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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1. Please revise the aerial surveys, submitted under Attachment 2-1, to include:

®  The limits of any wetlands located within the proposed corridor.
®  The location of any listed species from the Florida Natural Areas Inven-
tory or observed during site visits.

Refer to Chapter 62-343.900(1), Section E, F.A.C.

Response:
The detailed information on specific wetland limits and endangered species survey results

will be provided for the eventual right-of-way. This will be done as a postcertification
condition submittal once the right-of-way has been selected, surveys have been com-
pleted, and transmission line design has been completed, as authorized in Sec-
tion 403.5317(2), Florida Statutes (F.S.), Rule 62-17.665, Florida Administrative Code
(F.A.C.), and Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) TLSA Applica-

tion Guide at Section 3.2.1.

Florida Power & Light Company’s (FPL’s) application for corridor certification does in-
clude wetland land cover types shown in Attachment 2-4. There were no known endan-
gered/threatened species locations within the corridor based on available records from the
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Ser-
vice (USFWS), and Florida Natural Areas Inventory (FNAI).

2, Map 9 of 9 on Attachment 2-1 shows the location of the proposed Bobwhite
Substation Site being constructed over an existing wetland. Attempts to mini-
mize or avoid impacts to wetlands will be required. If attempts to minimize or
avoid wetland impacts are unsuccessful, a UMAM form must be completed and
mitigation must be proposed by the applicant that will offset wetland impacts
within all areas of the proposed right of way. Refer to Chapter 3.2.1.1 of the
SWFMD Basis of Review, and Chapter 62.345, F.A.C.

Response:
As allowed by the Transmission Line Siting Act (TLSA), Section 403.522(22), F.S., FPL

has opted to seek the necessary permits for the proposed Bobwhite substation separate
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from this proceeding. Information demonstrating compliance with the requirements noted
in this completeness request about the Bobwhite substation will be included in the sepa-

rate environmental resource permit (ERP) application for that facility.

3. Chapter 3 page 7 of the submitted corridor certification application states that
disturbed areas will be allowed to revegetate as each section of the transmission
line is completed. Pursuant to Chapter 3.2.4.1 of the Basis of Review, the appli-
cant must address the short term water quality impacts of a proposed system by
(1) providing turbidity barriers or similar devices for the duration of construc-
tion activities in or adjacent to wetlands or other surface waters, and (2) stabi-
lizing newly created slopes or surfaces in or adjacent to wetlands and other sur-
Jace waters to prevent erosion and turbidity. Please show the location of erosion
control barriers on the plan view drawings and describe the specific soil stabili-
zation methods to be used at each site. Erosion control and soil stabilization
methods should be included on the plan and cross sectional view drawings.

Response:
Site-specific erosion/sediment control methods will be supplied to FDEP as a postcertifi-

cation condition requirement, once the right-of-way has been selected and the transmis-
sion line design has been completed, as authorized in Section 403.5317(2), F.S., Rule 62-
17.665, F.A.C., and FDEP TLSA Application Guide at Section 3.2.1.

4, In areas where temporary roads will be installed in wetlands, mitigation will be
required for the temporal loss of wetland function. In addition, a restoration
plan will need to be provided for the impact areas. See Chapter 62.345, F.A.C.

Response:
Site-specific wetland impacts for any permanent or temporary roads will be guantified

after the corridor has been certified, the right-of-way has been selected, and the transmis-
sion line/road design has been completed. This information, along with the proposed
mitigation plan for such impacts, will be provided to FDEP as a postcertification condi-
tion requirement, as authorized in Section 403.5317(2), F.S., Rule 62-17.665, F.A.C.,, and
FDEP TLSA Application Guide at Section 3.2.1.
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SOUTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

APPLICATION AND APPLICATION CERTIFICATION:

The applicant shall submit documentation to demonstrate the applicant owns or
controls the project area. Refer to Section 2.0 of the ERP Basis of Review and
40D-4.101 (1 )(e), F.A.C.

The applicant shall quantify the activities proposed in, on or over wetlands
and/or other surface waters. Refer to 40D-4.101(1 ) F.A.C.

Response:
The applicant will provide documentation of control of the eventual right-of-way once

the corridor is certified and a right-of-way is selected. This will be provided as a postcer-

tification condition submittal, as well as detailed information on wetlands, as required by

FDEP, which has jurisdiction over wetland permitting for transmission lines. This will be
provided as authorized in Section 403.5317(2), F.S., Rule 62-17.665, F.A.C., and FDEP
TLSA Application Guide at Section 3.2.1.

b

SITE INFORMATION:

The applicant shall provide sufficient topographical information for the project
area to establish drainage patterns along the corridor so as to ensure the con-
struction of the access road will not block historical drainage patterns or disrupt
the watershed of wetlands. The topographic data must extend at least 100 feet
on each side of the corridor. Refer to Part C.3 of Section E, of the ERP applica-
tion form and Rule 40D-4.301(1)(a) and (b), F.A.C.

The applicant shall provide copies of the FEMA FIRM maps along the corridor
and show the 100-year floodplain limits on the plans. If encroachment into the
JSloodplain occurs due the proposed activities, the applicant shall quantify the
encroachment volume and provide reasonable assurance that no net encroach-
ment into the floodplain, up to that encompassed by the 100-year event, will ad-
versely affect either the conveyance, storage, water quality or adjacent lands.
Refer to Parts C.4 and E.4, of Section E, of the ERP application form,, Sec-
tion 4.3 of the ERP Basis of Review and Rule 40D-4.301 (1Xa) and (b), F.A.C.

The applicant shall provide additional information to demonstrate that all Dis-
trict authorizations (e.g., Environmental Resource Permits, Water Use Permits,
Agricultural Ground and Surface Water Management, other District authorized
activities) located within the proposed corridor have been reviewed and provide
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comments on these projects to clearly demonstrate that the proposed activity will
nrot have any adverse impacts to prior District authorizations and/or water re-
sources located within those District authorized projects. Refer to Part 7.8 of
Section A, of the ERP application form and 40D-4.101(1 ) F.A.C.

Response:
The detailed information requested regarding potential impacts to drainage will be pro-

vided as part of FPL’s postcertification requirements to FDEP once a right-of-way has
been selected and the transmission line design has been completed, as authorized in Sec-
tion 403.5317(2), F.S., Rule 62-17.665, F.A.C., and FDEP TLSA Application Guide at
Section 3.2.1.

3. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS:

Wetland and/or surface waters are located within and adjacent to the project
limits and reasonable assurance must be provided to determine if secondary
dredging and/or filling impacts are proposed. Therefore, an environmental con-
sultant should schedule a field review with agency staff to review the wetland
and/or surface water features located within the project area. Please be aware
that additional questions in regards to wetland and surface water impacts, pro-
posed mitigation, performance bonds and Uniform Mitigation Assessment
Method assessments pursuant to Ch. 62-345, F.A.C. may be required following
the field visit. Refer to 40D-4-4.101(1)c), 40D-4.301(I)d)(e)(f) and (i), and
40D-4.302(1)(a), F.A.C.

The applicant shall provide reasonable assurance that the existing wetland hy-
droperiods will be maintained in the post-developed condition and that adverse
wetland impacts to hydrology and water guality will not occur within and adja-
cent to the project as a result of the proposed project design. Refer to Chapter 3
of the ERP Basis of Review and Rule 40D-4.101(1)(e), F.A.C.
Rules 400-4.101(1 )(c), 40D-4.301 (1 )(d), and 40D-4.302(1 }(a)(2), F.A.C.

The applicant shall address reduction and elimination of wetland impacts and
provide a detailed alternative analysis to justify impacts caused by the layout of
the proposed transmission line corridor. These analyses should clearly show
that you have made every effort through practicable design modifications to
eliminate and reduce wetland and surface water impacts within the project. Re-
fer to Section 3.2.1 of the ERP Basis of Review and to Rules 40D-4.101(1)(c),
40D-4.301(1)(d), and 40D-4.302(1)(a)(2), F.A.C.

The narrative for the praject comments on construction within wetlands, sur-

Jace waters, and buffer areas. If impacts to wetlands or surface waters cannot
be avoided, the applicant shall provide a narrative of any proposed mitigation
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plans, including purpose, maintenance, monitoring, and construction sequence
and techniques. If mitigation is not proposed, please provide appropriate justifi-
cation to show that the proposed impacts will not cause violations of water qual-
ity standards or adverse impacts to the functions of wetlands or surface waters.
Refer fo Section 3.3 of the ERP Basis of Review and Rule 40D-4.101(e),
40D-4.301((b),(c),(d),(e),(f), (2) and 40D-4.302(1Xa) 2, 5, and 7, and (IXb),
F.A.C.

The applicant shall address secondary wetland impacts to both on and offsite
wetlands (e.g. water quality, water quantity, wetland buffer setbacks, threatened
and endangered species, etc.) pursuant to 3.2.7 of the Basis of Review (B.O.R.).
In addition, please be aware that the upland buffer should consist of undis-
turbed habitat around the limits of all wetlands and other surface waters within
and adjacent to the project area. This buffer should average 25 feet in width and
never be less than 15 feet wide. Refer to Section 3.2.7 of the ERP Basis of Re-
view and Rule 40D-4.101(1)c), 40D-4.301(1 Na)b)(cKd), (), (i), and
40D-4.302(1)(a), F.A.C.

Response:
Detailed information on extent of wetlands and buffers affected, quantification of impacts

through the state’s Uniform Mitigation Assessment Methodology (UMAM), and methods
for avoiding, minimizing, or mitigating impacts will be provided to FDEP as part of
FPL’s postcertification condition requirements. This information will be provided after a
right-of-way has been selected and the transmission line design has been completed, as
authorized in Section 403.5317(2), F.S., Rule 62-17.665, F.A.C., and FDEP TLSA Ap-
plication Guide at Section 3.2.1.

4. PLANS:

The applicant shall provide Best Management Practices (BMP) Plans signed by
the applicant that provides reasonable assurance water quality violations will
not occur during construction. Refer to Section 2.8.4 of the ERP Basis of Re-
view, PartC.16 of SectionE of the ERP application form and
Rule 40D-4.301(1)(e), F.A.C.

The applicant shall provide scaled stationed cross-sections of the corridor that
show existing and proposed grades, including the maintenance access drive.
The drawings shall be signed and sealed by a Professional Engineer registered
in the State of Florida. Refer to Part C.3 of Section E, of the ERP application
form and Section 1.2.1 Basis of Review.
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Response:
FPL will provide detailed best management practices (BMP) plans for minimizing water

quality impacts, as well as detailed engineering drawings of the right-of-way cross-
sections, as part of its postcertification condition requirements to FDEP. This will be pro-
vided once a right-of-way has been selected and the transmission line design has been
completed, as authorized in Section 403.5317(2), F.S., Rule 62-17.665, F.A.C., and
FDEP TLSA Application Guide at Section 3.2.1.

5. DRAINAGE INFORMATION:

The applicant shall provide reasonable assurance that the construction of the
access road will not cause adverse water quality or water quantity impacts.
Please consider the use of water quality buffers to address water quality. Refer
to Parts El and E4, of Section E, of the ERP application form and
40D-4.301(1)(a),(b) and (e), F.A.C.

For crossings of wetlands and/or other surface waters, the applicant shall pro-
vide assurance, including hydraulic analyses, that the access drive will not have
adverse water quantity impacts on upstream property outside of the corridor.
Refer to Part E.4, of Section E, of the ERP application Jorm, Section 4.8 of the
ERP Basis of Review and Rule 40D-4.301(1)(a) and (b), F.A.C.

Response:

FPL will provide reasonable assurances that its transmission line construction or access
road location will not adversely affect water quality or quantity as part of its posteertifica-
tion condition requirements to FDEP. This will be done after the right-of-way has been
selected and the transmission line design has been completed, as authorized in Sec-
tion 403.5317(2), F.S., Rule 62-17.665, F.A.C., and FDEP TLSA Application Guide at
Section 3.2.1.

6. WATER USE:

It appears that there are numerous existing irrigation wells associated with a
large number of water use permits located within the proposed power line corri-
dor. Please provide a detailed list of those Water Use Permits and associated
wells that may be affected by the construction of this transmission line. Also in-
clude the disposition of any wells that may be adversely impacted due to the con-
Struction of the proposed transmission line. Refer to 40D-2.301, F.A.C.
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Response:
No water use well permits or wells themselves will be affected by the transmission line.

FPL works with landowners to ensure pole placement does not coincide with any well

locations.

7. PART II - PROPRIETARY:

Please note that state owned Sovereign Submerged Lands (SSL) may exist
within the project area. If activities are determined to take place infon or over
SSL lands, appropriate proprietary authorizations, and additional information
may be required before the application may be considered complete. Refer to
Chapter 18-21 and 40D-4.301, F.A.C., and Chapter 253, F.S.

Response:
FPL has identified in its application for corridor certification that Sovereign Submerged

Lands (Gilley Creek and Manatee River) will be crossed by the eventual right-of-way.
FPL will provide the required information to FDEP for authorization of these crossings as
a postcertification condition requirement. This will be done after the right-of-way is se-
lected and the transmission line design at these crossings has been completed, as author-
ized in Section 403.5317(2), F.S.
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MANATEE COUNTY

The following portions of the Comprehensive Plan need to be addressed by the
Application in terms of sufficiency of comprehensiveness of data or in quality of
information provided as part of the completeness review as defined in Sec-
tion 403.522(9), Florida Statutes. These portions of the Comprehensive Plan of
Manatee County were omitted from the Application. This list is not exhaustive;
there may be other relevant provisions pointed out by County staff during the
ongoing review process of this Application.

A.

It should be noted that the following attachments are taken Jrom the
Comprehensive Plan of Manatee County as amended on December 12,
2006 by the adoption of Ordinance No. 06-13. These Amendments are the
Evaluation Appraisal Report (EAR) Based Amendments and have an an-
ticipated effective date of approximately mid-February 2007 (i.e., prior to
the date of April 2, 2007, the deadline in the approved schedule Sor the fil-
ing of Manatee County’s report required by Section 403.526, Florida Stat-
utes). (Note: The text indicated by redlining are the changes make by the
EAR-Based Amendments).

1,

Conservation Element: Goal 3.3, Wetlands Protection polices enu-
merated in Objective 3.3.1, Policies 3.3.1.1 through 3.3.1.10. Wildlife
and Upland Habitat Protection Policies enumerated in Objec-
tive 3.32 and Policies 3.3.2.1 through 3.3.2.8. Greenways Develap-
ment and Protection listed in Objective 3.3.3 and Policies 3.3.3.1
through 3.3.3.3. Protection of land, water and air resources in
Goal 3.4, Objective 3.4.1 and Policies 3.4.1.1 through 3.4.1.8.

Recreation and Open Space Element: Goal 8.1, Objective 8.1.1 and
Policies 8.1.1.1 through 8.1.2.5, Objective 8.1.3 and Policies 8.1.3.1
through 8.1.3.4 regarding Parks. Goal 8.2, Objective 8.2.1 and Poli-
cies 8.2.1.1 through 8.2.1.5 regarding Public Access to Recreational
Facilities. Objective 8.2.2.2 and Policies 8.2.2.1 through 8.2.2.2 re-
garding Multi-Modal Access. Goal 8.3 and Policies 8.3.1 through
8.3.1.3 regarding Natural Resource Areas, Conservation and Open
Space. Objective 8.3.2 and Policies 8.3.2.1 through 8.3.2.4 Recrea-
tional Use of Public Lands, Goal 8.4, Objective 8.4.1, Policies 8.4.1.1
through 8.4.2.3 regarding Greenways and Trails Master Plan.

Drainage and Groundwater Sub-Element Goal 9.4, Objective 9.4,1
and Policies 9.4.1.1 through 9.4.1.6 regarding Stormwater Manage-
ment Standards. Objective 9.4.2 and Policies 9.4.2.6 through 9.4.2.5
regarding Major Public Facilities Design and Maintenance. Objec-
tive 9.4.3, Objective 9.4.4, Stormwater Design Standards and Policies
9.4.4.1 through 9.4.4.9. Objective 9.4.5 and Policies 9.4.5.1 through
9.4.5.3 regarding Private Drainage Systems.
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Response:
The Bobwhite-Manatee transmission line will be a power line constructed within an es-

tablished right-of-way. Consequently, it is excepted from the definition of development in
Sections 163.3164(6) and 380.04, F.S. This statutory definition of development, includ-
ing its exceptions, applies to local government comprehensive plans and implementing

land development regulations. See In re: Petition for Declaratory Statement filed by

George M. Hughes and Barbara Knowles, Florida Department of Community Affairs
(DCA) Order No. DCA-03-DEC-295 (April 9, 2004) (DCA determined that the construc-

tion of a proposed power line in a right-of-way to be established by an electric utility is

not development under the definition found in section 380.04, F.S. DCA’s declaratory
statement relied upon Florida case law for similar exceptions for road improvements in
rights-of-way) (emphasis added). See also Florida Power Corporation v. Seminole
County and City of Lake Mary, 579 So.2d 105 (Fla. 1991) (“. . . the jurisdiction of the

Public Service Commission to regulate rates and services of public utilities preempts the

authority of the city and county to require [a utility] to place its lines underground. While
the authority given to cities and counties in Florida is broad, both the constitution and
statutes recognize that cities and counties have no authority to act in areas that the legisla-

ture has preempted.” 579 So.2d at 107); In re: Petition by City of Parker, Order Denying

Motion to Dismiss, Granting_in Part and Denying in Part Request for Oral Argument, and

Granting Petition for Declaratory Statement, Florida Public Service Commission (PSC)
Order No. PSC-03-0598-DS-EU, at 13 (May 12, 2003) (PSC’s jurisdiction “preempts the

City’s application of its Comprehensive Plan, Land Development Regulations, and City
Codes and Ordinances, with respect to [the utility’s] proposed aerial power transmission
line”). Nevertheless, as explained more fully in other responses to Manatee County’s
completeness requests, FPL is willing to accept a condition of certification requiring the
postcertification submittal of its detailed design of the Bobwhite-Manatee transmission
line to Manatee County, as authorized by Section 403.5317(2), F.S., so that Manatee
County can monitor for compliance with its applicable regulatory requirements. (FPL
notes that utility installations, such as the proposed Bobwhite-Manatee transmission line,
are exempt from the Manatee County Land Development Code [LDC], pursuant
to Section 103.2.4.1, LDC.)
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II Land Development Code: The following Sections of Land Development Code
and the Code of Ordinances of Manatee County were omitted from the Applica-
tion and need to be addressed by the Applicant as to consistency of their pro-
posed transmission line corridor with all applicable local ordinances, regula-
tions and standards, and land development regulations. The list is not exhaus-
tive; there maybe other relevant provisions of Land Development Code pointed
out by County staff during the review process of this Application:

A.

Section 714, Tree Protection (Section 714.1 through 714.13, LDC).

Response:

The environmental regulations contained within the Manatee County LDC and Manatee

County Code or Ordinances will be complied with as follows:

A.

Manatee County LDC Section 714, Tree Protection—Subsection 714.2.2 de-

lineates various activities that are exempted from this section, including
Trees within the Rights-of-Way, which provides: “[t]rees within the rights-
of-way for the purpose of improvements, roadway widening, sidewalks and
utility installations” (Subsection 714.2.2.6, Manatee County LDC). Since
the Bobwhite-Manatee transmission line will be a utility installation con-
structed within an established right-of-way, it is exempted from the re-
quirements of this section, Similarly, Section 163.3209, F.S., exempts vege-
tation maintenance and tree pruning for electric transmission and distribu-
tion lines in established rights-of-way from local government permits and

approvals.

Further, FPL notes that utility installations such as the proposed Bobwhite-
Manatee transmission line are exempt from the Manatee County LDC, pur-
suant to Section 103.2.4.1, LDC.

B.

Section 719, Wetland Protection (Section 719.1 through 719.14, LDC).

Response:
B.

Manatee County LDC Section 719, Wetland Protection—FPL will provide

details of the wetland impacts and proposed mitigation after the corridor is
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certified, the right-of-way has been selected, and final transmission line de-
sign has been completed. This information will be provided to FDEP and
Manatee County as a postcertification condition submittal, as authorized in
Section 403.5317(2), F.S., Rule 62-17.665, F.A.C., and FDEP TLSA Appli-
cation Guide at Section 3.2.1.

Further, FPL notes that utility installations, such as the Bobwhite-Manatee
transmission line, are exempt from the Manatee County LDC, pursuant to
Section 103.2.4.1, LDC.

C.

Section 709, Lighting (Section 709.1 through 709.8.7, LDC).

Response:
C.

Manatee County L.DC Section 709, Lighting—FPL does not plan to instal]

permanent lights as part of the Bobwhite-Manatee transmission line. More-

over, lighting for construction, renovation, or repair of utilities, like the Bob-
white-Manatee transmission line, are exempt from the provisions of this sec-

tion (Subsection 709.3.5, Manatee County LDC).

Further, FPL notes that utility installations, such as the Bobwhite-Manatee
transmission line, are exempt from the Manatee County LDC, pursuant to
Section 103.2.4.1, LDC.

Section 718, Floodplain Management (Section 718.1 through 718.8,
LDC).

Response:
D.

Manatee County LDC Section 718, Floodplain Management—FPL’s trans-

mission structures are exempt from the Manatee County Floodplain Code,

pursuant to Section 103.2.4.1, LDC.
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FPL will provide details of any construction proposed in a floodplain after
the corridor is certified, the right-of-way is delineated, and final transmis-
sion line design has been completed. This information will be provided to
FDEP as a postcertification condition submittal, as authorized in Sec-

tion 403.5317(2), F.S.

Right-of-Way Issues - See Chapter 2-28, Article II, Utilization of County
Rights-of-Way codified as Sections 2-28-2 1 through 2-28-38, Manatee
County Code of Ordinances.

Response:
E.

Manatee County Code of Ordinances Section 2-28, Right-of-Way Issues—

Subsection 2-28-30 (g) provides that “[t]he quality and placement of all in-
stallations in county rights-of-way shall be in accordance with the Manatee
County Department of Public Works Highway and Engineering Standards,
as amended or revised, and the Florida Department of Transportation Utility
Accommodation Guide, as amended or revised, insofar as those publications
are not inconsistent with any other requirement of this article.” Subsec-
tion 2-28-36(b) further provides that “[tJhe Florida Department of Transpor-
tation Utility Accommodation Guide (as amended or revised) shall govern
as to types of work in county rights-of-way which will require a right-of-
way utilization permit.” As stated in the Bobwhite-Manatee Application for
Corridor Certification, Section 2.2.3, page 2-30, all crossings of state roads
will conform to the specifications contained in the Florida Department of
Transportation’s (FDOT’s) Utility Accommodation Manual (2004).

FPL will agree to a condition of certification that requires compliance with
that FDOT Utility Accommodation Manual, as well as the Manatee County
Department of Public Works Highway and Engineering Standards, for all
crossings of county roads, as required by Subsection 2-28-30(g) of the
Manatee County Code of Ordinances. FPL will also agree to a condition of

certification that requires FPL to: (1) provide to Manatee County as a post-
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certification submittal the detailed design of the Bobwhite-Manatee trans-
mission line, within county rights-of-way, prior to construction to demon-
strate compliance with the requirements of Manatee County Code of Ordi-
nances, Section 2-28; and (2) provide notification to the Manatee County
Engineering Department no less than 24 hours prior to beginning work and

immediately upon completion of work as required by Subsection 2-28-30(a).

Question_from Manatee_County Attorney—Since the proposed corridor follows the

rights-of-way in Manatee County, whether the cement poles can be located out-
side the future right-of-way lines to avoid having to move the poles or related
Jacilities if the road is widened. The northern portion of Manatee County is a
high growth area and some of the two-lane roads are planned for four lanes. If
FPL needs the widths of future rights-of-way from Manatee County, please let
me know.

Response:
Concrete poles for Bobwhite-Manatee may be placed inside or outside public right-of-

way lines depending on specific circumstances associated with the design at each pole
location. FPL recognizes that poles placed inside public right-of-way may be subject to
relocation at FPL’s expense. After certification, during the route selection and during the
line design process, FPL will work with the Florida Department of Transportation and
local governments to coordinate line construction plans for future road widening projects

to the extent practicable.

L Clearly indicate in the introduction and overview that this is for a single trans-
mission line, not multiple lines.

Response:
FPL’s application for corridor certification for the Bobwhite-Manatee Project is for a sin-

gle transmission line (single-circuit) as specified on the Applicant’s Information Form
(page ix) of the application. In this case, a single-circuit is represented by three sets of
wires (three phases) with two bundled wires on each phase. All six wires plus an over-
head ground wire are connected to a single pole structure as depicted in the application
(Figures 1.3-1 through 1.3-4).
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2. In Figure 1.3-4, what are the communication cables? Is that to allow for phone
line collocation?

Response:
The term “communications cables™ typically refers to telephone lines and may include

other communications cables, such as television cables. The communication cables illus-
trated in Figures 1.3-2 and 1.3-4 represent communications cables that could be collo-
cated on FPL poles adjacent to public rights-of-way. FPL structures can be designed to

accommodate collocation of communications cables.

3. On page 143, 4* paragraph, it indicates that the vertical clearances will vary for
the transmission line, but from what to what?

Response:
Typical bottom transmission conductor height for this project will range between 45 and

65 feet (ft) above ground. Figures 1.3-5 and 1.3-6 illustrate typical conductor profiles for
both vertical and triangular pole configurations.

4. Same page, 5" paragraph, here and in other places in the packet there is men-
tion of new access road. Please be clear if they are to be pervious or impervious
surfaces. If impervious, what about the drainage for these roads?

Response:
All new access roads associated with this project will be constructed with pervious mate-

rials and not paved.

5. In 2.1.3.2, it makes perfect sense to share right of way, but has it been discov-
" ered whether or not any of the road rights of way will need to be increased to
accommodate road widenings?

Response:
Concrete poles for Bobwhite-Manatee may be placed inside or outside public right-of-

way lines, depending on specific circumstances associated with the design at each pole

location. FPL recognizes that poles placed inside public right-of-way may be subject to
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relocation at FPL’s expense. After certification, during the route selection, and during the
line design process, FPL will work with Manatee County, other local governments, and
FDOT to coordinate line construction plans for future road widening projects to the ex-

tent practicable.

6. On page 2-11, last paragraph, is this not running right through the Lake Club
portion of the University Lakes DRI? There are approvals in that area Jor resi-
dential units.

Response:
The aerials in the application do not show the full build-out of University Boulevard,

making it difficult to see the detail of the corridor and road on them. The corridor in this
area runs from east to west with its north boundary along the centerline of University
Boulevard. It follows the centerline of University Boulevard as it curves to the north of
the Manatee-Sarasota County line and straightens back to the south along the county line
when it approaches Lorraine Boulevard. The southern boundary of the corridor that paral-
lels University Boulevard starts at the eastern end approximately 500 ft south of the
county line and continues west where it expands as the corridor turns south along
Lorraine Road Extension. Therefore, the corridor does not include the southern boundary

of The Lake Club development.

7. In pages 2-23--27 you include Manatee and Sarasota County Noise Ordinances,
but could not find any indication of what the amount of noise generated by the
daily use of these lines actually is. Please provide this information.

Response:
The noise levels produced by this transmission line will comply with all applicable noise

ordinances in Manatee County. The most stringent noise level requirement in the Mana-
tee County Code of Ordinances, Section 2-21-31(2)(a), requires noise levels to be no
more than 50 A-weighted decibels (dBA) at night.

During fair weather and under normal operating conditions, the audible noise levels will

be less than normal background noise. For a portion of time, when the conductors are wet
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from rainfall or heavy fog, the transmission line noise will increase. Under these wet or
foggy conditions, the audible noise levels could reach 35 dBA, which is well below the
most stringent noise level requirement in the Manatee County ordinance, Sec-

tion 2-21-31(2)(a).

As a point of reference, typical background noise levels are as follows:
. 00 to 10 dBA—Threshold of hearing
. 20 to 30 dBA—Bedrooms at night
° 30 to 40 dBA—Libraries
. 30 to 60 dBA—T'ypical business office
. 70 to 80 dBA—Average traffic on a street corner
Source: Electric Power Research Institute, Transmission Line Reference

Book, Second Edition, 1982.

8. You should also include the Manatee County Tree Protection regulations in
Section 714 of the Land Development code.

Response:
Manatee County 1. DC Section 714, Tree Protection—Subsection 714.2.2 delineates vari-

ous activities that are exempted from this section, including Trees within the Rights-of-
Way, which provides: “[t]rees within the rights-of-way for the purpose of improvements,
roadway widening, sidewalks and utility installations” (Subsection 714.2.2.6, Manatee
County LDC). Since the Bobwhite-Manatee transmission line will be a utility installation
constructed within an established right-of-way, it is exempted from the requirements of
this section. See Section 103.2.4.1, LDC.

9. Under 3.1.1 I cannot find any indication of tree protection methods for existing
trees to remain.

Response:
During transmission line construction, site-specific, appropriate, protective measures

shall be taken throughout the entire construction stage to prevent the destruction or dam-

16 YAGDP-OTFPLBWMSUFFICIENCY.DOC. 16—022007




age of all trees to be retained outside the right-of-way along the line route. FPL will agree
to a condition of certification requiring FPL to submit to Manatee County as a postcertifi-
cation submittal the site-specific protective measures to be taken at each location. Tree
removal within the right-of-way will be required and is consistent with the exception
from Manatee County’s tree protection requirements as set forth in the Manatee County

LDC Sections 714.2.2.6 and 103.2.4.1.

10.  Figure 3.1-1, it indicates a structure pad . . . what structure other than the pole?
Will parking be provided? Will this be paved?

Response:
The poles will be the only structures on these pads. The pad has no provisions for routine

parking of vehicles or equipment. Instead, the pad provides a working surface for con-
struction and maintenance of the transmission line. The pad surface will be constructed

with pervious materials. There will be no paving of the structure pads.

Iil . Will County Staff receive a future opportunity to review specific site plans?

Response:
Yes. FPL will agree to a condition of certification requiring postcertification submittals,

as authorized by Section 403.5317, F.S., providing Manatee County with the detailed de-
sign of the Bobwhite-Manatee transmission line, including access road and structure
pads, within Manatee County so that the county can monitor for compliance with its ap-

plicable regulatory requirements,

[12. Please show the locations of the proposed access roads on the corridor plans.

Response:
At this time, only certification of an appropriate corridor is being sought. A specific right-

of-way for construction and the location of any access roads have not yet been deter-
mined. Plans for access road locations will be provided as part the postcertification sub-

mittals.
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13.  There are other County Land Development Code sections that do need to be ref-
erenced, including 712 for access and 717 for drainage.

Response:
Utility installations, such as the Bobwhite-Manatee transmission line, are exempt from

the Manatee County LDC, pursuant to Section 103.2.4.1, LDC.

FPL will agree to a condition of certification requiring detailed design of the Bobwhite-
Manatee transmission line, including any access requirements and drainage plans to be
provided to Manatee County as postcertification submittals after right-of-way surveys
and transmission line design are completed, as authorized in Section 403.5317(2), F.S.,
and Rule 62-17.665, F.A.C., so Manatee County can monitor for compliance with its ap-

plicable regulatory requirements.

14.  Please provide copies of any SWFWMD drainage permits that you have re-
ceived.

Response:
FPL has not received and will not receive any drainage permits for this project. No drain-

age permits from the Southwest Florida Water Management District (SWFWMD) will be
required for this project as the final certification order from the Siting Board will consti-
tute the sole state, regional and local approval required for the Project. FDEP has jurisdic-
tion for any potential effects to drainage for this line, since it is being approved under the
Transmission Line Siting Act. Details of FPL’s transmission line construction in or over
wetlands or surface waters will be provided to FDEP as part of a postcertification re-
quirement once a right-of-way has been selected and the transmission line design has
been completed, as authorized in Section 403.5317(2), F.S., Rule 62-17.665, F.A.C., and
FDEP TLSA Application Guide at Section 3.2.1.

1 8 YAGDP-ONFFLABWM\SUFFICIENCY .DOC. 18—022007




DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Excerpt from DHR Letter to FDEP Dated February 5, 2007

Since the corridor contains environmental conditions consistent with those found at
other archaeological sites in Manatee and Sarasota Counties and has not been sub-
Jected to systematic professional archaeological or historical investigations, undiscov-
ered sites may be present. Therefore, it is the opinion of this office that Phase I cultural
resource survey should be conducted for the transmission line right-of-way once it has
been determined.

Response:
FPL will perform a Phase I cultural resources survey after the corridor is certified and

FPL identifies and gains access to a right-of-way. FPL therefore would agree to a condi-

tion of certification that requires these surveys be performed as a postcertification re-

quirement. Results will be presented to DHR for. review, .as authorized in Sec-
tion 403.5317(2), F.S., and Rule 62-17.665, F.A.C.
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