMF 3D Parameters

16.00 ft.

N/A

10.00 ft. 41.72 ft.

Proposed SMF 3A Proposed SMF 3B
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

27.26 ac.

43.23 ac.

15.97 ac.

1.0 in.

1.33 ac·ft

0.70 ac·ft

2.03 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious (1.0" Used to Remain Conservative)

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 2.590 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 37.00 ft. 2.015 ac. 1.94 ac.-ft. 7.59 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 36.00 ft. 1.867 ac. 3.45 ac.-ft. 5.65 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 34.00 ft. 1.578 ac. 2.21 ac.-ft. 2.21 ac.-ft. Volume Summary Required Provided

Bottom EL: 32.50 ft. 1.367 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Treatment Volume: 2.03 ac.-ft. 2.21 ac.-ft.

Total: 2.03 ac.-ft. 2.21 ac.-ft.

Note: SMF 4A SHWT EL was obtained from ERP 20690.004

Option B Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

Impervious Areas Schedule

Description Area Description Area

I-275 Impervious Pavement: 27.26 ac. I-275 Impervious Pavement: 41.86 ac.

Pond: 1.37 ac.

Local Road Impervious: 1.52 ac. Local Road Impervious: 1.11 ac.

27.26 ac. 43.23 ac.

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: Dry Retention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area
1
:

24.11 ft.

37.00 ft.

N/A

Alt 1 Basin 4 - From South of I-4 / I-275 Interchange to N 14th St / E Floribraska Ave

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 4A SMF 4A Parameters

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
2
:

Open or Closed Basin
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

CN Area CN Area

98 12.22 ac. 98 13.19 ac.

98 3.70 ac. 98 3.10 ac.

80 0.85 ac. 100 0.48 ac.

80 0.00 ac.

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

CN: CN:

12.22 ac.

13.67 ac.

1.45 ac.

1.0 in.

0.12 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

0.12 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious (1.0" Used to Remain Conservative)

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 0.845 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 39.00 ft. 0.607 ac. 0.63 ac.-ft. 1.24 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 37.90 ft. 0.544 ac. 0.32 ac.-ft. 0.60 ac.-ft. Volume Summary Required Provided

Weir EL: 37.30 ft. 0.510 ac. 0.29 ac.-ft. 0.29 ac.-ft. Treatment Volume: 0.12 ac.-ft. 0.29 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 36.72 ft. 0.478 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Attenuation Volume: 0.17 ac.-ft. 0.32 ac.-ft.

Total: 0.29 ac.-ft. 0.60 ac.-ft.

Option B Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Alt 1 Basin 5 - From E Floribraska Ave to E Lake Ave

Basin Areas and CN Calculations

Existing Areas Proposed Areas

Description Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement: I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Local Road Impervious: Local Road Impervious:

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Urban Land: Pond:

Urban Land:

12.22 ac. 13.67 ac.

16.77 ac. 16.77 ac.

97.09 98.06

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Open or Closed Basin Closed New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: Dry Retention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area
1
:

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
2
:

38.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

34.72 ft.

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 5A SMF 5A Parameters

4 of 10



Subject: Option B Analysis Pre/Post

Project: TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Location: Alternative 1 - Basin 5

Governing Agency: Rainfall Depth**:

Treatment Method: Summary of Runoff Existing Proposed

Online or Offline: Total Basin Area (LT and RT): 16.77 ac. 16.77 ac.

OFW: Weighted CN (LT and RT): 97.1 98.1

Impaired Waterbody: Soil Retention (S): 0.3 in. 0.2 in.

Open or Closed Basin Runoff Depth (QR): 17.4 in. 17.6 in.

New or Existing Roadway: Runoff Volume 24.38 ac.-ft. 24.54 ac.-ft.

Treatment Area: 1.45 ac. Post-Pre Attenuation Volume (VA):

Treatment Depth*: 1.0 in. **100 year / 10 Day

Treatment Volume Required: 0.12 ac.-ft.

* Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious Treatment Volume Required: 0.12 ac.-ft.

   (1.0 inch used to remain conservative) Attenuation Volume** (VA): 0.17 ac.-ft.

   Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious Total: 0.29 ac.-ft.

Runoff Volume Analysis

Treatment Calculations Attenuation Calculations

Total Runoff Volume Required

SWFWMD 17.8 in.

Dry Retention

Online

No

No

Closed

Reconstruction

0.17 ac.-ft.
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

CN Area CN Area

98 16.04 ac. 98 21.61 ac.

98 2.61 ac. 98 3.01 ac.

80 6.76 ac. 100 0.79 ac.

80 0.00 ac.

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

CN: CN:

18.65 ac.

25.41 ac.

6.76 ac.

1.0 in.

0.56 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

0.56 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 1.924 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 47.00 ft. 1.219 ac. 1.37 ac.-ft. 4.46 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 45.80 ft. 1.059 ac. 1.27 ac.-ft. 3.09 ac.-ft. Volume Summary Required Provided

Weir EL: 44.50 ft. 0.890 ac. 0.66 ac.-ft. 1.82 ac.-ft. Treatment Volume: 0.56 ac.-ft. 0.66 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 43.72 ft. 0.788 ac. 1.17 ac.-ft. 1.17 ac.-ft. Attenuation Volume: 1.29 ac.-ft. 1.27 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 42.00 ft. 0.572 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Total: 1.85 ac.-ft. 1.92 ac.-ft.

Option B Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Alt 1A Basin 6 - From E Lake Ave to E Osborne Ave

Existing Areas Proposed Areas

Basin Areas and CN Calculations

Urban Land:

Local Road Impervious: Local Road Impervious:

Description Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement: I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Urban Land: Pond:

18.65 ac. 25.41 ac.

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

98.0693.21

43.72 ft.

47.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 6A SMF 6A Parameters

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method:

25.41 ac. 25.41 ac.

Wet Detention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area
1
:

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
2
:
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Subject: Option B Analysis Pre/Post

Project: TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Location: Alternative 1 - Basin 6

Governing Agency: Rainfall Depth**:

Treatment Method: Summary of Runoff Existing Proposed

Online or Offline: Total Basin Area (LT and RT): 25.41 ac. 25.41 ac.

OFW: Weighted CN (LT and RT): 93.2 98.1

Impaired Waterbody: Soil Retention (S): 0.7 in. 0.2 in.

Open or Closed Basin Runoff Depth (QR): 17.0 in. 17.6 in.

New or Existing Roadway: Runoff Volume 35.90 ac.-ft. 37.19 ac.-ft.

Treatment Area: 6.76 ac. Post-Pre Attenuation Volume (VA):

Treatment Depth*: 1.0 in. **100 year / 10 Day

Treatment Volume Required: 0.56 ac.-ft.

* Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious Treatment Volume Required: 0.56 ac.-ft.

   (1.0 inch used to remain conservative) Attenuation Volume** (VA): 1.29 ac.-ft.

   Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious Total: 1.85 ac.-ft.

Runoff Volume Analysis

Treatment Calculations Attenuation Calculations

Total Runoff Volume Required

SWFWMD 17.8 in.

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

Open

Reconstruction

1.29 ac.-ft.
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

CN Area CN Area

98 16.04 ac. 98 21.61 ac.

98 2.61 ac. 98 3.01 ac.

80 5.97 ac. 100 0.00 ac.

80 0.00 ac.

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

CN: CN:

18.65 ac.

24.62 ac.

5.97 ac.

1.0 in.

0.50 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

0.50 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 0.935 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 47.00 ft. 0.614 ac. 0.70 ac.-ft. 2.38 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 45.80 ft. 0.545 ac. 0.66 ac.-ft. 1.69 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 44.50 ft. 0.470 ac. 0.35 ac.-ft. 1.03 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 43.72 ft. 0.434 ac. 0.67 ac.-ft. 0.67 ac.-ft. Average Grade EL:

Bottom EL: 42.00 ft. 0.350 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL:

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Volume Summary Required Provided

Outside T.O.B. 0.729 ac. - - Treatment Volume: 0.50 ac.-ft. 0.61 ac.-ft.

T.O.B. EL: 47.00 ft. 0.456 ac. 0.51 ac.-ft. 1.72 ac.-ft. Attenuation Volume: 1.12 ac.-ft. 1.14 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 45.80 ft. 0.399 ac. 0.48 ac.-ft. 1.20 ac.-ft. Total: 1.62 ac.-ft. 1.75 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 44.50 ft. 0.340 ac. 0.25 ac.-ft. 0.72 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 43.72 ft. 0.308 ac. 0.47 ac.-ft. 0.47 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 42.00 ft. 0.240 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

Option B Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Alt 1B Basin 6 - From E Lake Ave to E Osborne Ave

Basin Areas and CN Calculations

Existing Areas Proposed Areas

24.62 ac.

Description Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement: I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Local Road Impervious: Local Road Impervious:

Urban Land: Pond (Under Bridge):

Urban Land:

18.65 ac.

93.64 98.00

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: Wet Detention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area
1
:

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
2
:

24.62 ac. 24.62 ac.

Proposed SMF 6B NORTH

43.72 ft.

Proposed SMF 6B SOUTH

SMF 6B NORTH Parameters

47.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

43.72 ft.

SMF 6B SOUTH Parameters

47.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Total Required Treatment Volume:
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Subject: Option B Analysis Pre/Post

Project: TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Location: Alternative 1 - Basin 6

Governing Agency: Rainfall Depth**:

Treatment Method: Summary of Runoff Existing Proposed

Online or Offline: Total Basin Area (LT and RT): 24.62 ac. 24.62 ac.

OFW: Weighted CN (LT and RT): 93.6 98.0

Impaired Waterbody: Soil Retention (S): 0.7 in. 0.2 in.

Open or Closed Basin Runoff Depth (QR): 17.0 in. 17.6 in.

New or Existing Roadway: Runoff Volume 34.90 ac.-ft. 36.02 ac.-ft.

Treatment Area: 5.97 ac. Post-Pre Attenuation Volume (VA):

Treatment Depth*: 1.0 in. **100 year / 10 Day

Treatment Volume Required: 0.50 ac.-ft.

* Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious Treatment Volume Required: 0.50 ac.-ft.

   (1.0 inch used to remain conservative) Attenuation Volume** (VA): 1.12 ac.-ft.

   Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious Total: 1.62 ac.-ft.

Runoff Volume Analysis

Treatment Calculations Attenuation Calculations

Total Runoff Volume Required

SWFWMD 17.8 in.

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

Open

Reconstruction

1.12 ac.-ft.
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

55.52 ac.

78.92 ac.

23.40 ac.

1.0 in.

1.95 ac·ft

0.70 ac·ft

2.65 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious (1.0" Used to Remain Conservative)

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 3.724 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 37.00 ft. 3.040 ac. 2.95 ac.-ft. 11.9 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 36.00 ft. 2.863 ac. 5.38 ac.-ft. 8.96 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 34.00 ft. 2.516 ac. 3.58 ac.-ft. 3.58 ac.-ft. Volume Summary Required Provided

Bottom EL: 32.50 ft. 2.262 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Treatment Volume: 2.65 ac.-ft. 3.58 ac.-ft.

Total: 2.65 ac.-ft. 3.58 ac.-ft.

Description Area Description Area

I-275 Impervious Pavement: 55.52 ac. I-275 Impervious Pavement: 76.66 ac.

Option B Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Impervious Areas Schedule

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

Alt 2 Basins 4-6 - From I-4 / I-275 Interchange to E Osborne Ave

78.92 ac.

Local Road Impervious: 7.83 ac. Local Road Impervious: 7.22 ac.

Pond: 2.26 ac.

55.52 ac.

37.00 ft.

N/A

SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Treatment Method: Dry Retention Proposed Impervious Area:

No Treatment Depth
2
:

Governing Agency:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

SMF 4A Parameters

24.11 ft.

Proposed SMF 4A

Note: SMF 4A SHWT EL was obtained from ERP 20690.004

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Δ Impervious Area
1
:

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Online or Offline: Online

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody:
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PROPOSED CONDITIONS BASINS 3 AND 4
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BASIN 4B DIRECT DISCHARGE
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IMPERVIOUS AREA = 15.22 AC
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

11.33 ac.

15.88 ac.

4.55 ac.

1.0 in.

0.38 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

0.38 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 1.004 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 12.00 ft. 0.657 ac. 0.63 ac.-ft. 2.64 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 11.00 ft. 0.595 ac. 0.57 ac.-ft. 2.02 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 10.00 ft. 0.535 ac. 0.64 ac.-ft. 1.45 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 8.72 ft. 0.461 ac. 0.82 ac.-ft. 0.82 ac.-ft. Average Grade EL:

Bottom EL: 6.72 ft. 0.354 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL:

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Volume Summary Required Provided

Outside T.O.B. 0.980 ac. - - Treatment Volume: 0.38 ac.-ft. 0.64 ac.-ft.

T.O.B. EL: 12.00 ft. 0.656 ac. 0.63 ac.-ft. 2.70 ac.-ft. Total: 0.38 ac.-ft. 0.64 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 11.00 ft. 0.598 ac. 0.57 ac.-ft. 2.07 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 10.00 ft. 0.543 ac. 0.65 ac.-ft. 1.50 ac.-ft. Note: Only one SMF alternative is required

Control EL: 8.72 ft. 0.475 ac. 0.85 ac.-ft. 0.85 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 6.72 ft. 0.377 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

Local Road Impervious: 5.92 ac.

Open or Closed Basin

SMF 2A Parameters

15.88 ac.

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Treatment Method:

OFW:

Impaired Waterbody:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

11.33 ac.

Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 2A

Impervious Areas Schedule

Area Description

5.41 ac.

8.72 ft.

0.46 ac.

6.52 ac.

Open

Existing Impervious Area:

12.00 ft.

Proposed Impervious Area:

Δ Impervious Area
1
:

Treatment Depth
2
:

New Required Treatment Volume:

3.28 ft.

Reconstruction

I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Pond:

Local Road Impervious:

Area

8.90 ac.

Option D Pond Siting Analysis

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

New or Existing Roadway:

Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement:

SWFWMD

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

Governing Agency:

Online or Offline:

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 2 - From N Blvd to Hillsborough River

SMF 2B Parameters

12.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

8.72 ft.

Proposed SMF 2B
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

28.27 ac.

41.52 ac.

13.25 ac.

1.0 in.

1.10 ac·ft

1.10 ac·ft

   
1
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction

New Required Treatment Volume:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No

Open or Closed Basin Open
Treatment Depth

1
:

Treatment Method: - Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area:

28.27 ac. 41.52 ac.

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Description Area Description Area

I-275 Impervious Pavement: 28.27 ac. I-275 Impervious Pavement: 41.52 ac.

Option D Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 3 - From Hillsborough River to South of I-4 / I-275 Interchange

Impervious Areas Schedule

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

2 of 5



Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

15.06 ac.

19.33 ac.

4.27 ac.

1.0 in.

0.36 ac·ft

0.36 ac·ft

   
1
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Basin 4A - From E Palm Ave to I-4 / I-275 Interchange

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Total Required Treatment Volume:

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
1
:

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: - Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area:

15.06 ac. 19.33 ac.

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Description Area Description Area

I-275 Impervious Pavement: 15.06 ac. I-275 Impervious Pavement: 19.33 ac.

Option D Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Impervious Areas Schedule

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

3 of 5



Subject:

Project:

Location:

CN Area CN Area

98 12.20 ac. 98 22.85 ac.

39 1.58 ac. 100 1.58 ac.

80 10.65 ac. 80 0.00 ac.

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

CN: CN:

12.20 ac.

24.43 ac.

12.23 ac.

1.0 in.

1.02 ac·ft

1.02 ac·ft

   
1
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 2.690 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 42.00 ft. 2.111 ac. 2.55 ac.-ft. 12.4 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 40.75 ft. 1.975 ac. 4.36 ac.-ft. 9.81 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 38.40 ft. 1.730 ac. 2.48 ac.-ft. 5.45 ac.-ft. Volume Summary Required Provided

Control EL: 36.90 ft. 1.580 ac. 2.97 ac.-ft. 2.97 ac.-ft. Treatment Volume: 1.02 ac.-ft. 2.48 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 34.90 ft. 1.388 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Attenuation Volume: 3.00 ac.-ft. 4.36 ac.-ft.

Total: 4.02 ac.-ft. 6.84 ac.-ft.

36.90 ft.

41.00 ft.

4.10 ft.

Basin 4B - From N Nebraska Ave to N 14th St & E Columbus Dr to E Floribraska Ave

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Total Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 4B SMF 4B Parameters

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
1
:

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: Wet Detention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area:

Urban Land:

Pond:

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

86.34 98.13

Urban Land:

12.20 ac. 24.43 ac.

24.43 ac. 24.43 ac.

Description Description

Interstate Impervious Pavmt: Interstate Impervious Pavmt:

Empty Lot for SMF:

Option D Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin Areas and CN Calculations

Existing Areas Proposed Areas
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Subject: Option D Basin Analysis Pre/Post

Project: TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Location: Basin 4B

Governing Agency: Rainfall Depth**:

Treatment Method: Summary of Runoff Existing Proposed

Online or Offline: Total Basin Area (LT and RT): 24.43 ac. 24.43 ac.

OFW: Weighted CN (LT and RT): 86.3 98.1

Impaired Waterbody: Soil Retention (S): 1.6 in. 0.2 in.

Open or Closed Basin Runoff Depth (QR): 9.7 in. 11.2 in.

New or Existing Roadway: Runoff Volume 19.75 ac.-ft. 22.75 ac.-ft.

Treatment Area: 12.23 ac. Post-Pre Attenuation Volume (VA):

Treatment Depth*: 1.0 in. **100 year / 24 hr

Treatment Volume Required: 1.02 ac.-ft.

* Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious Treatment Volume Required: 1.02 ac.-ft.

   (1.0 inch used to remain conservative) Attenuation Volume** (VA): 3.00 ac.-ft.

   Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious Total: 4.02 ac.-ft.

Runoff Volume Analysis

Treatment Calculations Attenuation Calculations

Total Runoff Volume Required

SWFWMD 11.4 in.

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

Open

Reconstruction

3.00 ac.-ft.
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

11.33 ac.

15.88 ac.

4.55 ac.

1.0 in.

0.38 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

0.38 ac·ft

   
1
If local road proposed impervious area < existing impervious area, it is not accounted for

   
2
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 1.004 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 12.00 ft. 0.657 ac. 0.63 ac.-ft. 2.64 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 11.00 ft. 0.595 ac. 0.57 ac.-ft. 2.02 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 10.00 ft. 0.535 ac. 0.64 ac.-ft. 1.45 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 8.72 ft. 0.461 ac. 0.82 ac.-ft. 0.82 ac.-ft. Average Grade EL:

Bottom EL: 6.72 ft. 0.354 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL:

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Volume Summary Required Provided

Outside T.O.B. 0.980 ac. - - Treatment Volume: 0.38 ac.-ft. 0.64 ac.-ft.

T.O.B. EL: 12.00 ft. 0.656 ac. 0.63 ac.-ft. 2.70 ac.-ft. Total: 0.38 ac.-ft. 0.64 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 11.00 ft. 0.598 ac. 0.57 ac.-ft. 2.07 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 10.00 ft. 0.543 ac. 0.65 ac.-ft. 1.50 ac.-ft. Note: Only one SMF alternative is required

Control EL: 8.72 ft. 0.475 ac. 0.85 ac.-ft. 0.85 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 6.72 ft. 0.377 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

Local Road Impervious: 5.92 ac.

Open or Closed Basin

SMF 2A Parameters

15.88 ac.

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Treatment Method:

OFW:

Impaired Waterbody:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

11.33 ac.

Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 2A

Impervious Areas Schedule

Area Description

5.41 ac.

8.72 ft.

0.46 ac.

6.52 ac.

Open

Existing Impervious Area:

12.00 ft.

Proposed Impervious Area:

Δ Impervious Area
1
:

Treatment Depth
2
:

New Required Treatment Volume:

3.28 ft.

Reconstruction

I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Pond:

Local Road Impervious:

Area

8.90 ac.

Option D Pond Siting Analysis

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

New or Existing Roadway:

Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement:

SWFWMD

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

Governing Agency:

Online or Offline:

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 2 - From N Blvd to Hillsborough River

SMF 2B Parameters

12.00 ft.

3.28 ft.

8.72 ft.

Proposed SMF 2B
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

28.27 ac.

41.52 ac.

13.25 ac.

1.0 in.

1.10 ac·ft

1.10 ac·ft

   
1
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction

New Required Treatment Volume:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No

Open or Closed Basin Open
Treatment Depth

1
:

Treatment Method: - Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area:

28.27 ac. 41.52 ac.

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Description Area Description Area

I-275 Impervious Pavement: 28.27 ac. I-275 Impervious Pavement: 41.52 ac.

Option D Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 3 - From Hillsborough River to South of I-4 / I-275 Interchange

Impervious Areas Schedule

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

15.06 ac.

19.33 ac.

4.27 ac.

1.0 in.

0.36 ac·ft

0.36 ac·ft

   
1
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Basin 4A - From E Palm Ave to I-4 / I-275 Interchange

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Total Required Treatment Volume:

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
1
:

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: - Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area:

15.06 ac. 19.33 ac.

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Description Area Description Area

I-275 Impervious Pavement: 15.06 ac. I-275 Impervious Pavement: 19.33 ac.

Option D Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Impervious Areas Schedule

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

CN Area CN Area

98 12.20 ac. 98 22.85 ac.

39 1.58 ac. 100 1.58 ac.

80 10.65 ac. 80 0.00 ac.

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

CN: CN:

12.20 ac.

24.43 ac.

12.23 ac.

1.0 in.

1.02 ac·ft

1.02 ac·ft

   
1
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 2.690 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 42.00 ft. 2.111 ac. 2.55 ac.-ft. 12.4 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 40.75 ft. 1.975 ac. 4.36 ac.-ft. 9.81 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 38.40 ft. 1.730 ac. 2.48 ac.-ft. 5.45 ac.-ft. Volume Summary Required Provided

Control EL: 36.90 ft. 1.580 ac. 2.97 ac.-ft. 2.97 ac.-ft. Treatment Volume: 1.02 ac.-ft. 2.48 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 34.90 ft. 1.388 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Attenuation Volume: 3.00 ac.-ft. 4.36 ac.-ft.

Total: 4.02 ac.-ft. 6.84 ac.-ft.

36.90 ft.

41.00 ft.

4.10 ft.

Basin 4B - From N Nebraska Ave to N 14th St & E Columbus Dr to E Floribraska Ave

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Total Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 4B SMF 4B Parameters

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
1
:

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: Wet Detention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area:

Urban Land:

Pond:

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

86.34 98.13

Urban Land:

12.20 ac. 24.43 ac.

24.43 ac. 24.43 ac.

Description Description

Interstate Impervious Pavmt: Interstate Impervious Pavmt:

Empty Lot for SMF:

Option D Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin Areas and CN Calculations

Existing Areas Proposed Areas
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Subject: Option D Basin Analysis Pre/Post

Project: TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Location: Basin 4B

Governing Agency: Rainfall Depth**:

Treatment Method: Summary of Runoff Existing Proposed

Online or Offline: Total Basin Area (LT and RT): 24.43 ac. 24.43 ac.

OFW: Weighted CN (LT and RT): 86.3 98.1

Impaired Waterbody: Soil Retention (S): 1.6 in. 0.2 in.

Open or Closed Basin Runoff Depth (QR): 9.7 in. 11.2 in.

New or Existing Roadway: Runoff Volume 19.75 ac.-ft. 22.75 ac.-ft.

Treatment Area: 12.23 ac. Post-Pre Attenuation Volume (VA):

Treatment Depth*: 1.0 in. **100 year / 24 hr

Treatment Volume Required: 1.02 ac.-ft.

* Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious Treatment Volume Required: 1.02 ac.-ft.

   (1.0 inch used to remain conservative) Attenuation Volume** (VA): 3.00 ac.-ft.

   Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious Total: 4.02 ac.-ft.

Runoff Volume Analysis

Treatment Calculations Attenuation Calculations

Total Runoff Volume Required

SWFWMD 11.4 in.

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

Open

Reconstruction

3.00 ac.-ft.
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

5.41 ac.

7.61 ac.

2.20 ac.

1.0 in.

0.18 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

0.18 ac·ft

   
1
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 0.593 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 12.00 ft. 0.345 ac. 0.32 ac.-ft. 1.37 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 11.00 ft. 0.303 ac. 0.28 ac.-ft. 1.05 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 10.00 ft. 0.263 ac. 0.35 ac.-ft. 0.77 ac.-ft. Volume Summary Required Provided

Control EL: 8.50 ft. 0.207 ac. 0.42 ac.-ft. 0.42 ac.-ft. Treatment Volume: 0.18 ac.-ft. 0.35 ac.-ft. *

Bottom EL: 6.00 ft. 0.125 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Total: 0.18 ac.-ft. 0.35 ac.-ft.

Note: No attenuation required (direct discharge to river.)

*0.17 ac-ft excess treatment available for Basin 3 via compensatory treatment.

OFW:

Total Required Treatment Volume:

Existing Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 2A

Open or Closed Basin

SMF 2A Parameters

7.61 ac.

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Treatment Method:

Governing Agency:

Impaired Waterbody:

Online or Offline:

5.41 ac.

Impervious Areas Schedule

Area Description

5.41 ac. I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Area

7.40 ac.

8.50 ft.

0.21 ac.

Open

Existing Impervious Area:

12.00 ft.

Proposed Impervious Area:

Δ Impervious Area:

Treatment Depth
1
:

New Required Treatment Volume:

3.50 ft.

Reconstruction

Pond:

Option E Pond Siting Analysis

Existing Impervious Pavement Proposed Impervious Pavement

New or Existing Roadway:

Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement:

SWFWMD

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 2 - From N Blvd to Hillsborough River

1 of 9



Subject:

Project:

Location:

CN Area CN Area

98 27.56 ac. 98 30.18 ac.

98 1.36 ac. 98 1.90 ac.

80 3.47 ac. 100 0.31 ac.

80 0.00 ac.

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

CN: CN:

28.92 ac.

32.39 ac.

3.47 ac.

1.0 in.

0.29 ac·ft

0.29 ac·ft

   
1
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 0.733 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 45.00 ft. 0.452 ac. 0.43 ac.-ft. 1.93 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 44.00 ft. 0.403 ac. 0.75 ac.-ft. 1.50 ac.-ft. Volume Summary Required Provided

Weir EL: 41.90 ft. 0.312 ac. 0.12 ac.-ft. 0.75 ac.-ft. Treatment Volume: 0.29 ac.-ft. 0.12 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 41.50 ft. 0.312 ac. 0.62 ac.-ft. 0.62 ac.-ft. Attenuation Volume: 0.63 ac.-ft. 0.75 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 39.00 ft. 0.187 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Total: 0.91 ac.-ft. 0.88 ac.-ft. *

*Note: Treatment not fully provided in SMF 3A. Additional treatment provided in SMF 2A.

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Treatment Method: Wet Detention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area:

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Total Required Treatment Volume:

OFW:

Impaired Waterbody:

32.39 ac. 32.39 ac.

Pond:

No

Option E Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 3 - From Hillsborough River to E Palm Ave

Basin Areas and CN Calculations

Existing Areas Proposed Areas

Description Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement: I-275 Impervious Pavement:

I-275 Off-Ramp I-275 Off-Ramp

Urban Land:

Urban Land:

28.92 ac. 32.39 ac.

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 3A SMF 3A Parameters

45.00 ft.

3.50 ft.

41.50 ft.

96.1 98.0

No Treatment Depth
1
:
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Subject: Option E Basin Analysis Pre/Post

Project: TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Location: Basin 3

Governing Agency: Rainfall Depth**:

Treatment Method: Summary of Runoff Existing Proposed

Online or Offline: Total Basin Area (LT and RT): 32.39 ac. 32.39 ac.

OFW: Weighted CN (LT and RT): 96.1 98.0

Impaired Waterbody: Soil Retention (S): 0.4 in. 0.2 in.

Open or Closed Basin Runoff Depth (QR): 10.9 in. 11.2 in.

New or Existing Roadway: Runoff Volume 29.50 ac.-ft. 30.12 ac.-ft.

Treatment Area: 3.47 ac. Post-Pre Attenuation Volume (VA):

Treatment Depth*: 1.0 in. **100 year / 24 hr

Treatment Volume Required: 0.29 ac.-ft.

* Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious Treatment Volume Required: 0.29 ac.-ft.

   (1.0 inch used to remain conservative) Attenuation Volume (VA): 0.63 ac.-ft.

   Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious Total: 0.91 ac.-ft.

Runoff Volume Analysis

Treatment Calculations Attenuation Calculations

Total Runoff Volume Required

SWFWMD 11.4 in.

Wet Detention

Online

No

No

Open

Reconstruction

0.63 ac.-ft.
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

14.87 ac.

14.35 ac.

-0.52 ac.

N/A 

0.00 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

Note: 0.90 ac of pavement diverted to SMF 4A.

Description Description

I-275 Impervious Pavement:

Option E Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 4A - From E Palm Ave to I-4 / I-275 Interchange

Basin Areas and CN Calculations

Existing Areas Proposed Areas

Area

14.87 ac. 14.35 ac.

Area

Infield to be Diverted:

14.87 ac. 14.35 ac.

16.28 ac. 14.35 ac.

1.41 ac.

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth:

Treatment Method: None Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area:

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Total Required Treatment Volume:

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

CN Area CN Area

98 12.20 ac. 98 16.31 ac.

39 2.50 ac. 98 0.90 ac.

80 4.11 ac. 80 1.41 ac.

98 1.57 ac.

100 2.50 ac.

80 0.00 ac.

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

CN: CN:

12.20 ac.

21.28 ac.

9.08 ac.

1.0 in.

0.76 ac·ft

0.76 ac·ft

   
1
Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 2.805 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 41.00 ft. 2.349 ac. 2.29 ac.-ft. 12.9 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 40.00 ft. 2.232 ac. 4.64 ac.-ft. 10.6 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 37.80 ft. 1.984 ac. 0.59 ac.-ft. 5.97 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 37.50 ft. 1.951 ac. 5.38 ac.-ft. 5.38 ac.-ft. Average Grade EL:

Bottom EL: 34.50 ft. 1.633 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL:

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Volume Summary Required Provided

Outside T.O.B. 1.352 ac. - - Treatment Volume: 0.76 ac.-ft. 0.82 ac.-ft.

T.O.B. EL: 41.00 ft. 0.857 ac. 0.81 ac.-ft. 3.6 ac.-ft. Attenuation Volume: 5.72 ac.-ft. 6.05 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 40.00 ft. 0.765 ac. 1.41 ac.-ft. 2.8 ac.-ft. Total: 6.47 ac.-ft. 6.87 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 37.90 ft. 0.580 ac. 0.22 ac.-ft. 1.38 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 37.50 ft. 0.545 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 1.16 ac.-ft.

Shelf 37.50 ft. 0.457 ac. 1.16 ac.-ft. 1.16 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 34.50 ft. 0.316 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

SMF 4B Parameters

41.00 ft.

3.50 ft.

37.50 ft.

Proposed SMF 4B

37.50 ft.

41.00 ft.

3.50 ft.

Basin 4B - From N 14th St  to I-275 / I-4 Interchange to E Floribraska Ave

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Total Required Treatment Volume:

Proposed SMF 4A SMF 4A Parameters

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: Yes Treatment Depth
1
:

Open or Closed Basin

Treatment Method: Wet Detention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area:

12.20 ac. 21.28 ac.

18.81 ac. 22.69 ac.

Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

86.2 97.1

Diverted from Basin 4A:

Basin 4A Infield:Urban Land:

Pond:

Urban Land:

Diverted from Basin 5:

Description Description

Interstate Impervious Pavmt: Interstate Impervious Pavmt:

Empty Lot for SMF:

Option E Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin Areas and CN Calculations

Existing Areas Proposed Areas
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Subject: Option E Basin Analysis Pre/Post

Project: TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Location: Basin 4B

Governing Agency: Rainfall Depth**:

Treatment Method: Summary of Runoff Existing Proposed

Online or Offline: Total Basin Area: 18.81 ac. 22.69 ac.

OFW: Weighted CN: 86.2 97.1

Impaired Waterbody: Soil Retention (S): 1.6 in. 0.3 in.

Open or Closed Basin Runoff Depth (QR): 9.7 in. 11.0 in.

New or Existing Roadway: Runoff Volume 15.17 ac.-ft. 20.89 ac.-ft.

Treatment Area: 9.08 ac. Post-Pre Attenuation Volume (VA):

Treatment Depth*: 1.0 in. **100 year / 24 hr

Treatment Volume Required: 0.76 ac.-ft.

* Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious Treatment Volume Required: 0.76 ac.-ft.

   (1.0 inch used to remain conservative) Attenuation Volume (VA): 5.72 ac.-ft.

   Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious Total: 6.47 ac.-ft.

Total Runoff Volume Required

SWFWMD 11.4 in.

Wet Detention

Online

No

Yes

Open

Reconstruction

5.72 ac.-ft.

Runoff Volume Analysis

Treatment Calculations Attenuation Calculations
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

CN Area CN Area

98 12.21 ac. 98 12.19 ac.

80 0.00 ac. 80 0.00 ac.

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

CN: CN:

12.21 ac.

12.19 ac.

-0.02 ac.

N/A 

0.00 ac·ft

0.00 ac·ft

Note: 1.57 ac of pavement diverted to SMF 4A.

Option E Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 5 - From E Floribraska Ave to E Lake Ave

Basin Areas and CN Calculations

Existing Areas Proposed Areas

Description Description

Interstate Impervious Pavmt: Interstate Impervious Pavmt:

Urban Land: Urban Land:

12.21 ac. 12.19 ac.

12.21 ac. 12.19 ac.

98.0 98.0

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth:

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Treatment Method: None Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area:

OFW: No

Open or Closed Basin Closed New Required Treatment Volume:

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Total Required Treatment Volume:
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Subject:

Project:

Location:

CN Area CN Area

98 16.04 ac. 98 17.03 ac.

80 0.99 ac. 80 0.00 ac.

Total Impervious Area: Total Impervious Area:

Total Area: Total Area:

CN: CN:

16.04 ac.

17.03 ac.

0.99 ac.

1.0 in.

0.08 ac·ft

0.08 ac·ft

   
1
Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious (1.0" Used to Remain Conservative)

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Average Grade EL:

Outside T.O.B. 0.186 ac. - - Depth to SHWT:

T.O.B. EL: 49.25 ft. 0.132 ac. 0.12 ac.-ft. 0.2 ac.-ft. SHWT EL:

DHW EL: 48.25 ft. 0.101 ac. 0.05 ac.-ft. 0.1 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 47.75 ft. 0.086 ac. 0.02 ac.-ft. 0.02 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 47.50 ft. 0.078 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Average Grade EL:

Bottom EL: 47.50 ft. 0.078 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft. Depth to SHWT:

SHWT EL:

Stage Elevation Area Incr. Vol. Total Vol. Volume Summary Required Provided

Outside T.O.B. 0.502 ac. - - Treatment Volume: 0.08 ac.-ft. 0.09 ac.-ft.

T.O.B. EL: 49.25 ft. 0.384 ac. 0.35 ac.-ft. 0.6 ac.-ft. Attenuation Volume: 0.17 ac.-ft. 0.20 ac.-ft.

DHW EL: 48.25 ft. 0.315 ac. 0.15 ac.-ft. 0.2 ac.-ft. Total: 0.26 ac.-ft. 0.28 ac.-ft.

Weir EL: 47.75 ft. 0.282 ac. 0.07 ac.-ft. 0.07 ac.-ft.

Control EL: 47.50 ft. 0.265 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

Bottom EL: 47.50 ft. 0.265 ac. 0.00 ac.-ft. 0.00 ac.-ft.

New or Existing Roadway: Reconstruction Total Required Treatment Volume:

45.50 ft.

Proposed SMF 6A North SMF 6B North Parameters

49.00 ft.

3.50 ft.

Open or Closed Basin Open New Required Treatment Volume:

Treatment Method: Dry Retention Proposed Impervious Area:

Online or Offline: Online Δ Impervious Area:

OFW: No

Impaired Waterbody: No Treatment Depth
1
:

97.0 98.0

Treatment Criteria and Calculations

Governing Agency: SWFWMD Existing Impervious Area:

Urban Land: Urban Land:

16.04 ac. 17.03 ac.

17.03 ac. 17.03 ac.

Description Description

Interstate Impervious Pavmt: Interstate Impervious Pavmt:

Option E Pond Siting Analysis

TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Basin 6 - From E Lake Ave to North of E Osborne Ave

Basin Areas and CN Calculations

Existing Areas Proposed Areas

Proposed SMF 6A South

SMF 6B South Parameters

49.00 ft.

3.50 ft.

45.50 ft.
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Subject: Option E Basin Analysis Pre/Post

Project: TIS SEIS Segment 2B Pond Siting Report

Location: Basin 6

Governing Agency: Rainfall Depth**:

Treatment Method: Summary of Runoff Existing Proposed

Online or Offline: Total Basin Area (LT and RT): 17.03 ac. 17.03 ac.

OFW: Weighted CN (LT and RT): 97.0 98.0

Impaired Waterbody: Soil Retention (S): 0.3 in. 0.2 in.

Open or Closed Basin Runoff Depth (QR): 11.0 in. 11.2 in.

New or Existing Roadway: Runoff Volume 15.66 ac.-ft. 15.84 ac.-ft.

Treatment Area: 0.99 ac. Post-Pre Attenuation Volume (VA):

Treatment Depth*: 1.0 in. **100 year / 24 hr

Treatment Volume Required: 0.08 ac.-ft.

* Dry Retention Criteria - 0.5 inch over Δ Impervious Treatment Volume Required: 0.08 ac.-ft.

   (1.0 inch used to remain conservative) Attenuation Volume (VA): 0.17 ac.-ft.

   Wet Detention Criteria - 1.0 inch over Δ Impervious Total: 0.26 ac.-ft.

Total Runoff Volume Required

0.17 ac.-ft.

Runoff Volume Analysis

Treatment Calculations Attenuation Calculations

SWFWMD 11.4 in.

Reconstruction

Dry Retention

Online

No

No

Open
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APPENDIX E-1 

ERP 5619.005  

FDOT - 1-275, Himes Avenue to  

Hillsborough River 

 



20 | P a g e  

 

         Page 1 of 1                  
Permit No.:       

Permit Name:              

        EE = Equivalent Excavation/Compensation [Cup for Cup]        SM = Storage Modeled      MI = Minimal Impact 
NE = No Encroachment        NA = Not Applicable 

 
Comments:  These numbers represent a minor modification to ERP #44005619.001. 
 
Evaluator:  
Supervisor:  
 
      

SWFWMD ENGINEERING WORKSHEET 

BASIN No. – POND No. O or C Pond 5L       
 
 
 
 
P 
O 
N 
D 
 
 
D 
A 
T 
A 

POND BOTTOM ELEVATION 9.70    

SEASONAL HIGH WATER ELEVATION n/a (Pond Lined)   
CONTROL DEVICE ELEVATION 9.70   

DESIGN LOW WATER ELEVATION 12.6   
WEIR INVERT ELEVATION 12.6   

DESIGN HIGH WATER ELEVATION 13.26   
TOP OF BANK ELEVATION 13.70   

AREA @ TOP OF BANK [Ac.] 1.659    
VOLUME @ DHW [Ac.-Ft.] 3.80    

VOLUME @ TOP OF BANK [Ac.-Ft.] 4.49   
Q 
U 
A 
N 
T 
I 
T 
Y 
 

25YR/24HR 
DISCHARGE 

RATES 

WEIR WIDTH [FT.] 110.0   
PREDEVELOPED [CFS] n/a (tidal)   
POSTDEVELOPED [CFS] 189.06   

100YR/24HR 
RETENTION 
VOLUMES 

PROVIDED [Ac.-Ft.] n/a   
REQUIRED [Ac.-Ft.] n/a   

Q 
U 
A 
L 
I 
T 
Y 

TREATMENT AREA [Ac.] OFW?              Y or N 67.23 N     
TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED [Ac.-Ft.] 2.80   
TREATMENT VOLUME PROVIDED [Ac.-Ft.] 2.90   
METHOD OF TREATMENT Effluent Filtration [1] [1] 
CONTROL DEVICE TYPE Underdrain   

CONTROL DEVICE DIMENSIONS 
363’ @ 10” 
369’ @ 12” 
369’ @ 14” 
366’ @ 16” 

  

RECOVERY TIME [HRS] 18.7   

100 YEAR 
FLOODPLAIN 

ENCROACMENT [Ac.-Ft.] n/a    
COMPENSATION [Ac.-Ft.] n/a    
COMPENSATION TYPE n/a    
ENCROACHMENT RESULT [Feet] n/a    
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Land Use Area Summary Table 

Land	Use	 Total	Area	(ac)	 Imp.	Area	(ac)	

Roadway	 51.54 51.54 

Park	/	Open	Space	 8.20 0.00 

Residential	/	Commercial	 22.11 14.37 

Pond	5L	 2.66 1.32 

Total	 84.51 67.23 

In conclusion, the amount of impervious calculated for the Ultimate Condition is 67.23 

acres (2.80 ac-ft of treatment) and is less than the total amount permitted (69.6 acres).  

Therefore, no changes to the permitted Pond 5L water quality treatment volume (69.6 

acres / 2.90 ac-ft) are proposed.    

A copy of the SWFWMD Engineering Worksheet summarizing the pond design is 

provided on the following page.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ICON
CONSULTANT GROUP

INCORPORATED
(813) 962-8689

TAMPA, FLORIDA 33618

SUITE 201

10006 N. DALE MABRY HIGHWAY

MICHAEL E. MILLS, P.E. NO. 43359

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION NO. 8230

4/18/2013 10:13:23 AM F:\Projects\25839855201\drainage\drmprd16.dgn

ROAD NO. COUNTY

DESCRIPTIONDATE DESCRIPTIONDATE

REVISIONS

FINANCIAL PROJECT ID

STATE OF FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

      

NO.

SHEET

258398-5-52-01 HILLSBOROUGH

                              
                        
                        

  93   

jtownsend

N
O

T
I

C
E
:
 

T
H

E
 

O
F

F
I

C
I

A
L
 

R
E

C
O

R
D
 

O
F
 

T
H
I

S
 

S
H

E
E

T
 
I

S
 

T
H

E
 

E
L

E
C

T
R

O
N
I

C
 

F
I

L
E
 

S
I

G
N

E
D
 

A
N

D
 

S
E

A
L

E
D
 

U
N

D
E

R
 

R
U

L
E
 
6
1

G
1
5
-
2
3
.
0
0
3
,
 

F
.

A
.

C
.

12" PVC

12" RCP12" RCP 12"
PVC

15
"
 
R

C
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

3
0
"
 
R

C
P

24" RCP

18" RCP

15
"
 
R

C
P

15"
RCP

15"

RCP

15
"
 
R

C
P

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

15
" 

R
C
P

15" RCP

18
"
 
R

C
P

18" RCP
24" RCP

15
"
 
R

C
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

18" RCP

15
"
 
R

C
P

3
0
"
 
R

C
P

42" RCP

42" RCP

42" RCP

36" RCP

36" RCP

42" RCP
42" RCP

2
4
"
 
C

M
P

42" RCP

42" RCP

36" RCP

36" RCP
36" RCP

18
"
 
R

C
P

36" RCP
36" RCP

15
"
 
R

C
P

24" RCP

36" RCP
24" RCP

15
"
 
R

C
P

24" RCP

24" RCP

15" RCP

15" RCP

15
"
 
R

C
P

18"
 R

CP

18
"
 
R

C
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

18
"
 
R

C
P

18
" 

R
C
P

42" RCP

15
"
 
R

C
P

42" RCP

1
5

"

C
M

P

18" RCP

18" RCP

18
"
 
R

C
P

36"
 RCP

30" RCP
30" RCP

3
0
"
 
R

C
P

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

15" RCP

15" RCP

15
"
 
R

C
P

36" RCP

15
" 

R
C
P

15" RCP

15
" 

R
C
P

15" RCP

15
" 

C
M
P

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

18
"
 
R

C
P

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

18
" R

C
P

18" RCP
24"
 RCP

15" RCP

15" RCP

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

15" RCP

2
4
" R

C
P

18" RCP
18" RCP

18" RCP

18" RCP

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

24" RCP

15
" R

C
P

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

36" RCP

2
4
" 

R
C
P 18

"
 
R

C
P

36" RCP

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

18" RCP

15" RCP
18" RCP

15" RCP

2
4
" 

R
C
P

18
" 

R
C
P

5
0
’
+-

18
" 

R
C
P

2
4
"
 
R

C
P

36" RCP

1
5
"

C
M

P

18
" 

R
C
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

18
"
 
C

M
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

18
"
 
C

M
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

18
"
 
R

C
P

18
"
 
R

C
P

15
" 

C
M
P

15
" 

R
C
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

10’x6’
CBC

10’x6’
CBC

49"x
33"

8’x5.25’ CBC

29"x45"

4
3
"
x
6
8
"

52"

60"

2
9
"
x
4
5
"

14"x23"

4
9
"
x
3
3
"

6
0
"

6
0
"

6
0
"

29"x45"

29"x45"

6
4
"
x
4
3
"

5
7
"
x
3
8
"

5
7
"
x
3
8
"

5
7
"
x
3
8
"

14
"
x
2
3
"

14
"
x
2
3
"

8’x5.25’ CBC
8’x5.25’ CBC

8’x5.25’ CBC

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
" 

P
IP

E

24" PIPE24" PIPE

24" PIPE

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

Dbl 24" PIPE

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E
2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

24" PIPE

24"
 PI

PE

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

24" PIPE

24" PIPE

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E
2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

24" PIPE

24" PIPE
24" PIPE

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

24" PIPE

24" PIPE

24" PIPE

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E
2
4
"
 
P
IP

E
x
3
8
"

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

24" 
PIPE

24" PIPE

24"
 PI

PE

24" PIPE

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E
x
3
8
"

24" PIPEx38"
24" PIPEx38"

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

24" PIPE

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E
x
3
8
"

18
" 

PI
PE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" P
IPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E
18

"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE
18"
 P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E
18

"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E
18

"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

15"
 P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE
18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E
18

"
 
P
IP

E
18

"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18
" 

PI
PE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE
18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE
15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15"
 P
IPE

15
" P

IP
E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
" 

P
IP

E

15
" 

PI
PE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
" P

IP
E

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE

15" PIPE
15" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
P
IP

E

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE 15" PIPE

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

12" PIPE 12" PIPE

12" PIPE

12
"
 
P
IP

E

12
"
 
P
IP

E

12
"
 
P
IP

E

12
"
 
P
IP

E

12
"
 
P
IP

E

12
"
 
P
IP

E

12
"
 
P
IP

E
12

"
 
P
IP

E

12
"
 
P
IP

E

12
"
 
P
IP

E

12
"
 
P
IP

E

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

30" PIPE

3
6
"
 
P
IP

E

30" PIPE

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

19"x30" PIPE

3
0
" 

P
IP

E

19"x30" PIPE
19"x30" PIPE

30" PIPE

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

19"
x30

" P
IPE

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E
3
0
"
 
P
IP

E
3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E
3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E
3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

30" PIPE

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

30" PIPE

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

30" PIPE

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E
3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

30" PIPE30" PIPE30" PIPE

30" PIPE

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

3
6
"
 
P
IP

E

3
6
"
 
P
IP

E
3
6
"
 
P
IP

E

3
6
"
 
P
IP

E

3
6
"
 
P
IP

E

3
6
"
 
P
IP

E

3
6
"
 
P
IP

E
3
6
"
 
P
IP

E

3
6
"
 
P
IP

E
3
6
"
 
P
IP

E

3
6
"
 
P
IP

E
3
6
"
 
P
IP

E

3
6
"
 
P
IP

E
3
6
"
 
P
IP

E

36" PIPE

72" PIPE

72" 
PIP

E

7
2
"
 
P
IP

E

54" PIPE

5
4
"
 
P
IP

E
5
4
"
 
P
IP

E

54
" 

PI
PE

54" PIPE

5
4
"
 
P
IP

E

5
4
"
 
P
IP

E

19"x30" PIPE

48
" 

P
IP

E

48" PIPE

48" PIPE

48" PIPE

48" PIPE

48
" 

P
IP

E

4
8
"
 
P
IP

E

48" PIPE

48" PIPE

4
8
"
 
P
IP

E

4
8
"
 
P
IP

E

4
8
"
 
P
IP

E

4
8
"
 
P
IP

E

4
8
"
 
P
IP

E

4
8
"
 
P
IP

E

48" PIPEx76"

4
8
"
 
P
IP

E
4
8
"
 
P
IP

E
4
8
"
 
P
IP

E
4
8
"
 
P
IP

E

48" PIPE 48" PIPE

48" PIPE

18" PIPE

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

42" PIPE

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E
x
2
9
"

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E
4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

42" PIPE

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

42" PIPE

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E
x
2
9
"

15" PIPE

15" PIPE

12
"
x
18

"
 
P
IP

E

12"x18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

35"x24"
PIPE

24
" P

IPE

24" x 38" PIPE

24" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

12"x18" PIPE

12"x18" PIPE12"x18" PIPE

15" PIPE 15" PIPE

60"

(2)36" RCP

(2)36" PIPE
(2)36" PIPE

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

(2)29"x45" ELLIP. PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

42" PIPE

42" PIPE

42" PIPE

18" RCP

66" PIPE

42" PIPE

66" PIPE

6
6
" P

IP
E

42" PIPE

66" PIPE

3
6"
 P
IP

E

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

24" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

24" PIPE

66" PIPE

66" PIPE

24" PIPE

18
"
 
R

C
P

24" PIPE

66" PIPE

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE
18" PIPE

18" PIPE

66" PIPE
18" PIPE

24" DIP

18
"
 
P
IP

E

66" PIPE

18" PIPE

66" PIPE 66" PIPE

24" DIP

18
"
 
P
IP

E

72" PIPE

24" DIP

72" PIPE
72" PIPE

72" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

24" DIP

72" PIPE72" PIPE

18" PIPE
24" DIP

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

24" DIP

24" DIP

18
" 
P
IP

E

12" DIP

24" PIPE

2 @ 54" PIPE
2 @ 54" PIPE

14" DIP

18
"
 
P
IP

E

2 @ 54" PIPE

2 @ 54" PIPE

30" DIP

3
0
"
 
P
IP

E

30" PIPE 54" PIPE

30" PIPE

24" PIPE

24" PIPE

24" PIPE

18" PIPE

24" PIPE

72
" P

IPE

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

72" PIPE 72" PIPE

18" PIPE 18" PIPE

14" DIP

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

15" RCP

15" RCP

72" PIPE

7
2
"
 
P
IP

E

2 @ 66" PIPE

2 @ 66" PIPE2 @ 66" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

7
2
"
 
P
IP

E

72" PIPE

18" 

PIPE

60" PIPE

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

(2)36" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

24" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

54" PIPE

54" PIPE

24" PIPE

24" 
PIPE

42" PIPE

30" PIPE

24" DIP

10" DIP

18" PIPE

24" PIPE

42" PIPE

3
6
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18" PIPE18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" 
PIP

E

18" PIPE

24" PIPE

24" PIPE

24" PIPE

24" PIPE18" PIPE
18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

BOX ONLY BOX ONLY

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E PLUG

30" PIPE

INLET CAP

MH

MH
MH

MH
MH

MH
MH

MH

PIPE PLUG
PIPE PLUG

PIPE PLUG

PIPE PLUG

18" PIPE

PIPE PLUG

18
"
 
P
IP

E

PIPE PLUG

7’ CONC. PAVT. DITCH

7’ CONC. PAVT. DITCH

PIPE PLUG

15
" 

R
CP

PIPE PLUG

PIPE PLUG

18" PIPE

MH

MH

15
"
 
R

C
P

24" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

15" RCP

15
"
 
R

C
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

15" PIPE
42" RCP

24" PIPE

18" PIPE

2 @ 54" PIPE

78" PIPE

12" DIP
78" PIPE

78" PIPE

78" PIPE

78" PIPE
78" PIPE

24" DIP

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

14" DIP

18" PIPE

18" PIPE
18" PIPE

18" PIPE
18" PIPE

18" PIPE

(2)29"x45" ELLIP. PIPE

3
6
" 

P
IP

E

18" PIPE
24" PIPE

MH

MH
MH

MES

18
"
 
P
IP

E

MES

ENDWALL

MH

15
"
 
R

C
P

15
"
 
R

C
P

18" PIPE

15
"
 
R

C
P

18" PIPE

18" 

PIPE

30
" 

PI
PE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE
18" PIPE

24" PIPE

30" PIPE

24" PIPE
24" PIPE

54" PIPE14" DIP

78" PIPE

72" PIPE

CONC DT PAVT

66" PIPE

48
" 

P
IP

E

6
0
"
 
P
IP

E

49
"x

33
"

15
" 

P
IP

E

49"x
33"

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

30" PIPE

15
"
 
P
IP

E

4
8
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 

P
IP

E

24" PIPE

6
0
"
 
P
IP

E

48" PIPE

36" PIPE

48" PIPE

15" PIPE

3
0
"
 

P
IP

E
2
4
"
 

P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18
"
 

P
IP

E

4
2
"
 
P
IP

E

12" RCP
W/ 8" CLAY INSIDE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 
R

C
P

18
"
 

P
IP

E 18
"
 

P
IP

E

18
"
 

P
IP

E

12" RCP 12" RCP 12" RCP

18
"
 

P
IP

E

18
"
 

P
IP

E

24" RCP

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" RCP

15
"
 

R
C
P

15
" C

M
P

18"

RCP

18
"

R
C
P

18
"
 
P
IP

E

15
"
 

R
C
P

16"x12
"

E
R
CP

16
"x

12
"

E
R
CP

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" PIPE

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

18
"
 

R
C
P

42" RCP

15"
RCP 30" RCP

2 @ 66" PIPE

2 @ 6
6" P

IPE

24" PIPE

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

24" PIPE
8
" 

P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

8" PIPE

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E
2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

24" PIPE

2
4
"
 

P
IP

E

24" 
PIPE

8
" 

P
IP

E

8
"
 

 
P
IP

E

8
" 

 
P
IP

E

 
8
" 

 
P
IP

E

18
"
 
P
IP

E

18" P
IP

E

2
4
" 

P
IP

E

2
4
" 

P
IP

E

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

24" PIPE

24" PIPE

2
4
"
 
P
IP

E

24" 
PIPE

12"X18" 

PIPE

18" PIPE

Cypress Ave.

Lemon St.

Gray St.

30.5 ac.

11.6 ac.

1
.3
 a

c
.

14.9 ac. 6.8 ac.

30
.9
 a
c.

7.0 ac.

5.2 ac.

7.2 ac.

21.3 ac.

24.5 ac.

7.5 ac.

8.0 ac.

10.7 ac.

14.5 ac.

11.8 ac.
8.9 ac.

42.7 ac.

21.0 ac.

31.5 ac.

27.9 ac.
24.0 ac.

4
.1
 a
c
.

1
1
.6
 a

c
.

18.5 ac.

D
a
le
 M

a
b
ry
 H

w
y
.

H
im

e
s
 A

v
e
.

M
a
c

D
il
l 

A
v
e
.

Kennedy Blvd.

D
a
le
 M

a
b
ry
 H

w
y
.

19.3 ac. 34.0 ac.

11.5 ac.

1.5 ac.

5.0 ac.

5.7 ac.

0.9 ac. 1.1 ac.

71.6 ac.

6.1 ac.

2.8 ac. 2.0 ac. 1.5 ac. 1.5 ac. 1.2 ac. 4.4 ac. 3.4 ac.

1.7 ac.

0.7 ac.

Spruce St.

H
im

e
s
 A

v
e
.

M
a
c

D
il
l 

A
v
e
.

A
rm

e
n
ia
 A

v
e
.

H
o

w
a
rd
 A

v
e
.

Columbus Dr.

A
rm

e
n
ia
 A

v
e
.

H
o

w
a
rd
 A

v
e
.

R
o

m
e
 A

v
e
.

R
o

m
e
 A

v
e
.

N
o
rt
h
 B
lv

d
.

W
il
lo

w
 A

v
e
.

N
o
rt
h
 B
lv

d
.

S
o
u
th
 B
lv

d
.

Ke
nn
ed

y B
lvd
.

Ca
ss 

St.

Gray St.

Cypress Ave.

Lemon St.

Cass St.

Columbus Dr.

Spruce St.

W
il
lo

w
 A

v
e
.

H
a
b
a
n
a
 A

v
e
.

H
a
b
a
n
a
 A

v
e
.

L
in
c
o
ln
 A

v
e
.

L
in
c
o
ln
 A

v
e
.

La Salle St.
La Salle St.

Main St.
Main St.

H
illsb

o
ro
u
g
h
 R
ive
r

H
illsborough R

iver

20
02

0

20040 20060 20080 20100
20120 20140

20160

36
0

380 30060

120

20

20

1540
1740

1760 1780 18000

20

640

4
0

6
0

N
0 200 1000

Feet

      

                              
      DRAINAGE MAP      
   REGIONAL (2 OF 2)    

  
  
  

POND 7

7A-1
POND

7A-2
POND

} SB

STA. 20013+77.05 AH

EQUATION STA. 556+02.77 BK =

100yr/24hr = 13.00 (FDOT)
25yr/24hr = 13.21 (SWFWMD)
POND 5L

WETLAND LINE

LEMON ST. DITCH

S
E

C
T
 

16

S
E

C
T
 

15

S
E

C
T
 

15

S
E

C
T
 

14

S
E

C
T
 

14

S
E

C
T
 

13

S
E

C
T
 

2
1

S
E

C
T
 

2
2

S
E

C
T
 

2
2

S
E

C
T
 

2
3

S
E

C
T
 

2
3

S
E

C
T
 

2
4

SECT 23

SECT 14 SECT 13

SECT 24SECT 22

SECT 15
SECT 16

SECT 21

LEMON ST. DITCH

25yr/24hr = 11.84

EX. POND 5RA

25yr/24hr = 33.59

EX. POND 2RA

25yr/24hr = 33.32

EX. POND 1RA

TO ASSIST CONSTRUCTION PERSONNEL WITH DRAINAGE CONCERNS.

PURPOSES. THIS SHEET IS IN THE PLANS FOR DOCUMENTATION AND 

DO NOT USE THE INFORMATION ON THIS SHEET FOR CONSTRUCTION

NOTE:

POND 5L

STA. 475+17.96 } SB

END PROJECT

STA. 20164+52.62 } SB

END CONSTRUCTION

I-275 SOUTHBOUND

I-275 NORTHBOUND

RANGE: 18E

TOWNSHIP: 29S

200



1
9

.0
’

1
2
’

15’

SIGN

PARKING

18" RCP

S-600

18" RCP

18" RCP

S-600B

S-501C

S-505B

S-402

S-403

S-404
S-404A

S-406

S-407

S-409

S-410

S-412

18" RCP

24" RCP

18" RCP

18" RCP

pondRL6

S-500

S-501

18" RCP

18" RCP

pond5L7

S-501B

S-502

S-503

18" RCP

18" RCP

18" RCP

pond5L8

S-504

S-505

S-506

S-507
S-508

S-508A

24" RCP

18" RCP

18" RCP

24" RCP

18" RCP

18" RCP

18" RCP

S-408

S-411

S-500D

18" RCP

24" D.I.P.(2)66" RCP

24" D.I.P.

S-412A

18" RCP

S-400A

18" D.I.P.

66" PIPE

S-936

S-936A

66" PIPE

S-508C

S-508D

S-412B

18" RCP

S-413

S-410A

S-606

18" PIPE

S-415

S-415A

S-416

S-417

S-419

S-421

S-423

S-925

S-926

S-927

S-928

S-929

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

S-420

S-510A

S-510B
S-513A

S-514

S-516

S-517

S-519

S-520

S-522

S-525

S-526

30" PIPE

24" PIPE

24" PIPE

24" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

S-931

S-933

S-935

S-936B

S-937

S-937A

S-938

S-938A

S-939

S-940

72" PIPE

72" PIPE

72" PIPE

72" PIPE

72" PIPE

72" PIPE

60" PIPE

18" PIPE

60" PIPE

18" PIPE

S-606A

30" PIPE

S-510C

S-414

S-416A

18" PIPE

72" PIPE

2 @ 60" PIPE

2 @ 54" PIPE 2 @ 54" PIPE

2 @ 54" PIPE

2 @ 54" PIPE
2 @ 54" PIPE

2 @ 54" PIPE

S-512

24" PIPE

S-513

18" PIPE

S-940A

S-925

S-415

S-926

S-416

S-522

S-519

S-516

S-606

S-940

S-935

S-419

S-420

S-928

S-423

S-929

S-934

S-939

S-938

S-600

S-500D

S-402

S-403

S-404
S-406

S-408

S-409

S-410

S-411

S-936

S-407

S-937A

S-513A

S-510B

S-510A

S-421

S-412A

S-412

S-501

S-500

S-502

S-503

S-936A

S-936B

S-938A

S-508C

S-508D

S-940A

S-937
S-513A

S-412B

S-413

S-933A

S-933

ROAD NO. COUNTY

BY DESCRIPTIONDATE BY DESCRIPTIONDATE

REVISIONS

FINANCIAL PROJECT ID

STATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
SHEET

NO.

S.R. 93

$$$$$SYTIME$$$$$$

DGN$$$$$$$$SPECIFICATION$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$

5300 West Cypress Street

Suite 200

Tampa, Florida 33607-1768

FBPR Certificate of 

Authorization No. 24

                          
                          
                          258399-1-32-01

Shayne Paynter, P.E. #58136
HILLSBOROUGH

4

U-403

10115 10120
10125

10130

10135

10140
20120

20125

20130

20135

20140

625

630

635

640

130

535

540

T1

K-CD

1
9
’

K-CD

ML-K

ML-K

1
7
’

1
2

’

EXISTING PROFILE

EXISTING PROFILE

PROFILE GRADE LINE

PROFILE GRADE LINE

SHW

EL 18.18
SHW

EL 15.12

BEGIN BRIDGE

STA. 10139+80.99

END BRIDGE

STA. 10141+06.95U-500

U-506 U-516 U-518 U-526 U-536

18" PIPE

FL 35.0

FL 32.0FL 32.5

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

18" PIPE

FL 31.3

FL 30.8

FL 30.7

FL 30.6

FUTURE ULTIMATE

CONSTRUCTION

END PROJECT FPID 258399-1-32-01

STA. 10142+00.00 { MAINLINE

STRUCTURE

DEPTH=5.67’

BEGIN BRIDGE

STA. 10126+45.87

END BRIDGE

STA. 10127+54.27

STRUCTURE

DEPTH=5.67’

25yr/24hr
DHW      =11.84

25yr/24hr
DHW      =13.26

POND 5RA

POND 5L

4
9

.4
9

4
2

.2
9

4
4

.6
4

1
6

.0
3

1
6

.0
3

                          
                          
                          

148A

148

0.20 Ac

0.22 Ac

0.36 Ac

0.45 Ac

0.15 Ac

0.25 Ac

0.67 Ac

0.20 Ac

0.21 Ac

0.32 Ac

0.21 Ac

0.40 Ac

0.31 Ac

0.65 Ac

0.25 Ac

0.43 Ac

0.22 Ac

0.40 Ac

0.44 Ac

0.07 Ac

0.25 Ac

0.14 Ac

0.45 Ac

0.22 Ac

0.24 Ac

0.16 Ac

0.15 Ac

0.05 Ac

0.09 Ac

0.51 Ac

0.13 Ac

0.22 Ac

0.09 Ac

0.13 Ac

0.26 Ac

0.11 Ac

0.33 Ac

0.06 Ac

0.14 Ac

0.19 Ac

0.14 Ac

0.58 Ac

0.48 Ac

0.22 Ac

0.22 Ac

0.07 Ac

0.43 Ac

0.43 Ac

0.14 Ac

0.17 Ac

0.35 Ac 0.36 Ac

0.11 Ac

0.08 Ac

0.10 Ac

0.04 Ac

135

M
U

N
R

O
 A

V
E

.

D
E

L
A

W
A

R
E

MAIN 

O
E

R
G

O
N

N

0 200100 50

SCALE 1" = 10’ VERT.

SEC 13 T29S R18ESEC 14 T29S R18E
SEC 14 T29S R18E SEC 13 T29S R18E

N
O

R
T

H
 B

L
V

D

10115

30115

715

1.12 Ac
0.56 Ac

0.33 Ac

1.68 Ac
0.61 Ac

0.09 Ac

} SBCD

{ MAINLINE

} RAMP J

} SBCD

} RAMP E

} RAMP A

{ MAINLINE

} RAMP L

} SBCD

} RAMP K

} NBCD

} RAMP K

U-401

U-400

U-402

U-403

U-407

U-406

U-409

U-412

U-410

U-501

U-507

U-508

U-509A

U-509

U-505A

U-505B

U-510

U-521

U-521A

U-529

U-528

U-519

U-520

U-527

U-523

U-537

U-542U-533

U-532

U-530

U-511

U-548

U-550

U-549

U-547

U-546

U-539

U-540

U-541

U-534

U-535

U-536

U-525

U-517

U-515

U-514

U-513

U-512

U-526

U-518

U-516

U-502

U-505

U-506

U-500

U-411

U-408

U-405

141

0.31
Ac

152

134

149

U-501A

U-543

U-544

U-552

148B

150

                          
   ULTIMATE DRAINAGE MAP   

( SHEET 4 OF 5 )
                          

0.09 Ac

0.06 Ac

0.5 Ac

BEGIN BRIDGE

STA. 10139+80.99
{ MAINLINE

U-936A

U-503

10120+00 10125+00 10130+00 10135+00 10140+0010115+00

35

25

45

35

25

45

END BRIDGE

STA. 10141+06.95
{ MAINLINE

END PROJECT

10142+00.00

BEGIN FUTURE

DOWNTOWN INTERCHANGE

ULTIMATE DESIGN
U-402A

0.08 Ac

0.09 Ac

0.21 Ac

0.11 Ac

U-531

END BRIDGE

STA. 10127+54.27
{ MAINLINE

BEGIN BRIDGESTA. 10126+45.87

{ MAINLINE

0.04 Ac

147

0.33 Ac

U-938

0.07 Ac

0.03 Ac

POND 5RA

DHW      =11.8425yr/24hr

POND 5L

DHW      =13.2625yr/24hr

W
IL

L
O

W
 A

V
E

.
W

IL
L

O
W

 A
V

E
.

140

NOTE:

 

DO NOT USE THE INFORMATION ON THIS SHEET

FOR CONSTRUCTION PURPOSES. THIS SHEET IS 

IN THE PLANS FOR DOCUMENTATION AND TO

ASSIST CONSTRUCTION PERSONNEL WITH 

DRAINAGE CONCERNS.

LA SALLE ST. LA SALLE ST.

139

0.08 Ac

U-935

142

144A

144

143

U-531A

0.19 Ac

U-505C

26



30



31



 Pond Siting Report 

Tampa Interstate Study SEIS  November 2019 

 

APPENDIX E-2 

ERP 20690.001  

DOT-SR 400 (I4) SEC 3 W 14TH TO E 50TH 

 









1

2

3

4

5

6

7

1 The pre-existing, unpermitted and untreated I-4 pavement.
2 The proposed, total I-4 pavement.
3 The total area draining to the ponds.
4 The net increase in I-4 pavement; the pavement area
   required to be treated not including the pond sites.

5 The treatment area provided; (131.03 ac) x (1 ft/ 12 in) = 10.92 ac-ft.
6 This volume is what would be required if all 154.87 ac were to be treated; (154.87 ac) x (1 ft/ 12 in) = 12.91 ac-ft.
   All 154.87 ac is not required to be treated, and this number should be the volume for the 104.93 ac of increased
   pavement, 19.96 ac for the pond sites, and 6.27 ac of additional treatment for improvements to N 50th St.
7 The treatment volume provided; the improvements to Basin 300 (Basin 9 in this report) in ERP 20690.007 increase
   this volume to 11.77 ac-ft.























Superseded in ERP 20690.007



Superseded in ERP 20690.007
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APPENDIX E-3 

ERP 20690.004  

DOT I-275 & I-4 Interchange Mod. 

 













0.722 ac-ft
0.341 ac-ft
0.121 ac-ft
0.582 ac-ft
1.767 ac-ft
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APPENDIX E-4 

ERP 20690.007  

SR400 I-4 Lee Roy Selmon Interchange 
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BY DESCRIPTIONDATE BY DESCRIPTIONDATE

REVISIONS

FINANCIAL PROJECT ID

      

SHEET
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258415-2-52-01HILLSBOROUGHSR 400 

cannonm

Tampa,  Florida  33607

5405 West Cypress St. Suite 300

(813) 289-5300

Cert. of Auth. No. 01462

EOR: Robert Szatynski, P.E. No. 42770

PB Americas. Inc.

DefaultPEN TABLE = F:\Projects\2584152U_V8\FDOT.tbl\\tpacad\sys\projects\2584152I_v8\fdotpdf.pltPlot Driver = MODEL NAME = 200.00 FT / IN.
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Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 182174-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name

Mailing Address 2511 5TH AVE S

Site Address

PIN

Folio 182174-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 7240 DAYCARE CENTER D
Plat Book/Page 2/6
Neighborhood 205003.00 | Ybor Area N of I-4
Subdivision 4QM | BONNIEVENTURE

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $201,270 $191,598 $191,598 $0
Public Schools $201,270 $201,270 $201,270 $0
Municipal $201,270 $191,598 $191,598 $0
Other Districts $201,270 $191,598 $191,598 $0

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

22924 0139 10 2014 WD Unqualified Improved $285,000
6879 1809 02 1993 CT Unqualified Improved $1,500
6432 0562 11 1991 WD Unqualified Improved $30,000
5545 0859 11 1988 WD Qualified Improved $456,000
5413 1037 06 1988 WD Qualified Improved $456,000
4690 0394 11 1985 FD Unqualified Improved $10,000
4558 0282 05 1985 WD Qualified Improved $9,500



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:07:51 AM

Building Information
Building 1
Type 72  | DAY CARE

CENTER
Year Built 1913

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class C Masonry or Concrete

Frame
Exterior Wall 7 Masonry Frm: Stucco
Roof Structure 4 Truss (Wood/Metal)
Roof Cover 3 Asphalt/Comp. Shingle
Interior Walls 5 Drywall
Interior Flooring 4 Vinyl
Interior Flooring 8 Carpet
Heat/AC 1 Non-Ducted
Plumbing 3 Typical
Condition 4 Good
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0
Wall Height 10.00

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

BAS 1,560 1,560 $53,500
SFB 200 200 $5,487
CNB 25 $69

Totals 1,785 1,760 $59,056

Building 2
Type 72  | DAY CARE

CENTER
Year Built 1957

Building 2 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class C Masonry or Concrete

Frame
Exterior Wall 5 Concrete Block
Roof Structure 4 Truss (Wood/Metal)
Roof Cover 2 Rolled Composition
Interior Walls 5 Drywall
Interior Flooring 4 Vinyl
Interior Flooring 8 Carpet
Heat/AC 2 Central
Plumbing 3 Typical
Condition 2 Fair
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0
Wall Height 9.00

Building 2 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

BAS 319 319 $10,710
Totals 319 319 $10,710



Page 3 - 6/7/2018 10:07:51 AM

Building 3
Type 02  |

MANUFACTURED
HOME (AYB > 1976)

Year Built 1985

Building 3 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class D Wood Frame
Exterior Wall 4 Wood/Masonry Siding
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 12 Rubber or Plastic
Interior Walls 5 Drywall
Interior Flooring 8 Carpet
Heat/AC 2 Central
Condition 3 Average
Bedrooms 3.0
Bathrooms 2.0
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0

Building 3 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

BAS 1,904 1,904 $25,361
Totals 1,904 1,904 $25,361

Extra Features
OB/XF
Code

Description Building Year On
Roll

Length Width Units Value

0060 CONCRETE PAVEMENT 1 1992 0 0 3,035.00 $7,342
0260 FENCE CL6 1 1992 0 0 125.00 $938
0280 FENCE WOOD 1 1992 0 0 176.00 $556
0120 DECK WOOD 1 2000 0 0 195.00 $848
0595 FIREPLACE 1 2005 0 0 1.00 $1,959

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.35
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

TF25 Nebraska Ave CG 0.0 0.0 SF | SQUARE FEET 12,000.00 $72,000
TF25 Nebraska Ave CG 50.00 75.00 SF | SQUARE FEET 3,750.00 $22,500

Legal Description
BONNIEVENTURE LOT 1 AND N 25 FT OF LOT 4 BLOCK D
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Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 182178-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 182178-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0000 VACANT RESIDENTIAL
Plat Book/Page 2/6
Neighborhood 205003.00 | Ybor Area N of I-4
Subdivision 4QM | BONNIEVENTURE

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $149,037 $75,665 $0 $75,665
Public Schools $149,037 $149,037 $0 $149,037
Municipal $149,037 $75,665 $0 $75,665
Other Districts $149,037 $75,665 $0 $75,665

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

19143 0113 03 2009 WD Unqualified Improved $72,400
5269 0502 11 1987 WD Qualified Improved $37,500
5114 1165 05 1987 WD Qualified Improved $33,900
4798 1922 04 1986 WD Unqualified Improved $24,500

Land Information - Total Acreage: 1.33
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

REC1 Res SF Class 3.25 RS-50 325.00 171.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

55,250.00 $149,037

Legal Description
BONNIEVENTURE LOTS 2 3 6 7 AND 10 BLOCK D
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Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 182179-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 182179-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0100 SINGLE FAMILY R
Plat Book/Page 2/6
Neighborhood 205003.00 | Ybor Area N of I-4
Subdivision 4QM | BONNIEVENTURE

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $77,960 $66,033 $0 $66,033
Public Schools $77,960 $77,960 $0 $77,960
Municipal $77,960 $66,033 $0 $66,033
Other Districts $77,960 $66,033 $0 $66,033

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

9064 1819 06 1998 TD Unqualified Improved $16,400
8864 0150 12 1997 CT Unqualified Improved $100
5119 0574 05 1987 WD Unqualified Improved $100



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:09:04 AM

Building Information
Building 1
Type 01  | SINGLE

FAMILY
Year Built 1913

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class D Wood Frame
Exterior Wall 13 Alum/Vinyl Siding
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 3 Asphalt/Comp. Shingle
Interior Walls 5 Drywall
Interior Flooring 8 Carpet
Interior Flooring 4 Vinyl
Heat/AC 1 Non-Ducted
Architectural Style 6 Pre-1940 1-Story
Condition 1 Poor
Bedrooms 3.0
Bathrooms 1.0
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

UOP 60 $211
FEP 336 336 $6,307
BAS 1,120 1,120 $26,260
FOP 180 $1,055

Totals 1,696 1,456 $33,833

Extra Features
OB/XF
Code

Description Building Year On
Roll

Length Width Units Value

0050 CONCRETE PATIO 1 2008 10 10 100.00 $346
0595 FIREPLACE 1 2005 0 0 1.00 $1,781

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.17
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

TF25 Nebraska Ave CG 40.00 175.00 SF | SQUARE FEET 7,000.00 $42,000

Legal Description
BONNIEVENTURE S 40 FT OF LOT 4 BLOCK D
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Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 182180-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 182180-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 1000 VACANT COMM
Plat Book/Page 2/6
Neighborhood 205003.00 | Ybor Area N of I-4
Subdivision 4QM | BONNIEVENTURE

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $70,507 $64,820 $0 $64,820
Public Schools $70,507 $70,507 $0 $70,507
Municipal $70,507 $64,820 $0 $64,820
Other Districts $70,507 $64,820 $0 $64,820

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

19282 0191 05 2009 QC Unqualified Improved $100
19238 1849 03 2009 QC Unqualified Improved $100
19143 0115 03 2009 WD Unqualified Improved $7,600
19464 1581 03 2009 WD Unqualified Improved $100
19464 1579 03 2009 WD Unqualified Improved $100
5267 1647 11 1987 QC Unqualified Vacant $100
4736 1270 02 1986 AD Unqualified Vacant $100
1608 0157 04 1966 FD Unqualified $100

Extra Features
OB/XF
Code

Description Building Year On
Roll

Length Width Units Value

0020 ASPHALT PAVING 0 2006 0 0 3,800.00 $2,257
0260 FENCE CL6 0 2006 0 0 160.00 $0



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:09:31 AM

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.25
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

TF25 Nebraska Ave CG 65.00 175.00 SF | SQUARE FEET 11,375.00 $68,250

Legal Description
BONNIEVENTURE LOT 5 BLOCK D
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Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 182182-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 182182-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 7100 CHURCHES
Plat Book/Page 2/6
Neighborhood 205003.00 | Ybor Area N of I-4
Subdivision 4QM | BONNIEVENTURE

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $81,227 $75,654 $75,654 $0
Public Schools $81,227 $81,227 $81,227 $0
Municipal $81,227 $75,654 $75,654 $0
Other Districts $81,227 $75,654 $75,654 $0

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

10290 1046 07 2000 QC Unqualified Vacant $35,000
3823 0162 06 1981 AG Unqualified Improved $19,000
2458 0040 01 1972 Unqualified $100
2083 0966 01 1969 Qualified $7,400

Extra Features
OB/XF
Code

Description Building Year On
Roll

Length Width Units Value

0020 ASPHALT PAVING 0 2003 0 0 11,300.00 $12,977

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.26
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

TF25 Nebraska Ave CG 65.00 175.00 SF | SQUARE FEET 11,375.00 $68,250
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Legal Description
BONNIEVENTURE LOT 8 BLOCK D



Page 1 - 6/7/2018 10:24:01 AM

Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 183338-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name DAY WILTON L

 DAY SHIRLEY

Mailing Address 6122 GALLEON WAY

Site Address

PIN

Folio 183338-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0100 SINGLE FAMILY R
Plat Book/Page 26/50
Neighborhood 205003.00 | Ybor Area N of I-4
Subdivision 4RY | ROBLES PARK ESTATES

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $131,724 $84,410 $0 $84,410
Public Schools $131,724 $131,724 $0 $131,724
Municipal $131,724 $84,410 $0 $84,410
Other Districts $131,724 $84,410 $0 $84,410

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

18057 0030 08 2007 WD Unqualified Improved $145,000
18057 0028 08 2007 WD Unqualified Improved $115,000
11189 0749 11 2001 GD Unqualified Improved $100
6018 0554 06 1990 WD Qualified Improved $53,900
5773 1540 08 1989 CT Unqualified Improved $100
4694 0201 12 1985 WD Qualified Improved $60,000



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:24:01 AM

Building Information
Building 1
Type 01  | SINGLE

FAMILY
Year Built 1950

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class C Masonry or Concrete

Frame
Exterior Wall 7 Masonry Frm: Stucco
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 6 Tile
Interior Walls 5 Drywall
Interior Flooring 8 Carpet
Interior Flooring 4 Vinyl
Heat/AC 2 Central
Architectural Style 4 Basic 1-Story
Condition 3 Average
Bedrooms 3.0
Bathrooms 2.0
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

BAS 1,634 1,634 $71,411
UEP 120 $3,147
FGR 576 $12,586
FOP 84 $918
FOP 44 $481

Totals 2,458 1,634 $88,543

Extra Features
OB/XF
Code

Description Building Year On
Roll

Length Width Units Value

0120 DECK WOOD 1 2008 16 16 256.00 $1,270

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.35
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

REC1 Res SF Class 3.25 RS-50 126.00 115.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

14,490.00 $41,912

Legal Description
ROBLES PARK ESTATES LOTS 16 17 AND 18
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Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 183341-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name GREEN NINKIA

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 183341-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 7100 CHURCHES
Plat Book/Page 26/50
Neighborhood 205003.00 | Ybor Area N of I-4
Subdivision 4RY | ROBLES PARK ESTATES

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $26,701 $13,555 $0 $13,555
Public Schools $26,701 $26,701 $0 $26,701
Municipal $26,701 $13,555 $0 $13,555
Other Districts $26,701 $13,555 $0 $13,555

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

24457 0037 10 2016 QC Unqualified Vacant $100
9909 1632 11 1999 TR Unqualified Improved $100
9346 1239 11 1998 FD Unqualified Improved $17,000
8816 1565 12 1997 CT Unqualified Improved $100
7298 0967 02 1994 QC Unqualified Improved $100

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.20
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

REC1 Res SF Class 3.25 RS-50 76.00 115.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

8,740.00 $26,701

Legal Description
ROBLES PARK ESTATES S 25 FT OF LOT 21 AND LOT 22
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Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 183338-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name DAY WILTON L

 DAY SHIRLEY

Mailing Address 6122 GALLEON WAY

Site Address

PIN

Folio 183338-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0100 SINGLE FAMILY R
Plat Book/Page 26/50
Neighborhood 205003.00 | Ybor Area N of I-4
Subdivision 4RY | ROBLES PARK ESTATES

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $131,724 $84,410 $0 $84,410
Public Schools $131,724 $131,724 $0 $131,724
Municipal $131,724 $84,410 $0 $84,410
Other Districts $131,724 $84,410 $0 $84,410

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

18057 0030 08 2007 WD Unqualified Improved $145,000
18057 0028 08 2007 WD Unqualified Improved $115,000
11189 0749 11 2001 GD Unqualified Improved $100
6018 0554 06 1990 WD Qualified Improved $53,900
5773 1540 08 1989 CT Unqualified Improved $100
4694 0201 12 1985 WD Qualified Improved $60,000
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Building Information
Building 1
Type 01  | SINGLE

FAMILY
Year Built 1950

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class C Masonry or Concrete

Frame
Exterior Wall 7 Masonry Frm: Stucco
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 6 Tile
Interior Walls 5 Drywall
Interior Flooring 8 Carpet
Interior Flooring 4 Vinyl
Heat/AC 2 Central
Architectural Style 4 Basic 1-Story
Condition 3 Average
Bedrooms 3.0
Bathrooms 2.0
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

BAS 1,634 1,634 $71,411
UEP 120 $3,147
FGR 576 $12,586
FOP 84 $918
FOP 44 $481

Totals 2,458 1,634 $88,543

Extra Features
OB/XF
Code

Description Building Year On
Roll

Length Width Units Value

0120 DECK WOOD 1 2008 16 16 256.00 $1,270

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.35
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

REC1 Res SF Class 3.25 RS-50 126.00 115.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

14,490.00 $41,912

Legal Description
ROBLES PARK ESTATES LOTS 16 17 AND 18
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Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 166390-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 166390-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0100 SINGLE FAMILY R
Plat Book/Page 7/44
Neighborhood 206003.00 | SW Seminole Hts Area, S of Osborne
Subdivision 4H0 | BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $82,394 $69,874 $0 $69,874
Public Schools $82,394 $82,394 $0 $82,394
Municipal $82,394 $69,874 $0 $69,874
Other Districts $82,394 $69,874 $0 $69,874

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

22371 0693 01 2014 WD Unqualified Improved $28,800
21902 1628 05 2013 CT Unqualified Improved $100
19988 1504 07 2010 QC Unqualified Improved $100
18945 0840 10 2008 WD Unqualified Improved $100
12791 1910 05 2003 WD Qualified Improved $85,500
8536 0330 04 1997 QC Unqualified Improved $34,000
4974 1164 11 1986 WD Unqualified Improved $12,000
4316 0088 04 1984 QC Unqualified Improved $100



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:24:41 AM

Building Information
Building 1
Type 01  | SINGLE

FAMILY
Year Built 1938

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class D Wood Frame
Exterior Wall 4 Wood/Masonry Siding
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 3 Asphalt/Comp. Shingle
Interior Walls 3 Plaster
Interior Flooring 5 Wood
Heat/AC 2 Central
Architectural Style 6 Pre-1940 1-Story
Condition 2 Fair
Bedrooms 1.0
Bathrooms 1.0
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

UOP 24 $200
BAS 648 648 $32,467
BAS 100 100 $5,010
BAS 192 192 $9,620
UOP 16 $100

Totals 980 940 $47,397

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.15
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

REE1 Res SF Class 5.25 SH-RS 50.00 132.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

6,600.00 $34,996

Legal Description
BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION LOT 1 BLOCK A



Page 1 - 6/7/2018 10:24:48 AM

Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 166391-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name TRC-SPE LLC

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 166391-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0000 VACANT RESIDENTIAL
Plat Book/Page 7/44
Neighborhood 206003.00 | SW Seminole Hts Area, S of Osborne
Subdivision 4H0 | BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $34,297 $34,297 $0 $34,297
Public Schools $34,297 $34,297 $0 $34,297
Municipal $34,297 $34,297 $0 $34,297
Other Districts $34,297 $34,297 $0 $34,297

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

25005 0238 05 2017 QC Unqualified Vacant $100
22589 1335 05 2014 TD Unqualified Improved $5,900
18700 1723 06 2008 WD Unqualified Improved $100
18380 1000 08 2007 QC Unqualified Improved $180,000
16246 0001 03 2006 WD Unqualified Improved $225,000
7189 0414 11 1993 WD Qualified Improved $52,000
6753 0139 10 1992 WD Unqualified Improved $4,900
6742 0251 09 1992 WD Unqualified Improved $100

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.15
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

REE1 Res SF Class 5.25 SH-RS 49.00 132.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

6,468.00 $34,297

Legal Description
BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION LOT 2 BLOCK A



Page 1 - 6/7/2018 10:24:53 AM

Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 166392-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name POWELL JANIE

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 166392-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0100 SINGLE FAMILY R
Plat Book/Page 7/44
Neighborhood 206003.00 | SW Seminole Hts Area, S of Osborne
Subdivision 4H0 | BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $155,255 $140,404 $0 $140,404
Public Schools $155,255 $155,255 $0 $155,255
Municipal $155,255 $140,404 $0 $140,404
Other Districts $155,255 $140,404 $0 $140,404

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

12919 1428 07 2003 WD Unqualified Improved $169,000
8415 0219 12 1996 WD Qualified Improved $62,900
4726 0518 01 1986 WD Qualified Improved $47,900



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:24:53 AM

Building Information
Building 1
Type 01  | SINGLE

FAMILY
Year Built 1913

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class D Wood Frame
Exterior Wall 13 Alum/Vinyl Siding
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 3 Asphalt/Comp. Shingle
Interior Walls 3 Plaster
Interior Flooring 8 Carpet
Heat/AC 2 Central
Architectural Style 6 Pre-1940 1-Story
Condition 2 Fair
Bedrooms 4.0
Bathrooms 2.0
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

FEP 192 192 $7,832
BAS 1,240 1,240 $63,063
FEP 232 232 $9,460
FOP 240 $3,051

Totals 1,904 1,664 $83,406

Building 2
Type 01  | SINGLE

FAMILY
Year Built 1926

Building 2 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class D Wood Frame
Exterior Wall 13 Alum/Vinyl Siding
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 3 Asphalt/Comp. Shingle
Interior Walls 3 Plaster
Interior Flooring 8 Carpet
Interior Flooring 5 Wood
Heat/AC 1 Non-Ducted
Architectural Style 9 Pre-1940 Multi-Story
Condition 2 Fair
Bedrooms 2.0
Bathrooms 1.0
Stories 2.0
Units 1.0

Building 2 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

UOP 98 $681
UGR 624 $11,352
ADD $0
FUS 624 624 $25,519

Totals 1,346 624 $37,552

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.14
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value



Page 3 - 6/7/2018 10:24:53 AM

REE1 Res SF Class 5.25 SH-RS 49.00 132.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

6,468.00 $34,297

Legal Description
BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION LOT 3 BLOCK A



Page 1 - 6/7/2018 10:25:00 AM

Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 166393-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 166393-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0100 SINGLE FAMILY R
Plat Book/Page 7/44
Neighborhood 206003.00 | SW Seminole Hts Area, S of Osborne
Subdivision 4H0 | BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $137,972 $83,828 $83,828 $0
Public Schools $137,972 $83,828 $83,828 $0
Municipal $137,972 $83,828 $83,828 $0
Other Districts $137,972 $83,828 $83,828 $0

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

8406 1129 03 1996 WD Qualified Improved $69,900
6456 0599 12 1991 WD Qualified Improved $40,000
4991 0664 12 1986 WD Qualified Improved $37,000



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:25:00 AM

Building Information
Building 1
Type 01  | SINGLE

FAMILY
Year Built 1920

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class D Wood Frame
Exterior Wall 13 Alum/Vinyl Siding
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 3 Asphalt/Comp. Shingle
Interior Walls 3 Plaster
Interior Flooring 5 Wood
Heat/AC 2 Central
Architectural Style 9 Pre-1940 Multi-Story
Condition 3 Average
Bedrooms 3.0
Bathrooms 1.0
Stories 2.0
Units 1.0

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

BAS 1,360 1,360 $87,036
UOP 15 $128
FOP 168 $2,688
ADD $0
FUS 240 240 $13,823

Totals 1,783 1,600 $103,675

Extra Features
OB/XF
Code

Description Building Year On
Roll

Length Width Units Value

0651 SHED NOT PERMANENTLY AFFIXED 1 2014 0 0 1.00 $0

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.15
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

REE1 Res SF Class 5.25 SH-RS 49.00 132.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

6,468.00 $34,297

Legal Description
BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION LOT 4 BLOCK A



Page 1 - 6/7/2018 10:25:06 AM

Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 166393-0500

Owner Information
Owner Name

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 166393-0500
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 166394-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0000 VACANT RESIDENTIAL
Plat Book/Page 7/44
Neighborhood 206003.00 | SW Seminole Hts Area, S of Osborne
Subdivision 4H0 | BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $34,297 $23,240 $0 $23,240
Public Schools $34,297 $34,297 $0 $34,297
Municipal $34,297 $23,240 $0 $23,240
Other Districts $34,297 $23,240 $0 $23,240

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

9007 0414 04 1998 QC Unqualified Improved $1,100
4860 0358 07 1986 QC Unqualified Improved $100
4815 1771 05 1986 WD Qualified Improved $35,600

Extra Features
OB/XF
Code

Description Building Year On
Roll

Length Width Units Value

0651 SHED NOT PERMANENTLY AFFIXED 0 2013 0 0 2.00 $0

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.15
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

REE1 Res SF Class 5.25 SH-RS 49.00 132.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

6,468.00 $34,297



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:25:06 AM

Legal Description
BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION LOT 5 BLOCK A



Page 1 - 6/7/2018 10:25:24 AM

Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 166394-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name YATES RICKY A

Mailing Address 1224 E NORFOLK ST

Site Address

PIN

Folio 166394-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0100 SINGLE FAMILY R
Plat Book/Page 7/44
Neighborhood 206003.00 | SW Seminole Hts Area, S of Osborne
Subdivision 4H0 | BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $144,162 $128,616 $0 $128,616
Public Schools $144,162 $144,162 $0 $144,162
Municipal $144,162 $128,616 $0 $128,616
Other Districts $144,162 $128,616 $0 $128,616

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

10496 1235 10 2000 WD Unqualified Improved $100
9536 0908 11 1998 QC Unqualified Improved $100
8274 1442 09 1996 QC Unqualified Improved $18,100
5467 1051 08 1988 WD Unqualified Improved $26,000



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:25:24 AM

Building Information
Building 1
Type 01  | SINGLE

FAMILY
Year Built 1912

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class C Masonry or Concrete

Frame
Exterior Wall 8 Brick
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 3 Asphalt/Comp. Shingle
Interior Walls 3 Plaster
Interior Flooring 5 Wood
Heat/AC 2 Central
Architectural Style 6 Pre-1940 1-Story
Condition 3 Average
Bedrooms 2.0
Bathrooms 1.0
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

FCP 250 $3,477
BAS 1,160 1,160 $65,053
FEP 252 252 $11,328
FOP 180 $2,524

Totals 1,842 1,412 $82,382

Building 2
Type 01  | SINGLE

FAMILY
Year Built 1933

Building 2 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class D Wood Frame
Exterior Wall 4 Wood/Masonry Siding
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 2 Rolled Composition
Interior Walls 3 Plaster
Interior Flooring 8 Carpet
Interior Flooring 5 Wood
Heat/AC 1 Non-Ducted
Architectural Style 9 Pre-1940 Multi-Story
Condition 3 Average
Bedrooms 1.0
Bathrooms 1.0
Stories 2.0
Units 1.0

Building 2 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

FGR 289 $9,700
ADD $0
UOP 24 $269
FUS 289 289 $17,514

Totals 602 289 $27,483

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.16
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value



Page 3 - 6/7/2018 10:25:24 AM

REE1 Res SF Class 5.25 SH-RS 49.00 132.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

6,468.00 $34,297

Legal Description
BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION LOT 6 BLOCK A



Page 1 - 6/7/2018 10:25:30 AM

Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 166395-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name CABRERA MICHAEL J

Mailing Address 4109 E RICHMERE ST

Site Address

PIN

Folio 166395-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0000 VACANT RESIDENTIAL
Plat Book/Page 7/44
Neighborhood 206003.00 | SW Seminole Hts Area, S of Osborne
Subdivision 4H0 | BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $34,297 $19,925 $0 $19,925
Public Schools $34,297 $34,297 $0 $34,297
Municipal $34,297 $19,925 $0 $19,925
Other Districts $34,297 $19,925 $0 $19,925

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

6212 0448 03 1991 WD Qualified Improved $20,000
5912 0294 02 1990 AD Unqualified Improved $100
4143 0451 07 1983 QC Unqualified Improved $100

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.14
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

REE1 Res SF Class 5.25 SH-RS 49.00 132.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

6,468.00 $34,297

Legal Description
BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION LOT 7 BLOCK A



Page 1 - 6/7/2018 10:25:41 AM

Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 166396-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name FREDERICK MARIE

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 166396-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0100 SINGLE FAMILY R
Plat Book/Page 7/44
Neighborhood 206003.00 | SW Seminole Hts Area, S of Osborne
Subdivision 4H0 | BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $104,611 $58,135 $33,135 $25,000
Public Schools $104,611 $58,135 $25,000 $33,135
Municipal $104,611 $58,135 $33,135 $25,000
Other Districts $104,611 $58,135 $33,135 $25,000

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

20005 0495 07 2010 WD Unqualified Improved $45,000
20005 0492 07 2010 QC Unqualified Improved $100
16171 0774 02 2006 WD Qualified Improved $152,500
14856 1078 03 2005 WD Unqualified Improved $67,500
2999 1327 01 1975 Qualified $14,500



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:25:41 AM

Building Information
Building 1
Type 01  | SINGLE

FAMILY
Year Built 1922

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class D Wood Frame
Exterior Wall 4 Wood/Masonry Siding
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 3 Asphalt/Comp. Shingle
Interior Walls 3 Plaster
Interior Walls 2 Wall Board/Wood Wall
Interior Flooring 5 Wood
Interior Flooring 7 Tile
Heat/AC 2 Central
Architectural Style 6 Pre-1940 1-Story
Condition 3 Average
Bedrooms 2.0
Bathrooms 2.0
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

BAS 413 413 $26,963
BAS 624 624 $40,739
FOP 160 $2,611

Totals 1,197 1,037 $70,313

Extra Features
OB/XF
Code

Description Building Year On
Roll

Length Width Units Value

0651 SHED NOT PERMANENTLY AFFIXED 1 2005 0 0 1.00 $0

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.15
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

REE1 Res SF Class 5.25 SH-RS 49.00 132.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

6,468.00 $34,297

Legal Description
BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION LOT 8 BLOCK A



Page 1 - 6/7/2018 10:25:53 AM

Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 166397-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name

 MULKEY FREDDIE JR

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 166397-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0100 SINGLE FAMILY R
Plat Book/Page 7/44
Neighborhood 206003.00 | SW Seminole Hts Area, S of Osborne
Subdivision 4H0 | BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $177,851 $67,713 $43,213 $24,500
Public Schools $177,851 $67,713 $25,500 $42,213
Municipal $177,851 $67,713 $43,213 $24,500
Other Districts $177,851 $67,713 $43,213 $24,500

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

20929 0238 01 2012 QC Unqualified Improved $100
2396 0323 01 1971 Qualified $17,500



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:25:53 AM

Building Information
Building 1
Type 01  | SINGLE

FAMILY
Year Built 1971

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class C Masonry or Concrete

Frame
Exterior Wall 5 Concrete Block
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 3 Asphalt/Comp. Shingle
Interior Walls 5 Drywall
Interior Flooring 8 Carpet
Heat/AC 2 Central
Architectural Style 4 Basic 1-Story
Condition 3 Average
Bedrooms 3.0
Bathrooms 2.0
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

BAS 1,194 1,194 $109,944
BAS 128 128 $11,786
FSP 56 $1,565
BAS 220 220 $20,258

Totals 1,598 1,542 $143,553

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.14
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

REE1 Res SF Class 5.25 SH-RS 49.00 132.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

6,468.00 $34,297

Legal Description
BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION LOT 9 BLOCK A



Page 1 - 6/7/2018 10:26:20 AM

Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 166398-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name RECKART GARY P

 RECKART JUDY P

Mailing Address

Site Address

PIN

Folio 166398-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 0100 SINGLE FAMILY R
Plat Book/Page 7/44
Neighborhood 206003.00 | SW Seminole Hts Area, S of Osborne
Subdivision 4H0 | BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $180,226 $119,617 $50,500 $69,117
Public Schools $180,226 $119,617 $25,500 $94,117
Municipal $180,226 $119,617 $50,500 $69,117
Other Districts $180,226 $119,617 $50,500 $69,117

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

17457 0263 02 2007 QC Unqualified Improved $100
5630 1874 03 1989 WD Qualified Improved $24,100
3734 0531 11 1980 QC Unqualified Improved $100
3630 1723 02 1980 WD Qualified Improved $23,500



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:26:20 AM

Building Information
Building 1
Type 01  | SINGLE

FAMILY
Year Built 1920

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class D Wood Frame
Exterior Wall 4 Wood/Masonry Siding
Roof Structure 3 Gable or Hip
Roof Cover 9 Metal
Interior Walls 3 Plaster
Interior Flooring 5 Wood
Heat/AC 2 Central
Architectural Style 9 Pre-1940 Multi-Story
Condition 3 Average
Bedrooms 6.0
Bathrooms 4.0
Stories 2.0
Units 1.0

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

TWO 1,100 1,100 $65,052
FOP 102 $1,619
BAS 1,215 1,215 $75,634
FOP 189 $2,926

Totals 2,606 2,315 $145,231

Extra Features
OB/XF
Code

Description Building Year On
Roll

Length Width Units Value

0651 SHED NOT PERMANENTLY AFFIXED 1 2004 0 0 1.00 $0

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.15
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

REE1 Res SF Class 5.25 SH-CG 50.00 132.00 SE | SF LOTS W/ EFF
SIZE

6,600.00 $34,996

Legal Description
BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION LOT 10 BLOCK A



Page 1 - 6/7/2018 10:26:25 AM

Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 166399-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name NEW PLAZA LLC

Mailing Address PO BOX 290315

Site Address

PIN

Folio 166399-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 1130 1 STY STORE C
Plat Book/Page 7/44
Neighborhood 206003.00 | SW Seminole Hts Area, S of Osborne
Subdivision 4H0 | BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $191,605 $191,605 $0 $191,605
Public Schools $191,605 $191,605 $0 $191,605
Municipal $191,605 $191,605 $0 $191,605
Other Districts $191,605 $191,605 $0 $191,605

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

20296 1050 01 2011 QC Unqualified Improved $100
17622 1837 03 2007 WD Unqualified Improved $407,500
11082 1800 09 2001 WD Unqualified Improved $320,000
8507 1119 03 1997 WD Unqualified Improved $100
7013 0631 06 1993 WD Qualified Improved $92,000
3723 1628 10 1980 QC Unqualified Improved $100



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:26:25 AM

Building Information
Building 1
Type 35  | STORE

RETAIL
Year Built 1968

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class C Masonry or Concrete

Frame
Exterior Wall 7 Masonry Frm: Stucco
Exterior Wall 12 Metal
Roof Structure 10 Steel Frame
Roof Cover 4 Blt.up Tar & Gravel
Interior Walls 5 Drywall
Interior Flooring 8 Carpet
Heat/AC 2 Central
Plumbing 3 Typical
Condition 3 Average
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0
Wall Height 10.00

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

CNB 528 $2,608
BAS 1,380 1,380 $67,896

Totals 1,908 1,380 $70,504

Extra Features
OB/XF
Code

Description Building Year On
Roll

Length Width Units Value

0020 ASPHALT PAVING 1 1968 0 0 6,105.00 $4,835
0060 CONCRETE PAVEMENT 1 2002 0 0 2,385.00 $4,946

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.28
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

TLH3 TL Class 8 SH-CG 110.00 115.00 SF | SQUARE FEET 12,650.00 $111,320

Legal Description
BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION LOT 11 LESS PART FOR SR 93 R/W DESC AS BEG 29.93 FT E OF SW COR & RUN E 25.07 FT TO
SE COR N 10.77 FT ALONG E BDRY & SWLY 28.02 FT ALONG 34.5 FT RAD CURVE TO BEG AND LOT 12 BLOCK A



Page 1 - 6/7/2018 10:26:30 AM

Note: This section shows Market Value, Assessed Value, Exemptions, and Taxable Value for taxing districts. Because of changes in

Florida Law, it is possible to have different assessed and taxable values on the same property. For example, the additional $25,000

Homestead Exemption and the non-homestead CAP do not apply to public schools, and the Low Income Senior Exemption only applies

to countywide and certain municipal millages.

Folio: 166402-0000

Owner Information
Owner Name GIANT OIL INC

Mailing Address ATTN PAT CARRIANO
1806 N FRANKLIN ST

Site Address

PIN

Folio 166402-0000
Prior PIN

Prior Folio 000000-0000
Tax District TA - TAMPA
Property Use 1420 CONV STORE/GAS
Plat Book/Page 7/44
Neighborhood 206003.00 | SW Seminole Hts Area, S of Osborne
Subdivision 4H0 | BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION

Value Summary
Taxing District Market Value Assessed Value Exemptions Taxable Value
County $363,233 $363,233 $0 $363,233
Public Schools $363,233 $363,233 $0 $363,233
Municipal $363,233 $363,233 $0 $363,233
Other Districts $363,233 $363,233 $0 $363,233

Sales Information
Book Page Month Year Type Inst Qualified or

Unqualified
Vacant or Improved Price

9987 1164 12 1999 WD Unqualified Improved $365,000
4147 1074 07 1983 WD Qualified Improved $136,000
4147 1072 07 1983 WD Qualified Improved $136,000
3863 0249 09 1981 WD Qualified Improved $85,000



Page 2 - 6/7/2018 10:26:30 AM

Building Information
Building 1
Type 43  |

CONVENIENCE
STORE

Year Built 1984

Building 1 Construction Details
Element Code Construction Detail
Class C Masonry or Concrete

Frame
Exterior Wall 7 Masonry Frm: Stucco
Exterior Wall 5 Concrete Block
Roof Structure 4 Truss (Wood/Metal)
Roof Cover 4 Blt.up Tar & Gravel
Interior Walls 4 Plywood paneling
Interior Flooring 4 Vinyl
Heat/AC 2 Central
Plumbing 3 Typical
Condition 3 Average
Stories 1.0
Units 1.0
Wall Height 14.00

Building 1 subarea
Area Type Gross Area Heated Area Depreciated Value

BAS 2,139 2,139 $106,951
Totals 2,139 2,139 $106,951

Extra Features
OB/XF
Code

Description Building Year On
Roll

Length Width Units Value

0020 ASPHALT PAVING 1 1984 0 0 13,250.00 $11,543
0310 WALL CB 1 1984 0 0 800.00 $5,184
0060 CONCRETE PAVEMENT 1 2005 0 0 1,380.00 $4,027
0540 CANOPY GAS PUMP 1 2009 112 24 2,688.00 $72,904

Land Information - Total Acreage: 0.41
Use Code Description Zone Front Depth Land Type Total Land

Units
Land Value

TLH3 TL Class 8 SH-CG 165.00 112.00 SF | SQUARE FEET 18,480.00 $162,624

Legal Description
BLACK'S W C SUBDIVISION LOTS 13 14 AND 15 BLOCK A LESS R/W FOR BUFFALO AVE
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