From: Helms. A. Dale

To: Deborah Beatty

Cc: Srivastava, Saurabh; Sabatino, Anthony

Subject: RE: NeoCity and TWA Judge Farms Project Pollutant Removal - Updated Estimates
Date: Thursday, May 2, 2019 4:31:39 PM

Attachments: JE Nutrient Removal Estimates Summary may2019.pdf

JFE Nutrient Removal Estimates may2019.xlsx

Deb,

As you requested, WSP reviewed the Dewberry calculations and the 2012 CDM feasibility report. We
understand the technical basis for the computations and are comfortable that we can provide you
with updated estimates based on the current Judge Farms reservoir/system design and WUP
conditions.

For your review and use, attached is an updated analysis that estimates approximate Lake Toho
nutrient (TN and TP) loading removal amounts likely to occur as a result of the project.

We prepared these estimates for two primary scenarios:

e Scenario 1: Reservoir (West Pond) is used for NeoCity stormwater treatment only (no TWA
water supply project occurs). Only NeoCity stormwater volume would be treated, and
nutrient removal would be achieved by wet detention residence time.

e Scenario 2: Reservoir receives NeoCity stormwater plus tributary diversions, and TWA
withdraws from the reservoir for water supply. Nutrient removal is achieved primarily due to
the extraction of water (and the nutrients they carry) from the system. The extracted water
volume would be used elsewhere by TWA for water supply, and would therefore no longer
flow into Lake Toho. To put a range on the potential estimates, two alternatives are included
—TWA long-term average withdrawals from the reservoir at 3 MGD ADF or at 6 MGD ADF.

| expect that the results for Scenario 2, full-size (6 MGD) TWA project, are what you would want for
discussion purposes.

A summary of results:
e Forthe entire tributary (ECD, MS, JF) drainage area, the existing total annual loading to Lake
Toho is estimated as 71,838 Ib/yr TN and 7,743 Ib/yr TP (based on CDM 2012 report).
e  ForScenario 1 (wet detention treatment of NeoCity stormwater only), net removal amounts
of 3,225 Ib/yr TN and 523 Ib/yr TP are estimated.
e  For Scenario 2 (TWA water supply withdrawals), net removal amounts are estimated as:

0 Assuming a 3-MGD ADF annual average TWA withdrawal, removal of 13,636 Ib/yr TN
and 1,470 Ib/yr TP (about 19% of all the loading coming from the tributaries to the
lake).

0 Assuming a 6-MGD ADF annual average TWA withdrawal, removal of 25,523 Ib/yr TN
and 2,751 Ib/yr TP (about 36% of all the loading from the tributaries).

Please let me know if you have any questions or need anything else.
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Judge Farms (Lake Toho AWS / NeoCity) Project

Potential Reduction of Nutrient Loads Flowing into Lake Tohopekaliga
Summary of Updated Estimates

WSP USA, May 2019

Assumptions
1. CDM report (2012) estimates of total TN and TP loads coming from tributary drainage basins into Lake Toho are still reasonably accurate.

2. WUP-authorized diversions from East City Ditch and Mill Slough into reservoir will only occur if TWA subsequently withdraws from reservoir for water supply.
3. Nutrient removal is estimated herein for two main alternative scenarios:
Scenario 1: Reservoir (West Pond) used for NeoCity stormwater treatment only (no TWA water supply); nutrient removal achieved by wet detention residence time
Scenario 2 : Reservoir receives NeoCity stormwater plus tributary diversions, and TWA withdraws from reservoir for water supply; nutrient removal due to extraction
4. For Scenario 2, for portion of surface/stormwater that overflows from reservoir into Lake Toho, additional nutrient removal due to wet detention time is neglected.
5. Dewberry (2019) computations of loading increase due to NeoCity development and TP removal by wet detention are accurate and used herein without modification.
6. Estimated TN removal from NeoCity stormwater by wet detention is approximated herein using Dewberry (2019) TP computations and proportional loading ratios.

Table 1. Estimated Nutrient Removal for Scenario 1: NeoCity Stormwater Wet Detention Treatment Only (Buildout Conditions

Existing (Baseline) Amount Removed
Loading into Lake Toho by Wet Detention Remaining After Treatment
Drainage TN Load TP Load TN Load TP Load
Area TN Load TP Load Removal Removal Remain Remain
Tributary Areas (acres) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr)
Judge Farms Ditch (NeoCity West Phase 2 Area) 953 7,546 813 3,225 523 4,320 290
East City Ditch & Mill Slough 9,245 64,292 6,930 0 0 64,292 6,930
Total 10,198 71,838 7,743 3,225 523 68,613 7,220
% Removal (net, out of flow sent into East Pond & West Pond) 43% 64%
% Removal (net, out of total tributary loading to Lake Toho) 4% %

Notes:
TN removal efficiency estimated as function of residence time (FDOT, 2010): % TN removal = (43.75td )/ (4.38 +td)
Net TP removal estimated from Dewberry (2019) analysis, computed as existing treated mass TP loading minus future pond outflow mass TP loading

Table 2. Estimated Nutrient Removal for Scenario 2A: TWA Water Supply Facility Withdrawals at 3 MGD ADF

Existing (Baseline) Amount Removed by
Loading into Lake Toho Extraction for Water Supply Remaining After Extraction
Drainage TN Load TP Load TN Load TP Load
Area TN Load TP Load Removal Removal Remain Remain
Tributary Areas (acres) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr)
Judge Farms Ditch (NeoCity West Phase 2 Area) 953 7,546 813 5,884 634 1,662 179
East City Ditch & Mill Slough 9,245 64,292 6,930 7,753 836 56,540 6,094
Total 10,198 71,838 7,743 13,636 1,470 58,202 6,273
% Removal (out of flow volume sent into West Pond) 78% 78%
% Removal (net, out of total tributary loading to Lake Toho) 19% 19%
Notes:
TN and TP removal efficiency for water diverted into reservoir (CDM, 2012): Removal Efficiency = 1.0 - (Emergency Discharge / Total Pond Outflows)
For 3 MGD ADF TWA supply scenario, estimated removal efficiency = 1.0 - (1.01/4.58) = 78.0%

Table 3. Estimated Nutrient Removal for Scenario 2A: TWA Water Supply Facility Withdrawals at 6 MGD ADF

Existing (Baseline) Amount Removed by
Loading into Lake Toho Extraction for Water Supply Remaining After Extraction
Drainage TN Load TP Load TN Load TP Load
Area TN Load TP Load Removal Removal Remain Remain
Tributary Areas (acres) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr) (Ib/yr)
Judge Farms Ditch (NeoCity West Phase 2 Area) 953 7,546 813 6,918 746 628 68
East City Ditch & Mill Slough 9,245 64,292 6,930 18,605 2,005 45,687 4,924
Total 10,198 71,838 7,743 25,523 2,751 46,315 4,992
% Removal (out of flow volume sent into West Pond) 92% 92%
% Removal (net, out of total tributary loading to Lake Toho) 36% 36%
Notes:
TN and TP removal efficiency for water diverted into reservoir (CDM, 2012): Removal Efficiency = 1.0 - (Emergency Discharge / Total Pond Outflows)
For 6 MGD ADF TWA supply scenario, estimated removal efficiency = 1.0 - (0.60/7.19) = 91.7%
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		Assumptions

		1.  CDM report (2012) estimates of total TN and TP loads coming from tributary drainage basins into Lake Toho are still reasonably accurate.

		2.  WUP-authorized diversions from East City Ditch and Mill Slough into reservoir will only occur if TWA subsequently withdraws from reservoir for water supply.

		3.  Nutrient removal is estimated herein for two main alternative scenarios:

		Scenario 1: Reservoir (West Pond) used for NeoCity stormwater treatment only (no TWA water supply); nutrient removal achieved by wet detention residence time

		Scenario 2: Reservoir receives NeoCity stormwater plus tributary diversions, and TWA withdraws from reservoir for water supply; nutrient removal due to extraction

		4.  For Scenario 2, for portion of surface/stormwater that overflows from reservoir into Lake Toho, additional nutrient removal due to wet detention time is neglected.

		5.  Dewberry (2019) computations of loading increase due to NeoCity development and TP removal by wet detention are accurate and used herein without modification.

		6.  Estimated TN removal from NeoCity stormwater by wet detention is approximated herein using Dewberry (2019) TP computations and proportional loading ratios.



		Table 1. Estimated Nutrient Removal for Scenario 1: NeoCity Stormwater Wet Detention Treatment Only (Buildout Conditions)

						Existing (Baseline)
Loading into Lake Toho				Amount Removed
by Wet Detention				Remaining After Treatment

		Tributary Areas		Drainage
Area
(acres)		TN Load
(lb/yr)		TP Load
(lb/yr)		TN Load
Removal
(lb/yr)		TP Load
Removal
(lb/yr)		TN Load
Remain
(lb/yr)		TP Load
Remain
(lb/yr)

		Judge Farms Ditch (NeoCity West Phase 2 Area)		953		7,546		813		3,225		523		4,320		290

		East City Ditch & Mill Slough		9,245		64,292		6,930		0		0		64,292		6,930

		Total		10,198		71,838		7,743		3,225		523		68,613		7,220

		% Removal (net, out of flow sent into East Pond & West Pond)								43%		64%

		% Removal (net, out of total tributary loading to Lake Toho)								4%		7%

		 Notes:

		TN removal efficiency estimated as function of residence time (FDOT, 2010):  % TN removal = ( 43.75 td ) / ( 4.38 + td )

		Net TP removal estimated from Dewberry (2019) analysis, computed as existing treated mass TP loading minus future pond outflow mass TP loading



		Table 2. Estimated Nutrient Removal for Scenario 2A: TWA Water Supply Facility Withdrawals at 3 MGD ADF

						Existing (Baseline)
Loading into Lake Toho				Amount Removed by
Extraction for Water Supply				Remaining After Extraction

		Tributary Areas		Drainage
Area
(acres)		TN Load
(lb/yr)		TP Load
(lb/yr)		TN Load
Removal
(lb/yr)		TP Load
Removal
(lb/yr)		TN Load
Remain
(lb/yr)		TP Load
Remain
(lb/yr)

		Judge Farms Ditch (NeoCity West Phase 2 Area)		953		7,546		813		5,884		634		1,662		179

		East City Ditch & Mill Slough		9,245		64,292		6,930		7,753		836		56,540		6,094

		Total		10,198		71,838		7,743		13,636		1,470		58,202		6,273

		% Removal (out of flow volume sent into West Pond)								78%		78%

		% Removal (net, out of total tributary loading to Lake Toho)								19%		19%

		 Notes:

		TN and TP removal efficiency for water diverted into reservoir (CDM, 2012):   Removal Efficiency = 1.0 - (Emergency Discharge / Total Pond Outflows)

		For 3 MGD ADF TWA supply scenario, estimated removal efficiency = 1.0 - (1.01/4.58) =						78.0%



		Table 3. Estimated Nutrient Removal for Scenario 2A: TWA Water Supply Facility Withdrawals at 6 MGD ADF

						Existing (Baseline)
Loading into Lake Toho				Amount Removed by
Extraction for Water Supply				Remaining After Extraction

		Tributary Areas		Drainage
Area
(acres)		TN Load
(lb/yr)		TP Load
(lb/yr)		TN Load
Removal
(lb/yr)		TP Load
Removal
(lb/yr)		TN Load
Remain
(lb/yr)		TP Load
Remain
(lb/yr)

		Judge Farms Ditch (NeoCity West Phase 2 Area)		953		7,546		813		6,918		746		628		68

		East City Ditch & Mill Slough		9,245		64,292		6,930		18,605		2,005		45,687		4,924

		Total		10,198		71,838		7,743		25,523		2,751		46,315		4,992

		% Removal (out of flow volume sent into West Pond)								92%		92%

		% Removal (net, out of total tributary loading to Lake Toho)								36%		36%

		 Notes:

		TN and TP removal efficiency for water diverted into reservoir (CDM, 2012):   Removal Efficiency = 1.0 - (Emergency Discharge / Total Pond Outflows)

		For 6 MGD ADF TWA supply scenario, estimated removal efficiency = 1.0 - (0.60/7.19) =						91.7%
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		Assumptions																								Prepared by:				D. Helms

		1.  CDM report (2012) estimates of total TN and TP loads coming from tributary drainage basins into Lake Toho are still reasonably accurate.																								Prepared date:				5/2/19

		2.  WUP-authorized diversions from East City Ditch and Mill Slough into reservoir will only occur if TWA subsequently withdraws from reservoir for water supply.																								Checked by:				S. Srivastava

		3.  Nutrient removal is estimated herein for two main alternative scenarios:																								Checked date:				5/2/19

		Scenario 1: Reservoir (West Pond) used for NeoCity stormwater treatment only (no TWA water supply); nutrient removal achieved by wet detention residence time

		Scenario 2: Reservoir receives NeoCity stormwater plus tributary diversions, and TWA withdraws from reservoir for water supply; nutrient removal achieved by extraction from Lake Toho system

		4.  For Scenario 2, for portion of surface/stormwater that overflows from reservoir into Lake Toho, potential additional nutrient removal due to wet detention time is neglected for conservatism.

		5.  Dewberry (2019) computations of loading increase due to NeoCity development and TP removal by wet detention are accurate and used herein without modification.

		6.  Estimated TN removal from NeoCity stormwater by wet detention is approximated herein using Dewberry (2019) TP computations and proportional loading ratios.





		Table 1. Existing Treated (Baseline) Nutrient Loads from Tributary Area Flowing into Lake Toho

				Area
(acres)		TN Load
(lb/yr)		TN Load
(kg/yr)		TP Load
(lb/yr)		TP Load
(kg/yr)

		Subdivided by Jurisdiction Area

		Osceola County		2,606		19,111		8,669		2,121		962

		City of Kissimmee		3,403		25,577		11,602		2,636		1,196

		Orange County		3,070		15,017		6,812		1,484		673

		FDOT District 5		204		1,879		852		194		88

		Agriculture		707		7,296		3,309		918		416

		Other		208		2,958		1,342		390		177

		Total		10,198		71,838		32,585		7,743		3,512

		Subdivided by Tributary Area (approximate)

		Judge Farms Ditch (NeoCity West Ph 2 Area)		953		7,546		3,423		813		369

		East City Ditch & Mill Slough		9,245		64,292		29,163		6,930		3,143

		Total		10,198		71,838		32,585		7,743		3,512

		 Notes:

		Data sources = Judge Farms Water Storage Facility Preliminary Feasibility Analysis (CDM, 2012); combined with new NeoCity computations (Dewberry, 2019)

		Treated Nutrient Load = net load from drainage basin after accounting for effects of existing stormwater BMPs (retention ponds, etc.)

		Tributary Area = total drainage area associated with East City Ditch, Mill Slough, and former Judge Farms Ditch (NeoCity drainage area)

		TP Load for NeoCity West Phase 2 drainage area is outflow mass loading from Existing Treated Conditions

		TN Load for NeoCity West Phase 2 drainage area is estimated based on equivalent ratio of TP Load values





		Table 2. Long-Term Average Flows Predicted by Systems Operation Water Budget Model

				TWA Withdrawal = 3 MGD				TWA Withdrawal = 6 MGD

		Water Budget Component		Avg Flow
(cfs)		Avg Flow
(MGD)		Avg Flow
(cfs)		Avg Flow
(MGD)

		Surface Water/Stormwater Flows (long-term total)

		East City Ditch Streamflow		8.56		5.53		8.56		5.53

		Mill Slough Streamflow		14.99		9.69		14.99		9.69

		Judge Farms (NeoCity West Ph 2) Stormwater		2.39		1.54		2.39		1.54

		Judge Farms Reservoir (West Pond)		TWA Withdrawal = 3 MGD				TWA Withdrawal = 6 MGD

		Inflows

		Rainfall		0.90		0.58		0.90		0.58

		East City Ditch Withdrawal		1.82		1.18		3.72		2.40

		Mill Slough Withdrawal		1.82		1.18		3.72		2.40

		Judge Farms (NeoCity West Phase 2) Stormwater		2.39		1.54		2.39		1.54

		Net Groundwater Seepage		0.15		0.10		0.36		0.23

		Total Inflow		7.08		4.57		11.07		7.16

		Outflows

		Evaporation		0.88		0.57		0.88		0.57

		TWA Withdrawal for Water Supply		4.65		3.00		9.32		6.02

		Emergency Overflow to Lake Toho		1.56		1.01		0.93		0.60

		Total Outflow		7.09		4.58		11.12		7.19

		 Notes:

		Data source = 26-year continuous simulation model prepared in support of Lake Toho Restoration AWS (Judge Farms) water use permit application (WSP, 2018)





		Table 3. Estimated Nutrient Removal for Scenario 1: NeoCity Stormwater Wet Detention Treatment Only (Buildout Conditions)

						Existing (Baseline)				Amount Removed				Remaining After Treatment

				Area
(acres)		TN Load
(lb/yr)		TP Load
(lb/yr)		TN Load
Removal
(lb/yr)		TP Load
Removal
(lb/yr)		TN Load
Remain
(lb/yr)		TP Load
Remain
(lb/yr)

		Subdivided by Tributary Area (approximate)

		Judge Farms Ditch (NeoCity West Phase 2 Area)		953		7,546		813		3,225		523		4,320		290

		East Pond Drainage Area		57		451				188				264

		West Pond Drainage Area		896		7,094				3,038				4,057

		East City Ditch & Mill Slough		9,245		64,292		6,930		0		0		64,292		6,930

		Total		10,198		71,838		7,743		3,225		523		68,613		7,220

		% Removal (net, out of flow sent into East Pond & West Pond)								43%		64%

		% Removal (net, out of total tributary loading to Lake Toho)								4.5%		6.8%

		 Notes:

		Judge Farms (NeoCity) drainage area (953 ac) split into East pond drainage area (57 ac) and West Pond drainage area (896 ac) (Dewberry, 2019)

		Estimated residence times: East Pond = 83.4 days; West Pond = 201.0 days (Dewberry, 2019)

		TN removal efficiency estimated as function of residence time (FDOT, 2010):  % TN removal = ( 43.75 td ) / ( 4.38 + td )

		East Pond TN removal efficiency = (43.75 * 83.4) / (4.38 + 83.4) =				41.6%

		West Pond TN removal efficiency = (43.75 * 201) / (4.38 + 201) =				42.8%

		Net TP removal estimated from Dewberry (2019) analysis, computed as existing treated mass TP loading minus future pond outflow mass TP loading



		Table 4. Estimated Nutrient Removal for Scenario 2A: TWA Water Supply Facility Withdrawals at 3 MGD ADF

						Existing (Baseline)				Flowrate				Load Diverted to Reservoir				Amount Removed				Remaining After Treatment

				Area
(acres)		TN Load
(lb/yr)		TP Load
(lb/yr)		Total
(MGD)		Diverted into
Reservoir
(MGD)		TN Load
in Reservoir
(lb/yr)		TP Load
in Reservoir
(lb/yr)		TN Load
Removal
(lb/yr)		TP Load
Removal
(lb/yr)		TN Load
Remain
(lb/yr)		TP Load
Remain
(lb/yr)

		Subdivided by Tributary Area

		Judge Farms Ditch (NeoCity West Phase 2 Area)		953		7,546		813		1.54		1.54		7,546		813		5,884		634		1,662		179

		East City Ditch & Mill Slough		9,245		64,292		6,930		15.22		2.35		9,943		1,072		7,753		836		56,540		6,094

		Total		10,198		71,838		7,743		16.76		3.90		17,489		1,885		13,636		1,470		58,202		6,273

		% Removal (out of flow volume sent into West Pond)																78%		78%

		% Removal (net, out of total tributary loading to Lake Toho)																19%		19%

		 Notes:

		TN and TP removal efficiency for water diverted into reservoir (CDM, 2012):   Removal Efficiency = 1.0 - (Emergency Discharge / Total Pond Outflows)

		For 3 MGD ADF TWA supply scenario, estimated removal efficiency = 1.0 - (1.01/4.58) =						78.0%





		Table 5. Estimated Nutrient Removal for Scenario 2B: TWA Water Supply Facility Withdrawals at 6 MGD ADF

						Existing (Baseline)				Flowrate				Load Diverted to Reservoir				Amount Removed				Remaining After Treatment

				Area
(acres)		TN Load
(lb/yr)		TP Load
(lb/yr)		Total
(MGD)		Diverted into
Reservoir
(MGD)		TN Load
in Reservoir
(lb/yr)		TP Load
in Reservoir
(lb/yr)		TN Load
Removal
(lb/yr)		TP Load
Removal
(lb/yr)		TN Load
Remain
(lb/yr)		TP Load
Remain
(lb/yr)

		Subdivided by Tributary Area

		Judge Farms Ditch (NeoCity West Phase 2 Area)		953		7,546		813		1.54		1.54		7,546		813		6,918		746		628		68

		East City Ditch & Mill Slough		9,245		64,292		6,930		15.22		4.80		20,293		2,187		18,605		2,005		45,687		4,924

		Total		10,198		71,838		7,743		16.76		6.35		27,838		3,001		25,523		2,751		46,315		4,992

		% Removal (out of flow volume sent into West Pond)																92%		92%

		% Removal (net, out of total tributary loading to Lake Toho)																36%		36%

		 Notes:

		TN and TP removal efficiency for water diverted into reservoir (CDM, 2012):   Removal Efficiency = 1.0 - (Emergency Discharge / Total Pond Outflows)

		For 6 MGD ADF TWA supply scenario, estimated removal efficiency = 1.0 - (0.60/7.19) =						91.7%
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		Formulas

		1. Wet Detention Pond, TN Removal Efficiency as Function of Residence Time (FDEP, 2010)

				% TN removal = ( 43.75 td ) / ( 4.38 + td )



		2. Wet Detention Pond, TP Removal Efficiency as Function of Residence Time (FDEP, 2010)



				% TP removal = 44.53 + 6.146 ln(td) + 0.145 (ln(td))2



		3. Wet Detention Pond, TP Removal Efficiency as Function of Residence Time (ERD, 2007)



				% TP removal = 40.13 + 6.372 ln(td) + 0.213 (ln(td))2



		4. Water Supply Reservoir, TP or TN Removal Efficiency as Function of Pond Flows (CDM, 2012)



				Removal Efficiency = 1.0 - (Emergency Discharge / Total Pond Outflows)
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Figure 26 - Removal Efficiency of Total Phosphorus in Wet Detention Ponds

as a Function of Residence Time
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Figure 27 - Removal Efficiency of Total Nitrogen in Wet Detention Ponds

as a Function of Residence Time
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P.S.—Just as an FYl, CDM’s 2012 report values of potential nutrient loading removal amounts appear
to be incorrect. The way they were computed, the values in the report assumed
treatment/reduction on the entire tributary streamflow, which is an error. In reality, per the report,
only 19%-27% of the flows in the tributaries would actually be diverted into the reservoir, and
nutrient removal can only occur on this portion of the flow. Therefore, unless | am missing
something, the nutrient removal amounts estimated in the report are too high by a factor of 4 to 5
times what they should have been.

Best,
Dale

A. Dale Helms, PE
WSP USA

Phone: +1 407 587 7825
Mobile: +1 407 247 2455

From: Deborah Beatty [mailto:DBeatty@tohowater.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 01, 2019 12:59 PM

To: Helms, A. Dale <Dale.Helms@wsp.com>

Subject: FW: NeoCity: Pollutant Removal

Dale — your team probably needs to start with this info. Apparently Kevin is providing updated info
and also some info on TN removal. Please let me know if you have any questions, and thanks again
for your help.

Thanks,
Deb

From: Koehler, Kevin [mailto:kkoehler@Dewberry.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 30, 2019 2:14 PM

To: Deborah Beatty <DBeatty@tohowater.com>

Cc: Lee, Clayton <clee@Dewberry.com>

Subject: NeoCity: Pollutant Removal

Deb,

As a follow up to your conversation with Clayton Lee earlier today, for NeoCity permitting we had
utilized the Phosphorus removal equations found in the Harper Harper Report 2007. The equations
equal a curve that shows an average of 80% Phosphorus removal and 40% Nitrogen removal in Wet
Detention ponds.

I've also attached an updated phosphorus removal calculation that accounts for the addition of
100% (maximum) impervious areas in the center of the NeoCity project.

Feel free to contact Clayton or myself if you have any additional questions.


mailto:kkoehler@Dewberry.com
mailto:DBeatty@tohowater.com
mailto:clee@Dewberry.com

Kevin M. Koehler, P.E.
Transportation Engineer - Drainage
Dewberry

800 North Magnolia Ave, Suite 1000
Orlando, FL 32803

Office: 407.843.5120

Direct: 321.354.9751

www.dewberry.com
kkoehler@dewberry.com

Visit Dewberry’s website at www.dewberry.com If you’ve received this email even though
it’s intended for someone else, then please delete the email, don’t share its contents with
others, and don’t read its attachments. Thank you.

NOTICE: This communication and any attachments ("this message") may contain information which is privileged, confidential, proprietary
or otherwise subject to restricted disclosure under applicable law. This message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any
unauthorized use, disclosure, viewing, copying, alteration, dissemination or distribution of, or reliance on, this message is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this message in error, or you are not an authorized or intended recipient, please notify the sender
immediately by replying to this message, delete this message and all copies from your e-mail system and destroy any printed copies.
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