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SR 40 PD&E Study – Wildlife Crossings Meeting No. 8 Summary 
 
Mtg. Date:   May 30, 2007 
Time:   9:00 am 
Location:   Sharpes Ferry Office Conference Room 
Project:   SR 40 PD&E Study 
   From Silver Springs to US 17 in Marion, Lake and Volusia Counties 
Attendees: 
 
Bill Walsh – FDOT 
Steve Tonjes – FDOT 
Alex Hull – Inwood 
Tom Roberts – EMS 
Walt McCown – FWC 
Terry Gilbert – URS/FWC 
Carrie Sekerak – USFS 
Jim Thorsen - USFS 

Elizabeth Ramirez - USFS 
Brian Scheick – FWC 
Mickey Thomason – DEP Greenways/Trails 
Vivian Garfein – FDEP 
David Herbeter - FDEP 
Keith Schue – The Nature Conservancy 
Guy Marwick – Smart Growth Coalition 

 
Bill Walsh, with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), gave some opening 
statements and then the attendees introduced themselves.  
 
Alex Hull, with Inwood Consulting Engineers, Inc., gave an overview of the agenda.    
 
Alex discussed the draft Project Connectivity Statement.  There was a suggestion to change the 
wording in the statement from “preserves the visual appeal” to “is sensitive to the visual appeal”.  
This change was accepted and the Project Connectivity Statement was then adopted by 
unanimous consensus by the Wildlife Crossings Committee. 
 
Tom Roberts presented the crossing objectives for each of the crossing locations.  The 
committee gave a cursory review of the objectives and noted that the objectives provided for 
genetic connectivity for low mobility species and for daily movement for high mobility species.  
There was general acceptance of this and the other objectives but the committee members will 
review the objectives in more detail and provide any comments at a later date. 
 
Next, the committee reviewed the alternative wildlife crossing concept plans.  No alternatives 
were eliminated.  The intent of the discussion was to see if any modifications or additional 
alternatives should be added to the crossing alternatives. 
 
Keith Schue requested that a larger perspective graphic be prepared that shows a broader view 
of the area and the landscape corridors.  Alex will prepare such a graphic.  Keith suggested that 
the naming system for the crossings be changed from Location A to Area A.  Keith also 



requested that unit costs be prepared for 50-foot structure, a 100-foot structure and for a culvert 
crossing.  Inwood will prepare the cost estimates. 
 
There was a general consensus that all the crossing alternatives should include culvert crossings 
to provide for connectivity for smaller, less mobile terrestrial species.  At this point in the analysis, 
the culverts will be shown at 450-foot intervals.  Once a specific wildlife crossing plan is identified, 
the culvert crossing locations will be adjusted based on habitat and land features. 
 
Areas A, A1 and B were discussed and it was decided to add the culvert crossings to the 
alternatives. 
 
Area C was discussed.  Alternative Ocklawaha Bridge lengths of 2,700 feet, 2,000 feet, 1,950 
feet and 1,700 feet were presented.  Carrie Sekerak and Terry Gilbert expressed the importance 
of keeping the upland connection next to the floodplain through the wildlife crossing. Guy 
Marwick indicated that the SR 40 Task Force had developed a strong consensus to keep the 
total length of the existing bridge span over the Ocklawaha River.  Alex explained that 
alternatives need to be looked at and that a basis for a decision on the length of the bridge needs 
to be developed.  An alternative of a shorter length of bridge over the Ocklawaha with an 
additional structure to provide for upland connection next to the floodplain was discussed.  
Alternatives will be added to address this concept.  Carrie requested that a bridge profile be 
shown as well.  She further expressed concern about the height of the bridge with respect to 
bird/vehicle collisions.  More evaluation will be required regarding this issue. 
 
Area D was discussed.  It was requested that a longer structure be considered to accommodate 
the stream, the Florida Trail and upland wildlife crossing. 
 
Area E was discussed.  The importance of the landscape connection to USFS lands to the north 
and south of the area was discussed.  Private property access, roads, fencing constraints and 
other issues make this a difficult crossing to address.  Additional analysis and work will be done.  
Keith suggested moving the crossing further to the east and consolidating access would be 
helpful. 
 
Area F was discussed. Keith requested that a 2,600-foot structure be added as an alternative.  
There was consensus to add an alternative that would be the same as Option 3 but with an 
additional 50-foot structure.  Carrie and other members expressed a preference for Options 3, 4 
and 5 plus the new modified alternative. 
 
Land acquisition was discussed.  Terry and Tom will be meeting in Tallahassee to determine the 
status of land acquisition prioritization.  Steve Tonjes stated that he thought that analysis might 
be more straightforward if land acquisition was associated with direct wetland and habitat 
impacts and the wildlife crossings were associated with minimization and avoidance. He thought 
it would also help accomplish the Task Force goal of implementing land acquisition as soon as 
practicable, since the direct impacts will be quantified more quickly and easily.   
 
The meeting was adjourned at approximately 1:00 PM. 
 



cc: File, All Attendees (via e-mail)  
 
Note:  The above reflects the writer’s understanding of the contents of the meeting.  If any misinterpretations or inaccuracies are included, 
please contact Alex Hull at (407) 971-8850 as soon as possible for resolution and revisions if necessary. 




