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Executive Summary 
In 2018 Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) completed a Phase 1 Truck Parking 
Study that evaluated truck parking supply and demand conditions within FDOT District Five. 
That study recommended a set of action items in order to address parking shortage issues. This 
Phase 2 Study sought to identify potential truck parking sites to advance the recommendations 
from Phase 1 of the Study. 

The initial GIS-based desktop screening analysis identified hundreds of potential truck parking 
candidate locations throughout FDOT District Five. Additional inspection, screening and 
stakeholder coordination reduced the list to ten (10) candidate sites. 

 

Final ten (10) candidate truck parking sites.  

Site # County Land Use 
Site 

Acres 
Price per 

Acre 
Closest I-4 

Exit Notes 

277 Volusia DOR 040, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

41.75 $43,236 114, SR 
472 

Site located about 0.45 miles 
west from I-4 interchange with 
SR 472. Site reported to provide 
occupied Florida Scrub Jay 
habitat 

288 Volusia DOR 040, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

15.67 $32,248 to 
$74,746 

118, SR 44 About 0.45 miles east of I-4 on 
SR 44. Adjacent to Vacant 
Government Site #98. 

VO-01 Volusia DOR 010, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

28.84 $83,258 to 
$263,928 

114, SR 
472 

Site located about 0.28 miles 
east from I-4 interchange with 
SR 472. Site was identified by 
Volusia County staff and consists 
of multiple parcels. 

255 Seminole DOR 101, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

9.18  $173,711 to 
$180,119 

104, US 
17-92 

Frontage on School Street ~0.65 
driving miles from I-4 exit #104 
to US 17-92. Two adjacent 
vacant commercial parcels of ~ 4 
acres each 

256 Seminole DOR 040, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

16.81 $64,757 to 
$90,689 

104, US 
17-92 

Frontage on Orange Blvd., ~0.92 
miles from I-4 exit #104. Five 
adjacent parcels bordered by 
residential to the west.  

https://goo.gl/maps/rY9kwSFzqoHkZPvY9
https://goo.gl/maps/mYN3byKHCJmqqvXE7
https://goo.gl/maps/1648Y6RdvCwJg2Jn6
https://goo.gl/maps/sbFZS6D4Qnyn2NaE8
https://goo.gl/maps/UyL7VWs4i5Mvx9JX9
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Site # County Land Use 
Site 

Acres 
Price per 

Acre 
Closest I-4 

Exit Notes 

73 Orange DOR 040, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

7.72 $777,640 072, SR 
528 

Located in industrial warehouse 
area ~1.08 driving miles from 
interchange of SR 528 and US 
441 and ~5.3 miles from I-4 

102 Orange DOR 010, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

10.13  $389,513 075, 
Kirkman 
Road 

Adjacent to exit ramp from 
southbound SR 435 (Kirkman 
Rd) to westbound SR 528 in 
office\industrial park, ~0.75 
miles south of I-4 interchange 
with Kirkman Rd. Includes 
vacant parcel to south.  

OR-01 Orange DOR 009, 
Multi-family 
Residential 

7.6 $19.31 072, SR 
528 

Site is a condemned 
condominium in need of 
redevelopment.  

OS-01 Osceola DOR 060, 
Agricultural  

196.9 $3,361 to 
$12,378 

058, 
Osceola-
Polk Line 
road 

Site is ~3.85 miles east of I-4 
interchange with Osceola-Polk 
Line Road. Site was identified by 
Osceola County staff and 
consists of multiple parcels. 

OS-02 Osceola DOR 000, 
Vacant 
Residential 

54.1 $9,048 to 
$109,263 

058, 
Osceola-
Polk Line 
road 

Site is ~3.65 miles east of I-4 
interchange with Osceola-Polk 
Line Road. Site was identified by 
Osceola County staff and 
consists of multiple parcels.  

The candidate truck parking sites identified in this study will be included in the PD&E study that 
will be conducted in 2021.The PD&E study will re-examine the potentially viable sites identified 
by this study to ensure a complete and objective consideration of alternatives consistent with 
NEPA process requirements. The District will obtain input from industry stakeholders and other 
community stakeholders, interest groups and the general public during the PD&E phase. 

 

 

https://goo.gl/maps/vpywkUQaAJyqWHrEA
https://goo.gl/maps/EQW2NXPJSBjCMkT49
https://goo.gl/maps/DaWbyj4uidWuar4Z7
https://goo.gl/maps/3hpNJ1ZGrfyBmPNK7
https://goo.gl/maps/myPYgceDSeBsMgK36
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Introduction 
In 2018 Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) completed a Phase 1 Truck Parking 
Study that evaluated truck parking supply and demand conditions within FDOT District Five. 
That study recommended a set of action items in order to address parking shortage issues. 
This Phase 2 Study sought to identify potential truck parking sites to advance the 
recommendations from Phase 1 of the Study. 

The first step of the Phase 2 Study involved a comprehensive desktop scan using a GIS-
based multi-criteria decision-making model. The model located land parcels suitable for 
developing truck parking facilities along the I-4 Corridor in District Five based on selected 
criteria. The candidate truck parking sites identified by the GIS analysis were then individually 
evaluated, and those found to be unsuitable were eliminated from further consideration. This 
document describes the process used to identify the truck parking candidate locations and 
presents the final candidates for consideration by FDOT and stakeholders in a subsequent 
phase.  
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Desktop Scan 
Input Data 

Table 1 lists the data sources used in the GIS-based desktop scan analyses.  

Table 1. Data Sources 

Data Source 
Description of 

Dataset 
Update 

Frequency 
Purpose of 

Dataset Remarks 

Department of 
Revenue  (DOR) 

Parcel data with 
land use information 

Annual Input data to the 
model 

Free 

Department of 
Economic 
Opportunity (DEO) 

Establishment data 
for employment and 
wages 

Quarterly Input data to the 
model 

Free, subject to 3-
80 rule 

FDOT Statewide 
Truck GPS Study 

Over capacity truck 
parking lots and 
Unauthorized trucks 

- Input data to the 
model 

Results from the 
Statewide Truck 
GPS Study 

Crime Index Data Statistics about 
major categories of 
personal and 
property crime 

Annual Input data to the 
model 

ESRI Demographic 
Data 

Tier 1 Land Suitability Model 
The Tier 1 Land Suitability Model combined seven different criteria with a Weighted Overlay 
into a single, overall land suitability layer (Figure 1 shows the geo-spatial modeling process). 
Each criterion defined an area of the study area counties according to its desirability for 
providing a truck parking facility. Most of the criteria were defined from the perspective of a 
truck driver looking for a suitable place to park. The input criteria and the modeling process 
are described in detail below.   
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drive time polygons were rated on a suitability scale of 1 to 5 (Table 2) before being rasterized 
to create the Road Proximity raster layer (Figure 1, Steps 4 and 5).  

Table 2. Drive Time Suitability Scores 

Drive Time 
(Minutes) Suitability Rank Suitability Score 

0 – 5 Very High Suitability 1 

5 – 10 High Suitability 2 

10 – 15 Moderate Suitability 3 

15 – 20 Low Suitability 4 

20 - 30 Very Low Suitability 5 

Destination Proximity 

Truck drivers prefer parking sites located near to where they intend to pick up or drop off a 
load. To identify these areas, the Freight Clusters within District Five previously identified in a 
study of statewide Freight Activity Areas were used as the “Trucking Destination” input to a 
Drive Time analysis (Figure 1, Step 6). Freight Clusters within 10 miles of the District 
boundary were included in each District drive time analysis to account for trucking destinations 
located just outside, but near, to the District. The subsequent Drive Time analysis steps 
(Figure 1, Steps 7 – 10) and drive time suitability scores (Table 2) were the same as those 
used in Roadway Proximity.  

Over-utilized Truck Parking Lot Proximity 

A number of authorized truck parking lots currently exist statewide to support the trucking 
community. When those existing truck parking lots are over capacity, this can indicate a 
demand for truck parking that was not being met. A new truck parking facility in the vicinity of 
an over-capacity lot would relieve that demand. Over-utilized Truck Parking facilities were 
identified as those with ≥ 75% capacity for any hour bin over a 24-hour period (Figure 1, Step 
11).  Over-capacity truck parking lots within 10 miles of the District boundary were included in 
each District drive time analysis to account for parking lots located outside, but near, to the 
District. The subsequent Drive Time analysis steps (Figure 1, Steps 12 – 15) and drive time 
suitability scores (Table 2) were the same as those used in Roadway Proximity.  

Adjacent Land Use Suitability 

New truck parking lots should be located in appropriately zoned Commercial or Industrial 
areas. However, some Commercial and Industrial parcels may not be suitable for supporting 
truck parking since they entail trucks driving through or near areas of unsuitable adjacent land 
use such as schools, churches or residential areas. To address this concern, land use parcels 
from the Florida Department of Revenue (FDOR) with unsuitable land use codes (Appendix A) 
were extracted (Figure 1, Steps 16 – 18), converted to raster format, and buffered using the 
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Euclidean Distance tool (Figure 1, Step 19). The Euclidean Distance Tool determined the 
distance of each raster pixel from any of the unsuitable adjacent land uses. Those pixels were 
then assigned a truck parking suitability score based on their proximity to unsuitable land 
uses, with those closest receiving a poor score and those furthest away receiving a Very High 
Suitability score (Table 3).  

Table 3. Unsuitable Adjacent Land Use Suitability Scores 

Distance 
(Meters) Suitability Rank Suitability Score 

> 1,200 Very High Suitability 1 

800 – 1,200 High Suitability  2 

400 - 800 Moderate Suitability 3 

200 - 400 Low Suitability 4 

< 200 Very Low Suitability 5 

Land Use Parcel Suitability 

This part of the Tier 1 model identified those parcels whose existing land use would be 
compatible with development of a truck parking lot (Figure 1, Steps 22 – 25). Vacant 
Commercial and Industrial sites topped the list of 56 land use types (Appendix B). Each land 
use type was assigned a suitability score from 1 (Very High Suitability) to 5 (Very Low 
Suitability) to reflect its potential for conversion to a truck parking facility. Any land use type 
not listed in Appendix B was assigned a Very Low Suitability score of 5.  

Crime Potential 

All else being equal, truck parking facilities should be located in places where the vehicles and 
their drivers will not be at high risk for crimes against their persons or property. The 
Esri Demographics Crime Index layer for Florida was downloaded and incorporated into the 
Tier 1 model for this purpose. The Total Crime Index was tied to the national average crime 
rate. A Total Crime Index (TCI) value of 100 for a Census Block Group represented the 
national average crime rate, while a TCI value of 200 indicated a Block Group with twice the 
amount of crime as the national average, and so on. Each Census Block Group in the District 
was assigned a Crime Score ranging from 1 (Very High Suitability) indicating a Crime Index at 
or below the national average, up to 5 (Very Low Suitability) for Block Groups with more than 
ten times the national average crime rate. Table 4 shows the relationship between Crime 
Index values and truck parking suitability scores. The Census Block Groups were rasterized 
by their Crime Score suitability values to prepare them for use in the Weighted Overlay 
analysis (Figure 1, Steps 26 – 28). 
 

  

https://doc.arcgis.com/en/esri-demographics/data/crime-indexes.htm
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Table 4. Crime Index Suitability Scores 

Crime Index Value Suitability Rank Suitability Score 

≤ 100 Very High Suitability 1 

100 - 250 High Suitability  2 

250 - 500 Moderate Suitability 3 

500 - 1000 Low Suitability 4 

≥ 1,000 Very Low Suitability 5 

Unauthorized Parking Proximity 

Lastly, any place where a large number of unauthorized truck parking occurred was 
considered an indicator of high demand for legitimate truck parking facilities. To develop this 
layer, truck parking GPS location data filtered to extract only those trucks that were stationary 
for 3+ hours were obtained for the District and the area 10 miles beyond the District boundary. 
The ArcGIS Point Density tool was used to develop a raster density surface weighted by the 
parking duration for each vehicle (Figure 1, Steps 29 – 31), under the presumption that longer-
duration immobility represented actual long-term parking, and where many trucks engaged in 
long-term parking should represent a higher demand for new truck parking facilities. The point 
density output was classified using a Quintile (5-class) classifier, and those classes were 
reclassified to the 1 to 5 truck suitability scale (Figure 1, Steps 32 – 34).  

Weighted Overlay Analysis 

The final step in the Tier 1 analysis involved combining each of the seven input criteria layers 
described above using the ArcGIS Weighted Overlay tool (Figure 1, Steps 35 - 36). The 
Weighted Overlay performed a weighted average of all the input pixels at each location in the 
District. Several different weighting schemes for the input layers labeled A through D were 
evaluated, starting with the Tier 1A model that weighted each layer the same. The weights for 
each of the models appear in Table 5.  

The output raster from each alternative model was examined visually in ArcGIS to determine 
whether known parcels suitable as potential truck parking facilities were flagged as Very High 
or High Suitability. The Tier 1C and 1D models rated very little of the District as Highly 
Suitable and missed most of the previously known potential truck parking locations. The 
equally weighted Tier 1A model performed better, but still missed some suitable parcels even 
when they were immediately adjacent to another High Suitability parcel. The Tier 1B model 
was best at locating known truck parking candidates, but was also not excessive in rating 
areas as High Suitability for truck parking. Consequently, the Tier 1B model was used to 
develop the land suitability layer (Appendix C).   
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Table 5. Alternative Weighted Overlay Model Weights 

Factor # Factor Description Tier 1A Tier 1B Tier 1C Tier 1D 

1 Interchange Drive Time 15% 19% 20% 5% 

2 FAA Drive Time 15% 19% 20% 5% 

3 Capacity Parking Drive Time 14% 14% 10% 5% 

4 Crime Index 14% 14% 5% 5% 

5 Unauthorized Parking 14% 14% 5% 40% 

6 Unsuitable Land Use Proximity 14% 10% 20% 35% 

7 Suitable Land Use 14% 10% 20% 5% 

 Totals 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Tier 2 Parcel Suitability Model 
The Tier 1 land suitability model described above identified the broad spatial areas that were 
most suitable for siting a truck parking facility. The purpose of the Tier 2 models was to locate 
specific parcels within those areas of high suitability that would meet the minimum 
requirements for truck parking sites. There were three kinds of parcels identified by the Tier 2 
process: 

• Shared Use Parcel Candidates – This group included existing developed Commercial or 
Industrial parcels with large parking areas which might be available as part of a shared 
use agreement for truck parking. 

• Land Swap Opportunity Candidates – These were vacant, government-owned parcels 
that could provide an opportunity for the FDOT to negotiate a land swap or shared use 
agreement. 

• Fee Simple Purchase Candidates – These were vacant Commercial or Industrial zoned 
parcels that could be purchased for development into truck parking sites.  

Figure 2 outlines the Tier 2 modeling process, which began with selecting out the polygon 
areas that had been identified as Very High or High Suitability for truck parking by the Tier 1 
model (Steps 1 – 3). Those Tier 1 High Score Zones were used to perform a Spatial Select on 
suitable FDOR parcels to extract only those parcels with appropriate existing land use that 
were located in areas of high suitability for truck parking sites (Figure 2, Steps 4 – 8). From 
that point the subsequent Tier 2 modeling steps took a different path depending on which of 
the three parcel candidate types were identified. 
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potential parking area was underestimated by this method. Conversely, this calculation 
method could not account for other uses on each parcel such as internal roads, landscaping, 
drainage, and water treatment ponds that reduced the total available parking area, so some 
potential footprint areas might have been retained that didn’t meet the 5 acre minimum in 
space available for parking. Despite their limitations these steps helped to filter out most of the 
Commercial and Industrial parcels whose potential parking areas were too small for further 
consideration (Figure 2, Steps 13 – 14).  

Land Swap Opportunity Parcel Candidates 

The ArcGIS Spatial Modelbuilder Tier 2C model for identifying vacant government parcels 
(Appendix E) involved selecting out the appropriate parcels and merging them into unique 
footprints ≥ 5 acres in size (Figure 2, Steps 15 – 18). Because many of the government-
owned parcels were conservation lands, National Wetlands Inventory data were used in an 
ArcGIS Erase of wetlands and water features on each government parcel to leave only the 
upland areas that might be suitable for establishing a truck parking facility (Figure 2, Steps 19 
and 20).  

Fee Simple Purchase Parcel Candidates 

Finally, the ArcGIS Spatial Modelbuilder Tier 2B model (Appendix F) identified those parcels 
≥ 5 acres in size in high suitability areas that were vacant but zoned Commercial or Industrial, 
as outlined in Figure 2 (Steps 21 – 25).   

Identification of Final Truck Parking Candidates 

The three Tier 2 models generated dozens of Initial Truck Parking Candidate locations 
throughout the study area (Figure 2, Step 26). However, many of those candidate sites were 
located relatively far from I-4 and would not be useful providing parking options for drivers on 
that highway. To address this concern the 10-minute drive time polygon around I-4 
interchanges was used to select candidate locations most convenient to the highway. To 
winnow the number of candidate locations further each footprint polygon was evaluated by 
transportation planners and engineers using recent aerial imagery in ArcGIS Online. Each 
candidate site was rated as Good, Fair, or Poor based on the following criteria: 

• Shape – A footprint was rated Poor if it was so narrow or oddly shaped that truck trailers 
could not be easily parked, and Fair if most of the footprint could accommodate trucks. 
The footprint was rated Good if the site had a shape that could be easily configured for 
parking. 

• Location\Access – The footprint was rated Poor if the access was not adjacent to an 
arterial or major collector suitable for trucks, or if the access required use of a road with 
difficult access (e.g., tight turns) or through undesirable land use (e.g., residential). The 
footprint was rated Fair if access was through a side street off of an arterial or major 
collector, and Good if there was direct access from an arterial or major collector.  

• Land Use Compatibility – The footprint was rated Poor if the on-site land use appeared to 
be incompatible (e.g., fully developed with no shared parking opportunity, or an obvious 
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wetland). Footprints were rated Fair if the on-site land use was acceptable (e.g., a vacant 
lot), but adjacent land uses were extremely incompatible (e.g., adjacent to a school or 
cemetery, or completely surrounded by dense residential use). A footprint was rated 
Good if both on-site and adjacent land uses were compatible.  

Those footprints rated Good by the aerial imagery evaluation were extracted to create the 
initial Final Truck Parking Candidates (Figure 2, Steps 27 – 28).  These Final Truck Parking 
Candidate footprint and parcel layers were published to an ArcGIS Online web map located 
here: FDOT Truck Parking Preliminary Sites. 

Candidate Site Screening  
Desktop Scan Results 
Land Suitability Analysis 

The maps in Appendix G illustrate the areas rated as Very High or High Suitability for Volusia, 
Orange, Osceola and Seminole Counties. Only parcels that fell within those areas, and that 
also met the Tier 2 screening criteria, were evaluated for further consideration. 

Identification of Parking Site Candidates 

The number of parking site candidate footprints originally identified by the Tier 2 selection 
process totaled 416 for the I-4 corridor study area. Restricting the candidates to those within a 
10-minute drive-time area around all I-4 interchanges (Figure 3) resulted in only 211 parcel 
candidates suitable for further analysis (Table 6, Figure 4).  

Table 6. Count of parking site candidates by footprint type. 

Footprint Type Count of Footprints 

Developed Commercial & Industrial 84 

Vacant Commercial & Industrial 99 

Vacant Government 29 

Total 211 

 

As noted in the Methods, each of those 211 parcel footprints was individually evaluated using aerial 
imagery in ArcGIS Online and rated Good, Fair or Poor. Table 7 lists the number of Good footprints 
by type for each county. The location of those footprints is illustrated in the county maps (Appendix 
H).  

https://hdr.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=893ff50c76194c3a894a0cd2eeb9cc16
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Table 7. Number of parcel candidate footprints rated “Good” by type and county. 

County 

Developed 
Commercial  
& Industrial 

Vacant 
Commercial  
& Industrial 

Government 
Vacant Total 

Volusia 5 14 1 20 

Seminole 16 18 4 38 

Orange 39 12 6 57 

Osceola 0 3 0 23 

Total 60 47 11 118 

Truck Parking Candidate Detailed Screening 

Following consultation with District Five staff, the Shared Use Parcel Candidates represented 
by the Developed Commercial\Industrial Footprints were eliminated from further consideration. 
The candidates identified in that category generally appeared to be too difficult to adapt to 
shared truck parking. Eliminating the Shared Use category reduced the total number of 
candidates to 59 locations (Appendix I).  

Subsequently, the team reviewed the 59 remaining candidates and eliminated additional sites 
based on various criteria including likely difficulty to acquire the property, possible conflicts 
with surrounding unsuitable land uses, difficult roadway access from the nearest I-4 
interchange, or an awkward parcel shape that would present difficulties in designing a viable 
truck parking facility Table 8 lists the 14 sites identified as suitable for further evaluation. 

  

Figure 3. I-4 Corridor 10-minute 
drive time polygon 

Figure 4. Parcel footprint candidates 
within 10-minute drive time. 
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Table 8. List of fourteen (14) candidate sites. 
Site # County Land Use Site Acres 

270 Volusia DOR 010, Vacant Commercial 23.5  

273 Volusia DOR 040, Vacant Commercial 62.89 

277 Volusia DOR 040, Vacant Commercial 41.75 

288 Volusia DOR 040, Vacant Commercial 15.67 

207 Seminole DOR 010 & 040, Vacant Commercial 16.26 

208 Seminole DOR 010, Vacant Commercial 7.49 

255 Seminole DOR 101, Vacant Commercial 9.18  

256 Seminole DOR 040, Vacant Commercial 16.81 

257 Seminole DOR 010 & 040, Vacant Commercial 10.98 

73 Orange DOR 040, Vacant Commercial 7.72 

102 Orange DOR 010, Vacant Commercial 10.13  

118 Orange DOR 010 & 040, Vacant Commercial 48.49 

52 Osceola DOR 010, Vacant Commercial 40 

999 Osceola DOR 017, Developed Commercial ~11.28 

Stakeholder Coordination 
Meetings were scheduled with local and regional government stakeholders to discuss the 
findings of the truck parking screening analysis. FDOT asked each stakeholder to comment 
on the candidate sites identified to date, and to recommend additional sites that should be 
evaluated. A summary of the findings of each stakeholder meeting follows: 

https://goo.gl/maps/t1YpEiT75KqGLXo16
https://goo.gl/maps/mAowD875prRKpuvN7
https://goo.gl/maps/rY9kwSFzqoHkZPvY9
https://goo.gl/maps/mYN3byKHCJmqqvXE7
https://goo.gl/maps/NdRy7qtkPKvzgPot9
https://goo.gl/maps/EvjJfBpUPMay7v3f8
https://goo.gl/maps/sbFZS6D4Qnyn2NaE8
https://goo.gl/maps/UyL7VWs4i5Mvx9JX9
https://goo.gl/maps/oAdNjLPaFkXMCsBD7
https://goo.gl/maps/vpywkUQaAJyqWHrEA
https://goo.gl/maps/EQW2NXPJSBjCMkT49
https://goo.gl/maps/ZqDkzCTCqhpzTHxx5
https://goo.gl/maps/3ErkasKf6cAyAqcE6
https://goo.gl/maps/PdDkQMb2zK2oBPEs5
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MetroPlan Orlando 
The FDOT truck parking team met with MetroPlan Orlando on 24 September 2020. After a 
presentation of the truck parking candidates identified to date, the MetroPlan staff 
recommended that FDOT ensure that any candidate sites avoid previously identified 
Environmental Justice (EJ) locations. MetroPlan officials mentioned that solving truck parking 
issues is a high priority for the MPO. In response to questions from MetroPlan about 
scheduling, FDOT noted that the PD&E evaluation of candidate truck parking sites would 
likely start in early 2021. 

Orange County 
The FDOT truck parking team met with Orange County staff on 28 September 2020. The 
Orange County staff described the increased fines (up to $150 per occurrence) that had been 
recently adopted to discourage illegal street parking of freight trucks. Following discussion of 
the identified truck parking candidates to date, the County staff offered to circulate the 
proposed sites internally to obtain feedback from other staff. A subsequent meeting was held 
on 29 October 2020. No issues were identified with the two candidate sites identified in 
Orange County (i.e., Sites #73 and #102). They suggested the condemned Blossom Park 
Orlando condominium near the intersection of US 17-92 and SR 528 for consideration for 
redevelopment as a truck parking site. This location was designated as Site #OR-01. County 
staff also suggested a state-owned site in the Apopka area (designated Site #OR-02), but 
FDOT deemed that site to be infeasible given that its auction was imminent in late 2020.  

Osceola County 
The FDOT truck parking team met with Osceola County staff on 4 November and 8 December 
2020. The County staff noted that Sites #52 and #999 may not be suitable since they were 
located in the tourism corridor and may not be appropriate for a truck parking land use 
designation. The County identified two more suitable areas located further to the east in the 
vicinity of US 17-92 and Osceola-Polk Line Road using the truck parking web map. These two 
sites were designated #OS-01 for the location north of Osceola-Polk Line Road, and #OS-02 
for the site south of that road.  

Seminole County 
The FDOT truck parking team met with Seminole County staff on 18 December 2020 and 
received additional County comments by email on 9 January 2021. Seminole County staff 
noted that Site #207 was unsuitable due to hazardous materials involvement on part of the 
site. Site #208 was currently under development and therefore no longer available as a 
candidate for truck parking. Site #257 was also under residential development and no longer 
available for consideration. The County noted that Site #256 might be suitable but that a 
Planned Development (PD) has been proposed for the site, and any construction would need 
to accommodate buffering for the historic Bookertown residential area on the west side of the 
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ETDM Screening Results 
A total of ten (10) candidate truck parking sites were identified following the screening by 
stakeholders (Table 9). Site-specific and detailed evaluation using the FDOT Efficient 
Transportation Decision Making (ETDM) process was conducted on the 10 candidate sites. 
Six (6) of the ten sites were found to have no apparent “red flag” issues that would interfere 
with their consideration for proposed truck parking sites. The ETDM review identified one or 
more constraints for the other four (4) sites: 

• Site #VO-01 (Volusia County) - The eastern portion of the site is owned by the Central 
Florida Regional Hospital Group, which is planning to construct a medical facility. Two 
other parcels have pending sales contracts. The central parcel has an existing cement 
and materials plant whose owner has declined past acquisition offers from other 
suiters. There is potential for involvement with protected species. There is a sinkhole 
incident (HowlandBlvdsinkhole-2004) due east of the potential site. Although that 
sinkhole is outside of the area of influence, it may indicate that sinkhole potential may 
be greater in the vicinity of Site #VO-01. 

• Site #256 (Seminole County) - Overhead electric poles and powerlines running along 
the northern portion of the property could create an overhead clearance issue for 
trucks. The eastern 1/3 of this parcel has high voltage power lines running the length 
of the parcel. Power company easements and equipment impact prevention measures 
would need to be considered. There are historic structures adjacent to the parcel 
which show as ineligible for listing on the NRHP by a survey evaluation but are 
potential contributors to a historic district. None of these sites have been evaluated by 
the SHPO. Residential homes are located along the entire western boundary of the 
potential site. 

• Site #OS-01 (Osceola County) - Most of the parcels include environmentally sensitive 
lands with potential for substantial involvement with protected species, including 
habitat for sand skinks. According to Water Management District data, there are 
substantial Hardwood and Coniferous Forested wetlands located on the proposed site. 
Floodplain compensation will likely be required in future phases of project 
development. Utility conflicts may be present due to the location of the Sabal Trail 
Pipeline and Duke Energy utility plants\substations. 

• Site #OS-02 (Osceola County) - Most of the parcels include environmentally sensitive 
lands with potential for substantial involvement with wetlands and/or protected species, 
including habitat for the sand skink. The residence and outbuildings on the NE corner 
of the proposed site would require building asbestos surveys. There is one 
archaeological site within Site #0S-02 that did not have sufficient information for the 
SHPO to make a determination regarding eligibility for listing in the NRHP. There is an 
area of Prime Farmland of Unique Importance identified within the proposed site. 

A matrix of the suitable locations is included in Appendix J and the results of the ETDM 
screening appear in Appendix K. 
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Table 9. ETDM screening results for ten (10) candidate sites. 
Site # County Land Use Site Acres ETDM Evaluation 

277 Volusia DOR 040, Vacant 
Commercial 

41.75 No red flag issues 

288 Volusia DOR 040, Vacant 
Commercial 

15.67 No red flag issues 

VO-01 Volusia DOR 010, Vacant 
Commercial 

28.84 Medical facility development 
planned, sales contracts 
pending 

255 Seminole DOR 101, Vacant 
Commercial 

9.18  No red flag issues 

256 Seminole DOR 040, Vacant 
Commercial 

16.81 Power line relocation, 
possible historic site 
involvement 

73 Orange DOR 040, Vacant 
Commercial 

7.72 No red flag issues 

102 Orange DOR 010, Vacant 
Commercial 

10.13  No red flag issues 

OR-01 Orange DOR 003, Multifamily 
Residential 

7.6 No red flag issues 

OS-01 Osceola DOR 060, Agricultural  196.9 Potential for substantial 
protected species 
involvement 

OS-02 Osceola DOR 000, Vacant 
Residential 

54.1 Potential for substantial 
protected species 
involvement 

https://goo.gl/maps/rY9kwSFzqoHkZPvY9
https://goo.gl/maps/mYN3byKHCJmqqvXE7
https://goo.gl/maps/1648Y6RdvCwJg2Jn6
https://goo.gl/maps/sbFZS6D4Qnyn2NaE8
https://goo.gl/maps/UyL7VWs4i5Mvx9JX9
https://goo.gl/maps/vpywkUQaAJyqWHrEA
https://goo.gl/maps/EQW2NXPJSBjCMkT49
https://goo.gl/maps/DaWbyj4uidWuar4Z7
https://goo.gl/maps/3hpNJ1ZGrfyBmPNK7
https://goo.gl/maps/myPYgceDSeBsMgK36
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Next Steps 
The candidate truck parking sites identified in this study will be included in the PD&E study 
that will be conducted in 2021. The PD&E study will re-examine the potentially viable sites 
identified by this study to ensure a complete and objective consideration of alternatives 
consistent with NEPA process requirements. The District will obtain input from industry 
stakeholders and other community stakeholders, interest groups and the general public during 
the PD&E phase.  
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Appendix A. List of Unsuitable Adjacent Land Uses for Truck Parking 

FDOR Use 
Code Land Use Description 

000 Vacant Residential with/without extra features 

001 Single Family 

002 Mobile Homes 

003 Multi-family - 10 units or more 

004 Condominiums 

005 Cooperatives 

006 Retirement Homes not eligible for exemption 

007 Miscellaneous Residential (migrant camps, boarding homes, etc.) 

008 Multi-family - fewer than 10 units 

009 Residential Common Elements/Areas 

012 Mixed use - store and office or store and residential combination 

017 Office buildings, non-professional service buildings, one story 

018 Office buildings, non-professional service buildings, multi-story 

019 Professional service buildings 

021 Restaurants, cafeterias 

022 Drive-in Restaurants 

023 Financial institutions (banks, saving and loan companies, mortgage companies, credit services) 

024 Insurance company offices 

071 Churches 

072 Private schools and colleges 

073 Privately owned hospitals 

074 Homes for the aged 

075 Orphanages, other non-profit or charitable services 

076 Mortuaries, cemeteries, crematoriums 

077 Clubs, lodges, union halls 

078 Sanitariums, convalescent and rest homes 

079 Cultural organizations, facilities 

082 Forest, parks, recreational areas 

083 Public county schools - including all property of Board of Public Instruction 

084 Colleges (non-private) 

085 Hospitals (non-private) 

097 Outdoor recreational or parkland, or high-water recharge subject to classified use assessment 
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Appendix B. Parcel Truck Parking Suitability Scores 

FDOR Use 
Code Land Use Description Suitability Score 

010 Vacant Commercial with/without extra features 1 

040 Vacant Industrial -with/without extra features 1 

041 Light manufacturing, small equipment manufacturing plants, small 
machine shops, instrument manufacturing, printing plants 

1 

042 Heavy industrial, heavy equipment manufacturing, large machine shops, 
foundries, steel fabricating plants, auto or aircraft plants 

1 

043 Lumber yards, sawmills, planing mills 1 

044 Packing plants, fruit and vegetable packing plants, meat packing plants 1 

045 Canneries, fruit and vegetable, bottlers and brewers, distilleries, wineries 1 

046 Other food processing, candy factories, bakeries, potato chip factories 1 

047 Mineral processing, phosphate processing, cement plants, refineries, clay 
plants, rock and gravel plants 

1 

048 Warehousing, distribution terminals, trucking terminals, van and storage 
warehousing 

1 

015 Regional Shopping Centers 2 

020 Airports (private or commercial), bus terminals, marine terminals, piers, 
marinas 

2 

028 Parking lots (commercial or patron), mobile home parks 2 

029 Wholesale outlets, produce houses, manufacturing outlets 2 

031 Drive-in theaters, open stadiums 2 

049 Open storage, new and used building supplies, junk yards, auto wrecking, 
fuel storage, equipment and material storage 

2 

070 Vacant Institutional, with or without extra features 2 

080 Vacant Governmental - with/without extra features for municipal, counties, 
state, federal properties and water management district (including 
DOT/State of Florida retention and/or detention areas) 

2 

086 Counties (other than public schools, colleges, hospitals) including non-
municipal government 

2 

087 State, other than military, forests, parks, recreational areas, colleges, 
hospitals 

2 

088 Federal, other than military, forests, parks, recreational areas, hospitals, 
colleges 

2 

089 Municipal, other than parks, recreational areas, colleges, hospitals 2 

090 Leasehold interests (government-owned property leased by a non-
governmental lessee) 

2 

092 Mining lands, petroleum lands, or gas lands 2 
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FDOR Use 
Code Land Use Description Suitability Score 

013 Department Stores 3 

014 Supermarkets 3 

016 Community Shopping Centers 3 

026 Service stations 3 

032 Enclosed theaters, enclosed auditoriums 3 

035 Tourist attractions, permanent exhibits, other entertainment facilities, 
fairgrounds (privately owned) 

3 

036 Camps 3 

050 Improved agricultural 3 

051 Cropland soil capability Class I 3 

052 Cropland soil capability Class II 3 

053 Cropland soil capability Class III 3 

054 Timberland - site index 90 and above 3 

055 Timberland - site index 80 to 89 3 

056 Timberland - site index 70 to 79 3 

057 Timberland - site index 60 to 69 3 

058 Timberland - site index 50 to 59 3 

059 Timberland not classified by site index to Pines 3 

060 Grazing land soil capability Class I 3 

061 Grazing land soil capability Class II 3 

062 Grazing land soil capability Class III 3 

063 Grazing land soil capability Class IV 3 

064 Grazing land soil capability Class V 3 

065 Grazing land soil capability Class VI 3 

066 Orchard Groves, citrus, etc. 3 

068 Dairies, feed lots 3 

069 Ornamentals, miscellaneous agricultural 3 

011 Stores, one story 4 

039 Hotels, motels 4 

067 Poultry, bees, tropical fish, rabbits, etc. 4 

099 Acreage not zoned agricultural - with/without extra features 4 
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Appendix C. Truck Parking Suitability Model Tier 1B  
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Appendix D. Truck Parking Suitability Model Tier 2A  
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Appendix E. Truck Parking Suitability Model Tier 2C  
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Appendix F. Truck Parking Suitability Model Tier 2B  
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Appendix G. County Land Suitability Maps  
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Appendix G-1. Volusia County Land Suitability Maps  
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Appendix G-2.  Seminole County Land Suitability Maps  
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Appendix G-3. Orange County Land Suitability Maps  
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Appendix G-4. Osceola County Land Suitability Maps  
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Appendix H. County Truck Parking Candidate Footprint Maps  
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Appendix H-1. Volusia County Truck Parking Candidate Footprint Maps  
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Appendix H-2. Seminole County Truck Parking Candidate Footprint Maps  
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Appendix H-3. Orange County Truck Parking Candidate Footprint Maps  
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Appendix H-4. Osceola County Truck Parking Candidate Footprint Maps  
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Appendix I. Listing of Potential Candidate Locations 
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Row # 
  County  Footprint Type  Site #  Suitable?  Comments  

1 ORANGE GOV VAC 31 No Site rejected by FDOT per meeting of 1/24/2020 

2 ORANGE GOV VAC 36 No Site development not amenable to shared use for truck parking 

3 ORANGE GOV VAC 44 No Site development not amenable to shared use for truck parking 

4 ORANGE GOV VAC 48 No Site rejected by FDOT per meeting of 1/24/2020 

5 ORANGE GOV VAC 56 No Site land use not amenable to shared use for truck parking 

6 ORANGE GOV VAC 60 No Site land use not amenable to shared use for truck parking 

7 SEMINOLE GOV VAC 80 No Land at I-4\SR-434 exit ramp insufficient for truck parking 

8 SEMINOLE GOV VAC 82 No Existing I-4 EB Longwood Rest Area adjacent to residential area 

9 SEMINOLE GOV VAC 89 No Site is developed with warehouse use 

10 SEMINOLE GOV VAC 93 No Site is part of City of Sanford wastewater treatment facility 

11 VOLUSIA GOV VAC 98 No Site land use not amenable to shared use for truck parking 
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Row # 
  County  Footprint Type  Site #  Suitable?  Comments  

12 ORANGE COM\IND VAC 55 No Site has no direct access to SR 535, access through retail uses 

13 ORANGE COM\IND VAC 72 No Site rejected by FDOT per meeting of 3/24/2020, site access 
through warehouse area 

14 ORANGE COM\IND VAC 73 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

15 ORANGE COM\IND VAC 83 No Site rejected by FDOT per meeting of 3/24/2020, poor geometry 
and awkward access 

16 ORANGE COM\IND VAC 101 No Site rejected by FDOT per meeting of 3/24/2020, awkward 
access and minimal amenities 

17 ORANGE COM\IND VAC 102 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

18 ORANGE COM\IND VAC 105 No Site rejected by FDOT per meeting of 3/24/2020, poor access to 
I-4 

19 ORANGE COM\IND VAC 118 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

20 ORANGE COM\IND VAC 127 No Site rejected by FDOT per meeting of 3/24/2020, borders on 
residential uses, extreme edge of 10-min I-4 drive time 

21 ORANGE COM\IND VAC 129 No Site rejected by FDOT per meeting of 3/24/2020, borders on 
residential uses, extreme edge of 10-min I-4 drive time 

22 ORANGE COM\IND VAC 176 No Site is currently a sand-mine operation 

23 ORANGE COM\IND VAC 180 No Site geometry is not amenable to easy truck access or parking 
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Row # 
  County  Footprint Type  Site #  Suitable?  Comments  

24 ORANGE COM\IND DEV OR-01 Yes Site suggested by Orange County Planning Department 

25 OSCEOLA COM\IND VAC 50 No Site borders on residential land uses 

26 OSCEOLA COM\IND VAC 52 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

27 OSCEOLA COM\IND VAC 999 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

28 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 207 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

29 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 208 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

30 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 221 No Site borders on residential land uses across Lake Emma Road 

31 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 230 No Site fully in use for construction equipment storage 

32 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 236 No Site adjacent to church use 

33 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 237 No Site borders on residential land uses 

34 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 238 No Site under development 

35 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 239 No Site geometry is not amenable to easy truck access or parking 
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Row # 
  County  Footprint Type  Site #  Suitable?  Comments  

36 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 240 No Site adjacent to church use 

37 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 244 No Site borders on residential land uses 

38 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 245 No Site geometry is not amenable to easy truck access or parking 

39 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 246 No Site largely developed and adjacent to residential land uses 

40 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 249 No Site borders on residential land uses, access via narrow local 
streets 

41 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 250 No Site geometry is not amenable to easy truck access or parking 

42 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 251 No Site access via narrow local streets 

43 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 255 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

44 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 256 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

45 SEMINOLE COM\IND VAC 257 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

46 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 263 No Site requires driving 2.5 miles from nearest I-4 interchange @ 
US 17-92 

47 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 264 No Site requires driving > 2.5 miles from nearest I-4 interchange @ 
US 17-92 
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Row # 
  County  Footprint Type  Site #  Suitable?  Comments  

48 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 266 No Site requires driving > 2.5 miles from nearest I-4 interchange @ 
US 17-92 

49 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 269 No Site rejected by FDOT per meeting of 1/24/2020, has no direct 
roadway access 

50 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 270 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

51 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 271 No Site geometry is not amenable to easy truck access or parking 

52 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 273 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

53 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 275 No Site should be expanded to include adjacent parcels 

54 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 276 No Site adjacent to hospital use 

55 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 277 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

56 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 278 No Site rejected by FDOT per meeting of 1/24/2020, borders on 
residential land uses 

57 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 287 No Site should be expanded to include adjacent parcels 

58 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 288 Yes Site retained for further evaluation 

59 VOLUSIA COM\IND VAC 291 No Site adjacent to commercial and residential land uses 
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Appendix J. Matrix of Suitable Candidate Locations 
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Click Site # for link to Google Maps 

Site # Photo County Land Use 
Site 

Acres 
Price per 

Acre 
Closest I-4 

Exit Notes 

277 

 

Volusia DOR 040, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

41.75 $43,236 114, SR 
472 

Site located about 0.45 
miles west from I-4 
interchange with SR 472. 
Site reported to provide 
occupied Florida Scrub Jay 
habitat 

288 

 

Volusia DOR 040, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

15.67 $32,248 to 
$74,746 

118, SR 44 About 0.45 miles east of I-4 
on SR 44. Adjacent to 
Vacant Government Site 
#98. 

VO-01 

 

Volusia DOR 010, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

28.84 $83,258 to 
$263,928 

114, SR 
472 

Site located about 0.28 
miles east from I-4 
interchange with SR 472. 
Site was identified by 
Volusia County staff and 
consists of multiple parcels. 

https://goo.gl/maps/rY9kwSFzqoHkZPvY9
https://goo.gl/maps/mYN3byKHCJmqqvXE7
https://goo.gl/maps/1648Y6RdvCwJg2Jn6
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Site # Photo County Land Use 
Site 

Acres 
Price per 

Acre 
Closest I-4 

Exit Notes 

255 

 

Seminole DOR 101, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

9.18  $173,711 
to 

$180,119 

104, US 
17-92 

Frontage on School Street 
~0.65 driving miles from I-4 
exit #104 to US 17-92. Two 
adjacent vacant 
commercial parcels of ~ 4 
acres each 

256 

 

Seminole DOR 040, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

16.81 $64,757 to 
$90,689 

104, US 
17-92 

Frontage on Orange Blvd., 
~0.92 miles from I-4 exit 
#104. Five adjacent parcels 
bordered by residential to 
the west.  

73 

 

Orange DOR 040, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

7.72 $777,640 072, SR 
528 

Located in industrial 
warehouse area ~1.08 
driving miles from 
interchange of SR 528 and 
US 441 and ~5.3 miles from 
I-4 

https://goo.gl/maps/sbFZS6D4Qnyn2NaE8
https://goo.gl/maps/UyL7VWs4i5Mvx9JX9
https://goo.gl/maps/vpywkUQaAJyqWHrEA
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Site # Photo County Land Use 
Site 

Acres 
Price per 

Acre 
Closest I-4 

Exit Notes 

102 

 

Orange DOR 010, 
Vacant 
Commercial 

10.13  $389,513 075, 
Kirkman 
Road 

Adjacent to exit ramp from 
southbound SR 435 
(Kirkman Rd) to westbound 
SR 528 in office\industrial 
park, ~0.75 miles south of 
I-4 interchange with 
Kirkman Rd. Includes 
vacant parcel to south.  

OR-01 

 

Orange DOR 009, 
Multi-family 
Residential 

7.6 $19.31 072, SR 
528 

Site is a condemned 
condominium in need of 
redevelopment.  

OS-01 

 

Osceola DOR 060, 
Agricultural  

196.9 $3,361 to 
$12,378 

058, 
Osceola-
Polk Line 
road 

Site is ~3.85 miles east of I-
4 interchange with 
Osceola-Polk Line Road. 
Site was identified by 
Osceola County staff and 
consists of multiple parcels. 

https://goo.gl/maps/EQW2NXPJSBjCMkT49
https://goo.gl/maps/rEUTGcZ34WSLpZca8
https://goo.gl/maps/3hpNJ1ZGrfyBmPNK7
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Site # Photo County Land Use 
Site 

Acres 
Price per 

Acre 
Closest I-4 

Exit Notes 

OS-02 

 

Osceola DOR 000, 
Vacant 
Residential 

54.1 $9,048 to 
$109,263 

058, 
Osceola-
Polk Line 
road 

Site is ~3.65 miles east of I-
4 interchange with 
Osceola-Polk Line Road. 
Site was identified by 
Osceola County staff and 
consists of multiple parcels.  

  

https://goo.gl/maps/myPYgceDSeBsMgK36


 
 

  

DISTRICT 5 TRUCK PARKING 
P h as e  2  F i n a l  R e p o r t  

 
 

Appendix K. Environmental Desktop Review of Candidate Sites  
 

 









































































































































































































Cultural Resources
2 historic structures and 2 archaeological sites adjacent to parcel –but all show as ineligible for listing on the NRHP by SHPO

ABANDONED OR VACANT: 
ShpoevalINELIGIBLE FOR NRHP

PREHISTORIC LACKING POTTERY: ShpoevalINELIGIBLE FOR 
NRHP

PREHISTORIC LACKING POTTERY: ShpoevalINELIGIBLE FOR 
NRHP

structure: ShpoevalINELIGIBLE FOR NRHP



Noise



Wildlife
(Osc -1)

Parcel w/in the following areas:
• Florida Sand and Blue-Tailed Skink Suitable Habitat (SKINK HABITAT (82 FEET AND ABOVE)
• GOPHER TORTOISE (FNAI Potential Element Occurrence)
• CRESTED CARACARA CONSULTATION AREA (SF ESO) – 100%
• Florida Grasshopper Sparrow Consultation Area (State) -– 100%
• Lake Wales Ridge Plants Consultation Area (State) -– 100%
• Red Cockaded Woodpecker Consultation Area (State) - – 100%
• Sand Skink Consultation Area (State) – 100%
• Bluetail Mole Skink Consultation Area -– 100%
• Scrub Jay Consultation Area (State) – 100%
• Snail Kite Consultation Area (State) – 100%
• SCRUB-JAY SERVICE AREA – 100%
• WOOD STORK AREAS– 100%

• (closest observed wood stork  aprox. 3/4 of mi. away from parcel)

Ecosystem Management Areas: parcel 100% w/in SOUTH FLORIDA EMA (KISSIMMEE RIVER)



Sinkholes
(Closest sinkhole incident is over 2 miles away from potential site)



Farmlands
(No Prime Farmland of Unique Importance identified within the parcel, although various other farmlands )



Project Location:  Osceola County, Site OS-02
Located south of Osceola Polk Line Road, just west of intersection with South Orange Blossom Trail (US 17-92). 

Summary of potential issues:

• The majority of the parcels include environmentally sensitive lands with potential for substantial involvement with wetlands and/or protected species, including habitat for sand skink.

• Residence and outbuildings on the NE corner of proposed site will require building asbestos surveys.

• There is one archaeological site (located on the proposed site) that did not have sufficient information for the SHPO to make a determination regarding eligibility for listing in the NRHP.

• There is an area of Prime Farmland of Unique Importance identified within the proposed site.



Type 1 Checklist Items
• 1. Right of Way (ROW)

• In this existing condition, the potential site is located on approximately 19 individual, privately owned parcels.

• 2. Wetland impacts
• According to Water Management District data, there a variety of wetland types located on the proposed site. Wetlands are present along the east/southeast section of the proposed parcel with a small pocket 

along the north side of property just south of CR 532. Additionally, it should be noted that the project falls within the boundaries of the Biscayne sole source aquifer. 

• 3. Bridge permits 
• Not applicable. 

• 4. Floodplain encroachment
• According to the GIS data in the EST, approximately 3% of the proposed site is located within the 100-year floodplain.

• 5. Wild and Scenic River, Study River, or listed on the Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI)
• Not applicable. 

• 6. Section 7 or Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSFCMA):
• The proposed site has potential involvement with the following flora, fauna and/or falls within the following consultation and/or service areas: Gopher Tortoise; Crested Caracara Consultation Area; Florida 

Grasshopper Sparrow Consultation Area (State); Lake Wales Ridge Plants Consultation Area; Red Cockaded Woodpecker Consultation Area; Sand Skink and Bluetail Mole Skink Consultation Areas (including Suitable 
Habitat, with applicable soil types and elevations); Scrub Jay Consultation Area; Snail Kite Consultation Area (State); Scrub Jay Service Area; and Wood Stork Areas. Species-specific surveys will be required in future 
phases of project development.

• 7. Section 4(f) 
• No resources protected under Section 4(f) are located on or near the proposed site.

• 8. Historic and/or Archaeological Resources: Historic district and structure 
• Based on the information in the EST, there are three archaeological sites located on the proposed site. Two of these sites are have been determined by the SHPO as ineligible for listing on the NRHP and one has 

insufficient information for the SHPO to make a determination regarding eligibility for listing. Additionally, the South Florida/CSX railroad is located east/southeast of the proposed site, which has been identified as 
eligible for the NRHP by the SHPO. 

• 9. Noise
• In the existing condition, there are residential homes (NAC B) located east of the proposed site.

• 10. Contamination
• According to the District Contamination Impact Coordinator, there are no known identified sites of concern on the proposed site based on MapDirect and Oculus reviews.

• One adjacent site on the north side of Osceola Polk Line Road is registered as a County Small Quality Generator.

• Residence and outbuildings on NE corner of proposed site will require building asbestos surveys. 

• 11. Planning Consistency
• Per Part 1, Chapter 2 of the PD&E Manual, funding for final design would be needed in order to obtain Location Design Concept Acceptance (LDCA).

• Additional notes:
• There are no recorded sinkhole incidents documented near the potential site.

• There is an area of Prime Farmland of Unique Importance located at the south/southeast corner of the parcel.



Contamination

from District Contamination Coordinator (R. Stafford) 1/25/21: 



Wetlands/Water Resources
Sole Source Aquifer: BISCAYNE AQUIFER SSA STREAMFLOW AND RECHARGE SOURCE ZONES



Floodplains



Potential 4(f)
(there are no potential 4(f) sites within the parcel area.)











Farmlands
(There is an area of Prime Farmland of Unique Importance identified within the parcel, and various other 

farmlands/agricultural areas classified within the parcel )




	Table of Contents
	Contents 
	Tables, Figures & Appendices




