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e

Memorandum
Memorandum No: 21-059
Date: June 23, 2021
To: Honorable Mayor and Commissioners
From: Chris Lagerbloom, ICMA-CM, City Manager

Re: McNab Bridge Replacement & Raising Project

The McNab Bridge is located on McNab Road just east of South Cypress Road in the
City of Pompano Beach. The bridge is just north of the City of Fort Lauderdale city limit
and is vital to the transportation network for both municipalities.

In 2015, the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) confirmed that the McNab
Bridge is “functionally obsolete,” which implies the bridge does not have adequate lane
widths, shoulder widths, or vertical clearances to serve current traffic demands, or that
the bridge approaches may be occasionally flooded. The results of most recent studies
prompted the City of Pompano Beach to replace the bridge and make the necessary
roadway improvements. During initial public outreach efforts, the City of Pompano
Beach met with residents from both, Fort Lauderdale and Pompano Beach. The
residents requested that the bridge to be raised to allow larger vessels to navigate the
narrow channel and allow them to reach the Intracoastal Waterway.

The City of Pompano Beach’s design engineer, Kimley-Horn, analyzed options to raise
the bridge. Without changing existing topographical conditions to any of the properties
adjacent to the bridge, the engineer established that the bridge’s clearance could be
raised up to 1.25’. However, the public, particularly Fort Lauderdale residents, insisted
on raising the bridge by 4’, which is the added clearance that was deemed necessary to
permit larger vessels to pass underneath. The engineer evaluated options to meet the
demand and found that the added costs to use taller piles would be approximately
$500,000.

The City of Pompano Beach utilized Lambert Advisory, LLC to conduct an economic
benefit assessment to better understand the return on investment for raising the bridge.
The assessment identified that raising the bridge would have a substantial long-term
financial benefit for both municipalities through an increased incremental tax revenue.

The City of Pompano Beach requested that the City of Fort Lauderdale fund $500,000
towards the project which will include raising the bridge by 4’. The construction is
scheduled to start in February 2022 with a 14-month timeline. The estimated cost to
replace and raise the bridge is $6,615,625.
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Currently, the municipalities are drafting an Interlocal Funding Agreement to
memorialize the terms and conditions of the financial contribution. The agreement will
define the City of Fort Lauderdale’s role as a funding source and define the City of
Pompano Beach as the project manager who assumes all project risks and future
maintenance responsibilities. City of Fort Lauderdale staff anticipates that the
agreement will be presented for Commission consideration in October 2021. The
preliminary FY2022 budget identifies a $500,000 contribution to the project.

For further information, please contact Ben Rogers, Director of Transportation and
Mobility, at brogers@fortlauderdale.gov.

Attachments:

1. Preliminary Opinion of Probable Cost
2. Economic Benefit Assessment

3. Navigational Needs Study

4. Location Map

i Greg Chavarria, Assistant City Manager
Tarlesha W. Smith, Esq., Assistant City Manager
Alain E. Boileau, City Attorney
Jeffrey A. Modarelli, City Clerk
John C. Herbst, City Auditor
Department Directors
CMO Managers
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Kimley»Horn

PRELIMINARY OPINION OF PROBABLE COST

Project: 19357-McNab Road Bridge Replacement
Date: 10/24/2019

KHA No: 44203010

Location: Pompano Beach, Florida

Estimated

Item No. Description - . Unit Unit Price
- e Quantity - -

General Conditions
1 Mobilization 1 LS S 400,000.00] $ 400,000.00
2 Maintenance of Traffic 1 LS S 450,000.00] $ 450,000.00
3 Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS S 90,000.00| $ 90,000.00
Subtotal: $ 940,000.00
Civil Site
4 Roadway 1 LS S 142,500.00] S 142,500.00
5 Drainage / utilities 1 LS S 225,000.00f $ 225,000.00
6 Electrical and Lighting 1 LS S 115,000.00] $ 115,000.00
7 Landscaping & Irrigation 1 LS S 20,000.00] $ 20,000.00
8 Bridge Components 1 LS S 3,500,000.00f $§ 3,500,000.00
9 Bridge Aesthetics 1 LS S 350,000.00| S 350,000.00
Subtotal: $ 4,352,500.00
Subtotal: S 5,292,500.00
25% Contingency: S 1,323,125.00
Total Construction Cost: S 6,615,625.00]
Notes:

1. The Engineer has no control over the cost of labor, materials, equipment, or over the Contractor's methods of determining prices or over competitive
bidding or market conditions. Opinions of probable costs provided herein are based on the information known to Engineer at this time and represent only
the Engineer's judgment as a design professional familiar with the construction industry. The Engineer cannot and does not guarantee that proposals,
bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from its opinions of probable costs.

pg. 1ofl
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Technical Memorandum

To: City of Pompano Beach

From: Lambert Advisory, LLC

Date: October 2020

Subject: McNab Road Bridge & 18t Avenue Bridge Economic Benefit Assessment

Executive Summary

Lambert Advisory (Lambert) has completed its economic benefit assessment for a
proposed improvement to the McNab Road Bridge located at the 1800 block of McNab
Road in the City of Pompano Beach.

The assessment herein considers two key alternative improvement options for the McNab
Road bridge:

1.) Raise the McNab Road Bridge 4 feet: This improvement option considers the
economic impacts associated with raising the bridge from approximately 7 feet
(mean high fide) to 11 feet (mean high tide), or a 4 foot net increase in height.
Specifically, the analysis herein identifies any potential value appreciation to
residential and commercial parcels directly affected by the bridge and right-of-
way enhancements and the resultant incremental tax revenue that may be
generated. Furthermore, the analysis will also determine the extent to which value
appreciation may accrue to the surrounding commercial and residential
properties in the City of Pompano Beach, as well as to those residential properties
within the City of Fort Lauderdale immediately to the south.

2.) Raise the McNab Road Bridge 1 foot: Utilizing the same methodology outlined
above, this analysis will identify any resultant economic impacts (incremental ad
valorem tax revenue) if the Bridge improvements are limited to approximately 1
foot. However, in this case, there will be limited proposed property/right-of-way
improvements to the select parcels bounding the bridge.

In addition to the assessment of improving and raising the McNab Road bridge, we have
also completed a similar analysis for the prospective plan to raise the 18" Avenue Bridge
sifuated to the southwest of the McNab Road bridge. In either case, the assessment of
benefit herein has two primary focal points for addressing the property value impacts
noted above, including: a.) the value impact that bridge/streetscape improvements
have on surrounding waterfront and non-waterfront properties; and, b.) additional value
Impact that the bridge heightening has on waterfront properties.
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The body of this technical memorandum provides the detailed methodology, limiting
conditions, research, and analysis undertaken as part of this engagement. Below, is a
summary of economic benefit findings for both McNab Road bridge and 18" Avenue
bridge.

McNab Road Bridge
The following table provides a summary of the incremental taxable value increase and
incremental tax revenue to the City of Pompano Beach and City of Fort Lauderdale

considering both a 4 foot and 1 foot heightening:

Figure 1: Summary of Economic Benefit from McNab Road Bridge Improvements (4 foot
and 1 foot Height Increase)

4 FOOT HEIGHTENTING 1 FOOT HEIGHTENTING

$4.1M - $9.8M $25,000 - $60,000 $1.7M - $5.1M $10,000 - $31,000

$3.2M - $7.4M $14,000 - $32,000 $1.0M - $3.0M $4,000 - $13,000
$7.3M - $17.2M $39,000 - $92,000 $2.7M - $8.1M $14,000 - $44,000
NPV - 30 Yr. NPV - 30 Yr.
(Pompano $360,000 - $860,000 (Pompano $200,000 - $446,000
Beach): Beach):

As summarized above, and for City of Pompano Beach, specifically, the total assessed
value of the properties affected by the proposed improvements assuming a 4 foot
heightening increases by a range of $4.1M miilion to $9.8 million, resulting in an
estimated $25,000 (moderate) to $60,000 (upper) in annual incremental tax revenue.
Assuming this revenue could be leveraged for bond (or other long-term) financing over
a 30-year period,! the net present value (NVP) is in the range of $360,000 to $860,000.
At a 1 foot height increase, the NPV is estimated to be in the range of $200,000 to
$446,000.

18t Avenue Bridge
The following table provides a summary of the incremental taxable value increase and

incremental tax revenue to the City of Pompano Beach and City of Fort Lauderdale for
a 1 foot heightening. Importantly, the analysis herein removes any overlapping

! Assumes 8.0 percent discount factor and 2.5 percent annual escalation
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properties that received an incremental increase as a result of the McNab Road bridge
improvement.

Figure 2: City of Pompano Beach & City of Fort Lauderdale - Estimated Annual
Incremental Value and Tax Revenue Analysis (from Proposed 18t Avenue Bridge 1 Foot
Heightening)

Incremental Assessed Increment Tax Revenue to

A/ 1[11°) City
(moderate/upper) (moderate/upper)
52,000 - $6,000
$636K - $1.9M $2,800 - $8,300
$963K - $2.8M $4,800 - $14,300
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Methodology & Limiting Conditions

There are several key principals that underlie the methodology, analysis and findings
within this document: first, the basis for deriving fundamental assumptions and economic
modeling inputs is founded upon a literature review of more than fifteen independent
documents which are listed in the Appendix (Bibliography) to this memorandum.
However, there are always variations that exist between the investment programming,
physical composition, regulatory environment, economic conditions and other factors
that underlie the comparison between any two areas such as Pompano Beach and other
communities observed as part of this process. Therefore, a detailed comparison of
similarities and/or differences between these communities was not conducted as part of
this analysis; rather, the studies and analysis were utilized to provide a base understanding
of impacts from which to draw rationale conclusions. Additionally, at this point, the timing
and scheduling of the city’'s proposed bridge improvements are generally undefined
and, as a result, certain economic benefits (such as private investment and/or impact
on property values) may be affected by future land use regulation, zoning, and/or other
regulatory measures that affect growth. Finally, Lambert has not independently verified
the any improvement costs, and/or scheduling associated with the city's proposed
bridge improvements, and any change in these program assumptions may have a
material impact on the findings herein.
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Section 1: Geographic Context

The McNab Road bridge is located in southern edge of the City of Pompano Beach, with
City of Fort Lauderdale bordering to the south. The bridge is located roughly 2.0+ miles
from the Intracoastal waterway, and 5.3+ miles from Hillsborough Inlet. The 18t Avenue
bridge is located approximately 2/3 of a mile from McNab Road bridge.

Figure 3: McNab Road Bride, 18" Ave, Bridge and 811 Hwy Bridge - Distance to Open
Waterways

Hillsborough Inlet
Lake Santa Barbara
Hwy 811 Bridge

18th Ave Bridge

199 E. McNab Rd.

City of Fort Lauderdale

City of Pompano Beach

. @
0 6251,250 2,500 Feet
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Section 2: Assessing the Impacts of Bridge & Roadway Capital Improvements

As set forth in Executive Summary above, there are significant challenges to assessing the
impact of bridge heightening (and/or associated roadway improvements) and,
particularly, as if relates to a case study/benchmark assessment of comparable capital
improvement activities in other locations — absent a very comprehensive evaluation that
is beyond the scope or work undertaken herein. As a matter of fact, it is parallel to the
challenges faced in a similar study previously completed for the City and referred to as
the Pompano Beach G.O. Bond Economic Impact Assessment completed in 2018.

In that study, we reviewed numerous documents which measured how roadway, bridge
and/or streetscape improvement projects contributed to economic benefits for the
surrounding community. Based upon those findings, we focus on one core benefit that
applies to the analysis herein: the impact on surrounding property values as a result of
the proposed bridge and roadway improvements to both McNab Road bridge and 18th
Avenue bridge. Moreover, it is worth noting that as part of the research for the G.O.
Bond study, there was no shortage of qualitative discussion of how improved
bridge/streetscapes may affect property values that may benefit from better traffic flow,
safer bicycle and pedestrian movement and/or enhancements to right-of-way and
ingress/egress to abutting properties. On the other hand, quantitative analyses of the
economic benefits of improved roadway/streetscape projects, was considerably less.
Nonetheless, included in the Appendix is a detailed list (Bibliography) of the literature
review documentation, including new information from research completed as part of
this study.

As it relates specifically to an analysis of impacts on properties surrounding the McNab
Road bride (and 18" Avenue bridge), there are two primary focal points for addressing
property value impacts, including: a.) Value Impact from Bridge/Streetscape
Improvements on Surrounding Waterfront and Non-waterfront Properties ; and, b.)
Additional Value Impact on Waterfront Properties from Bridge Heightening. Considering
these two focal points, the assessment herein is separafted into individual sectfions each
for McNab Road and 18t Avenue Bridge - starting with McNab Road bridge.

MCNAB ROAD BRIDGE

A. Value Impact from Bridge/Streetscape Improvements on Surrounding Waterfront and
Non-waterfront Properties

The improvements to the McNab Road bridge contemplate not only a potential
heightening, but improvements to the right-of-way extending east and west of the bridge
including streetscaping, improved ingress/egress to select properties and enhanced
mobility. Utilizing the research and methodology that applied to the City's G.O. Bond

6
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economic assessment study above, the impact from bridge/roadway/streetscape
improvements on surrounding properties focuses on two key variables:

1)

2.)

Area of Impact: The most significant radius of influence on residential properties
extends roughly 1/39 of a mile (1,760 feet) around the improved roadway/bridge,
while a 500-foot boundary was established for office and retail incremental
valuation; and,

Value Premium: The value premium from roadway and related capital
improvements is naturally (and highly) dependent upon the extent of the
enhancements that could have widely varying effects on activities including but
not limited to: mitigating roadway congestion; traffic calming; pedestrian/bicycle
mobility and safety; streetscape improvements as landscaping, lighting, and
medians; and/or improvements to property ingress/egress. From the literature
review, the upper end of the scale tended to add upwards 25 percent
incremental value to properties within 500 feet, and 10 percent to the broader
area within 1/3 mile and represented by major investments in open space and/or
infrastructure improvements such as Discovery Green in Downtown Houston, or
Millennium Park in Chicago. At the lower end of the scale is less intensive
investment in roadway and/or open space which indicate incremental premium
generally ranging from as low as 1 to 5 percent at both the 500 foot and 1/3 mile
distance. Based upon our understanding of the improvements proposed for the
McNab Road bridge assuming the bridge is heightened 4 feet with additional
enhancements to the right-of-way, the incremental impact on value is estimated
to be in the 2 percent (moderate) range and a maximum (upper) range of 5
percent.

However, should the bridge be raised only 1 foot, with limited enhancements to
the right-of-way, the incremental impact on value is estimated to be in the 1
percent (moderate) range and a maximum (upper) range of 3 percent.

Based upon the methodology and incremental value metrics outlined above, an
incremental value analysis has been prepared for the residential, office and retail
properties surrounding the McNab Road Bridge. The following map outlines the affected
parcels utilizihg the Broward County GIS Database and Broward County Property
Appraiser (BCPA) parcel data, along with a summary of taxable value for affected
properties in both City of Pompano Beach and City of Fort Lauderdale (including
homestead and non-homestead properties).
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Figure 4: Map of McNab Road Bridge (Residential Parcels within 1/3 Mile & Retail/Office
within 500 feet)

Pompano
Beach Ft. Lauderdale
Non Homesteaded Parcels 320 241

374

561
953
8
1,522

Homesteaded Parcels 579

Commercial Parcels 8

Sum 907
Non Homesteaded Parcels Taxable

Value $71,580,810 $43,201,990 $114,782,800
Homesteaded Parcels Taxable Value $89,201,250 $58,229,820 $147,431,070
Commercial Parcels Taxable Value $10,177,200 NA $10,177,200
Total $170,959,260 $101,431,810 $272,391,070

615

113 Mile Residential
[ 500 #t Comm

@ McNab Road Bridge
City of Fort Lauderdale
City of Pompano Beach

1,000 Feet

Based upon applicable residential, office and retail parcel data extrapolated from an
analysis of the BCPA property database, the table below provides a summary of the total
assessed value of the impacted properties around the McNab Road bridge, with a
highlight of incremental increase in assessment based upon lower and upper value
premium resulting from the proposed improvements. Furthermore, the table provides a
summary of the annual incremental real estate tax from these properties that will accrue

to the City of Pompano Beach and the City of Fort Lauderdale based upon 2020 millage
rates of 6.1069 and 4.3443, respectively.?

As summarized below, the properties impacted by the McNab Road bridge/streetscape
improvements currently have a total assessed value of $272 million — of which $171M s in
Pompano Beach. The following tables highlight the incremental tax revenue to the City
of Pompano Beach and City of Fort Lauderdale under the two heightening options for
the bridge.

2Note, the assessment herein does factor a modest discount to account for the fact that not all homes will realize maximum
taxable value increases immediately due to the maximum 3.0 percent cap on homestead properties.
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Figure 5: City of Pompano Beach & City of Fort Lauderdale - Estimated Annual
Incremental Value and Tax Revenue from Proposed Bridge Improvements (at 4 feet)

Incremental Increment Tax
Current Total Assessed Value Revenue to City

Assessed Value (moderate/upper) (moderate/upper)

521,000 - $52,000
$101M $2.0M - $5.0M $9.000 - $22,000
$272M $5.4M - $13.5M $30,000 - $72,000

For the City of Pompano Beach, specifically, the total assessed value of the properties
affected by the proposed improvements at 4 feet increases by $3.5M million to $6.8
million, resulting in an estimated $21,000 (moderate) to $52,000 (upper) in incremental
annual tax revenue to the City of Pompano Beach. At 1 foot heightening, the estimated
annual tax increment revenue is between $10,000 and $31,000 as summarized in the
following table.

Figure 6: City of Pompano Beach & City of Fort Lauderdale - Estimated Annual
Incremental Value and Tax Revenue (at 1 foot)

Incremental Increment Tax

Current Total Assessed Value Revenue to City
Assessed Value (moderate/upper) (moderate/upper)
$10,000 - $31,000
$101M $1.0M - $3.0M $4,000 - $13,000
$272M $2.7M - $8.1M $14,000 - $44,000

B. Value Impact on Waterfront Properties from Bridge Heightening

While The proposed roadway improvements associated with raising the McNab Road
bridge benefits the broader residential and commercial developments in the surrounding
area, an additional four feet in bridge height can prospectively provide an additional
premium to waterfront homes and commercial development to the south of the bridge.

As we understand, the bridge height is currently seven (7) feet at mean high tide. Though
it is extremely difficult to narrowly define the type and length and/or type of vessels that
could currently fit under the bridge (at maximum high tide), we have spoken with industry
professional and recreational boaters to gain some understanding of these factors and,
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particularly, gain some understanding as to how much more opportunity exists for
accommodating a larger number of vessels should the bridge be raised.

Under the current height, the bridge generally allows for vessels of various types
including but not limited to: center-consoles up to roughly 30+’ in length (depending
upon type of fixed top in place) with a fixed top, but does not allow for features such
as radar-arch or outriggers to be placed above the fixed top; or, cabin cruisers less
than 30+’ in length (with no features above a fixed top).

Raising the McNab Road bridge an additional four (4) feet (or a total 11 foot clearance)
would certainly provide for a greater range of boat volume capable of accessing the
open waterways to the east for those residences south of the bridge. This would likely
include larger center-console of cabin cruiser vessels greater than 40’. However, it
would not allow for vessels such as a sport-fisherman (at least those greater than 30+’)
to clear the bridge —which is a vessel type that is prevalent in the South Florida boating
market.

Nonetheless, the fact is that a four (4) foot increase does provide opportunities for larger
vessels which then leads to a core question for this study to answer: how does the
expanded potential for larger boats impact property values?

In the effort to answer this question, we followed the same methodology as outlined
above in pursuing literature review on this subject. However, the fact is, the question of
impacts specifically from raising a bridge is even more unique than obtaining information
on more generalized roadway/streetscape improvements. Nevertheless, and as part of
this effort, we identified a case study example of a capital improvements project in St.
Petersburg, Florida that targets new construction to the 40" Avenue NE Bridge.

In August of 2017, a site inspection of the bridge uncovered serious deterioration and
“hidden” structural issues” which eventually led to the City developing the 40th Avenue
NE Bridge capital improvements project. At an estimated cost of $7.8 million, the
construction of the bridge is scheduled to begin in the 4th Quarter of 2020. The project
focuses on three key factors: use safety, accessibility and aesthetics. The project
includes increasing the height bridge by five feet as well as provide for pedestrian and
bicycle paths.

Regarding accessibility, the bridge separates the subdivisions of Shore Acres to the north
from the subdivision of Snell Isle to the south. Under current conditions, boat owners on
the south side of the bridge (Snell Isle) have deep water access via bayous and deep-
water canals leading to Tampa Bay. Boat owners on the north side of the bridge also
have deep water access but are limited as to the size of boat that can maneuver under
the bridge at high fide. Consequently, some boat owners living on the north side of the

10
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bridge would have to wait for low tide in order to return to their boat dock, which at times
contributed to significant inconveniences.

Over the course of numerous public meetings there was a line of reasoning, that
increasing the height of the bridge would increase property values for homes on the north
side of the bridge. However, all of the points put forth were based on qualitative
assumptions including commentary from:

Pinellas County Property Appraiser’s office — "it is possible that the new bridge will
increase property values north of the span. As a general rule, the values are definitely
higher on the south than the north," he said. "l think if you can get bigger boats in there,
it could have an effect.”

Former Chair of the Florida Real Estate Appraisal Board —was not sure that there will be
a "huge" effect on the approximately 500 waterfront homes north of the bridge." It will
enable those on the water to have slightly larger boats, but as to whether it's going to
be a significant increase, | don't know. However, there could be a negative effect to
home owners on either end of the bridge where the deck height is going to be slightly
higher and that's not going to be beneficial *

Chairman of the Pinellas Realtor Organization —the new bridge "is probably going to
positively affect the values of everybody simply because it's a new bridge and it
enhances the look coming into the neighborhood, but to create a building boom, no."
"People don't buy homes to park a big boat," he said. "They buy homes because they
want to live on the water. The amount of properties this would affect is minimal. The
difference in the size of boats that they are going to be able to accommodate is
negligible in value.”

Though limited insight was obtained from the literature review, another method of
assessing the impact on water-front property value from restrictive structures was
undertaken and represents a comparative assessment of property values within
Pompano Beach within which a waterfront residential neighborhood is bifurcated by a
fixed bridge and for which access to open water is potentially restricted on one side of
the neighborhood.

As part of this process, the initial step is to identify the waterfront properties that are
directly affected by the potential height increase of the McNab Road bridge; or, those
homes south of McNab Road bridge and east of the 18th Avenue bridge - which is even
more restricted with a height of __ feet (mean high tide). Even if the 18t Avenue bridge
is potentially raised an additional 1foot as proposed, this limited bridge heightening is
deemed to have a marginal effect on increased demand for larger vessels — at least
compared to a 4 foot increase.

11
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In light of this, there are 393 waterfront residential parcels between the McNab Road
bridge and 18t Avenue bridge and 258 of them are in Pompano Beach comprising alll
condominiums and 1 commercial use. The commercial building represents a waterfront
dining establishment for which the current bridge height is reportedly an impediment to
supporting a greater base of visitor demand from larger vessels. These properties are
highlighted in the following map.

Figure 7: Map of Waterfront Tax Analysis Between McNab and 18th Ave Bridges

Waterfront Parcels
18th Ave Bridge
199 E. McNab Rd.
City of Fort Lauderdale
City of Pompano Beach

e ————— @
[ adml 0 125 250 500 Feet

Based upon the BCPA database, the total residential taxable value in Pompano Beach
for these parcels is $20.8 million and the total commercial taxable value in Pompano
Beach is $1.1 million. The total residential and commercial taxable value for this area in
both Pompano Beach and Ft. Lauderdale combined is $61.6 million.

12
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Figure 8: Waterfront Property Taxable Value Overview (Homes between McNab Road
and 18th Ave Bridges)

Pompano
Beach Ft. Lauderdale

Non Homesteaded Parcels 126 47 173
Non Homesteaded Parcels Taxable Value $15,141,640 $12,614,680 $27,756,320
Homesteaded Parcels 132 88 220
Homesteaded Parcels Taxable Value $5,710,380 $28,167,410 $33,877,790
Commercial Parcels 1 NA 1
Commercial Parcels Taxable Value $1,053,300 NA $1,053,300

With an identification and understanding of value associated with the water-front
properties most affected by the McNab Road bridge, the next step is to gain insight into
property valuation differentials within which a waterfront residential neighborhood is
bifurcated by a fixed bridge and for which access to open water is potentially restricted
on one side of the neighborhood. that currently exist between properties north of the
McNab Road bridge and south of the McNab Road bridge.

At the outset, the analysis focuses on the two comparative neighborhoods situated
directly north and south of the bridge and shown in the map below.

13
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Figure 9: Map of Comparative Neighborhoods North and South of McNab Road Bride

North of McNab Bridge
@ 18th Ave Bridge
@ 199 E. McNab Rd.

City of Fort Lauderdale

City of Pompano Beach

As shown above, these are two residential neighborhoods with single family homes along
interior canals that, within a short distance, lead to the main waterway providing access
to the Intfracoastal. There are 21 homes in the neighborhood south of McNab Road
bridge and 99 homes to the north of the bridge. The following table provides a snapshot
of sales volume and value activity since 2010 according to BCPA.

14
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Figure 10: North and South Neighborhoods - Housing Sales and Value Comparison
(2010-2019)

# of SF  # of Sales Avg Sales $
Homes since 2010 Avg. Size (SF) since 2010 Avg $ Per Sq Ft

Avg Market
Value

99 39 1,922 $490,308 $267.86 $531,842

21 27 2,188 $548,726 $261.70 $536,115

As illustrated above, the average home size in the southern neighborhood is roughly 10
percent larger (or 266+ square feet) compared to the north. Accordingly, the average
sales price in the south was $548,000 compared to $490,000 in the north. However, on a
per square foot basis, residential property values to the north are actually 2.5+ percent
higher than to the south which is the effective metric for assessing comparative value.
Importantly, we recognize herein that there may be outlying factors affecting sales
activity within any given area during any given time, including the condition of homes,
access to parks/open space, and/or school district; and, therefore it is extremely difficult
to do an apples-to apples comparison without significant due diligence (and beyond
the scope of this assignment). Nonetheless, this provides some indication of valuation
between proximate residential communities that are separated by a fixed bridge.
Importantly, we recognize that a few properties within the south sector have
comparatively less waterfront than others in the neighborhood homes and, therefore,
providing for a larger boat is not an option. However, in the context of this analysis, it is
deemed negligible to the overall valuation.

In addition to this neighborhood comparison, we completed the same analysis for two
other neighborhoods the City of Pompano Beach identified as: 11t Avenue bridge and
12th Street bridge. A map and overview of sale activity for the two comparative analyses
is provided in the Appendix. In sum, the differential for the 12t Street neighborhood
scenario indicates a nearly 3 percent premium for waterfront homes with no fixed bridge,
while the 11" Avenue bridge indicates a 7 percent premium for homes with no fixed
bridge.

Lastly, in an effort to further investigate the prospective differential in property values that
may be affected bounded by fixed structures, we spoke informally with real estate
representatives experienced in waterfront homes sales in South Florida and affiliated with
prominent companies such as Douglas Elliman and Beachfront Realty. Though it was
complicated to obtain a more defined quantitative analysis, there was clear consensus
that comparable waterfront homes in communities or proximate areas that are
separated by a relatively low fixed bridge (in this case considered to be less than 10+
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feet) versus homes with no fixed bridge, there is a measurable value differential and even
as much as 20+ percent. As the discussion focused more intently on the value differential
for comparable waterfront homes obstructed by a low fixed bridge (7+') and a slightly
higher fixed bridge (11+’), the answers were somewhat ambiguous; but, there seemed
to be an agreement that it would be a 10 percent premium at the very maximum.

As a result of the homes sales comparative analysis, coupled with anecdotal discussions
with industry professionals, the value premium for comparable waterfront with access to
open water, and obstructed by a 7' bridge and 11’ bridge would be 3 percent (modest)
to 6 percent (upper) which is in addition to the enhanced value accruing to these
waterfront homes resulting from roadway/streetscape improvements noted above.
Therefore, utilizing the current taxable data for the waterfront residential and commercial
properties set forth in Figure 10 above, the following is a summary of additional
incremental tax and tax revenue to the City of Pompano Beach and City of Fort
Lauderdale on affected waterfront properties.

Figure 11: City of Pompano Beach & City of Fort Lauderdale - Estimated Annual
Incremental Value and Tax Revenue (Added Value from 4 foot Heightening)

Incremental Increment Tax

Current Total Assessed Value Revenue to City
Assessed Value (moderate/upper) (moderate/upper)

Pompano Beach $21.9M $660K - $1.3M $4,000 - $8,000
$40.0M S1.2M - $2.4M $5,000 - $10,000

$61.9M $1.9M - $3.7M $9,000 - $18,000

In all, and accounting for the impact from bridge/streetscape improvements on
surrounding properties (outlined section A above), as well as the additional premium on
waterfront properties (outlined in Section B above), the following is a summary of
aggregated incremental value and tax revenue to the City of Pompano Beach and City
of Fort Lauderdale from the McNab Road bridge improvements. Note, the combined
incremental value increase (A + B), only applies to the 4 foot heightening since it was
determined that the 1 foot heightening has a negligible impact on added value
premium.

16
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Figure 12: City of Pompano Beach & City of Fort Lauderdale - Estimated Annual
Incremental Value and Tax Revenue from Impact on Surrounding Properties and Added
Value from 4 foot Bridge Heightening)

$4.1M - $9.8M $25,000 - $60,000
$3.2M - §7.4M 14,000 - $32,000
$7.3M - $17.2M $39,000 - $92,000

As summarized above, and for City of Pompano Beach, specifically, the total assessed
value of the properties affected by the proposed improvements increases by $4.1M
million to $9.8 million, resulting in an estimated $25,000 (moderate) to $60,000 (upper) in
annual incremental tax revenue.

In addition to the impact on properties to the south of McNab Road bridge, there is one
property to the north for which an additional benefit wil be gained by the
bridge/roadway improvement beyond the 5 percent (upper) limit. This represents the
property located at the northwest quadrant of the bridge which is comprised of a 21 unit
condominium building with a total taxable value of $2.0 million (or $95,000 per unit). As
part of the bridge improvement/heightening, the City may consider acquiring the
commercial property immediately west of the condominium to allow forimproved ingress
and egress to the property and overall aesthetic improvement along McNab Road. It
would provide the condominium with an enhanced entrance feature and upgraded
parking area. Based upon the research and analysis herein, this could potentially provide
a 5 to 10 percent increase to condominium value above the increase captured in the
overall analysis of surrounding properties. An additional 10 percent incremental value
increase vyields $210,000 in total taxable value. Additionally, the acquisition could
potentially provide for the development of three townhomes that potentially provides an
estimated $1.0+ million in net new taxable value to the City's tax base. To maintain a
relatively conservative position, this added value has not been included within the
incremental tax revenue impact figures outlined above; however, if implemented, would
certainly provide support for Pompano Beach to achieve the “upper” level evaluation.

17
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18" AVENUE BRIDGE

As prefaced, the analysis herein also considers the prospective improvement of the 18th
Avenue bridge, located two-thirds of a mile southwest of the McNab Road bridge. This
proposed improvement is limited a 1 foot height increase. After all of the research
completed for the McNab Road bridge assessment, and with it the challenges of
quantifying a four foot heightening, the impact on surrounding waterfront properties from
a one foot increase is considered to be marginal since it would be very limited in the
amount of added and/or larger vessels to which is served. Therefore, the analysis for the
18th Street bridge is primarily relegated to the impacts that the bride and related
streetscape improvements would have on surrounding waterfront and non-waterfront
home in the surrounding area.

Utilizing the same methodology of assessing residential properties within 1/3 mile and
commercial properties within 500’ of the bridge, the following map outlines the affected

property boundary.

Figure 13: 18t Avenue Bridge — Map of Residential (1/3 mile) and Commercial (500’
feet) Properties

18
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1/3 Mile Residential (excluding overlap)

500 Ft Comm (excluding overlap)
@ 18th Ave Bridge

City of Fort Lauderdale

City of Pompano Beach

O

0 250 S00 1,000 Feet

Based upon data from BCPA, and assuming that the incremental value increase to these
properties ranges from 1 to 3 percent, the following table summarizes the incremental
taxable value and tax revenue to Pompano Beach and Fort Lauderdale.
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Figure 14: City of Pompano Beach & City of Fort Lauderdale - Estimated Annual
Incremental Value and Tax Revenue (from Proposed 18t Avenue Bridge 1 Foot
Heightening)

Incremental Increment Tax
Current Total Assessed Value Revenue to City
Assessed Value (moderate/upper) (moderate/upper)

52,000 - 56,000
Ft. Lauderdale $63.6M $636K - S1.9M $2,800 - $8,300

$96.3M $963K - $2.8M $4,800 - $14,300

However, in light of these boundaries, the analysis needs to consider any overlay
between those properties affected by the 18M Avenue bridge should the McNab Road
bridge be implemented as well. In other words, the benefit does not double for those
properties that are affected by both the bridge improvements. Though there may be
some marginal increased benefit to be argued, we believe it's inconsequential in this
case. Therefore, removing the overlapping properties would result in an incremental
annual fax revenue of $2,000 to $6,000 to the Pompano Beach and $2,800 $8,300 to Fort
Lauderdale.
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MEMORANDUM

Randall Overton, M.P.A.
Chief, Permits Division

To: Coast Guard Seventh District

' Bridge Administration

909 SE 1% Avenue, Suite 432
Miami, FL 33131

From: Matthew Fursetzer, P.E.
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

Date: November 14, 2019

Subject: McNab Road Bridge (#868108) over the South Florida Water Management District

C-14 Canal Replacement, City of Pompano Beach Project 19357, Broward County, FL

DRAFT Navigational Needs Study

BACKGROUND

The City of Pompano Beach, Florida is replacing the existing McNab Road bridge over the
Cypress Creek C-14 Canal in Broward County, Florida to address the functionally obsolete
components of the bridge. The existing bridge does not provide a shoulder for motorists and
the total width does not meet current standards. This project is being funded through
General Obligation Bonds approved by City residents.

Currently, the bridge provides approximately 6.0’ of clearance from mean sea level. The
purpose of this report is to document the height of the existing boats currently passing under
the McNab Road Bridge and to assist in the evaluation of the vertical clearance requirements
of the new bridge.

The assessment takes into consideration the existing constraints to navigation for vessels
which may reasonably navigate the C-14 Canal in the study area and provides a basis for
establishing the vertical and horizontal clearances for the proposed McNab Road bridge
replacement.

DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS
Public Outreach

The City hosted public outreach meetings on April 17, 2019 and June 19, 2019. Attendees
requested that the bridge replacement options consider increased vertical clearance for
boaters.
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Figure 1: Existing Bridge

South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD)

A vertical clearance requirement of 6.0’ above the design water surface elevation of +1.9’
NGVD was provided by SFWMD in a letter dated July 15, 2019 (Exhibit A). Existing survey
data indicates that the existing vertical clearance at the center of the canal is approximately
7.0’ above the design water surface elevation provided by SFWMD. Providing additional
vertical clearance is not required to meet SFWMD criteria.

Constraints

Requirements of the general obligation bond purchase prevent construction outside City right
of way. Based on input received from SFWMD and the City’s public outreach meetings, the
project team evaluated the maximum amount the roadway could be raised without requiring
construction outside existing City right of way, obstructing sight distance, or adversely
affecting adjacent property access. The preliminary analysis indicates that the maximum
change in roadway elevation considering these constraints is 2.5’. The design of the bridge
superstructure has not been completed. Based on a 16” superstructure depth, the vertical
clearance could be 9.5’ above the +1.9° NGVD design water surface elevation based on the
preliminary design. Exhibit B shows the preliminary profile and limits of reconstruction
associated with raising the bridge.

PUBLIC OUTREACH APPROACH AND METHODOLOGY

The project team submitted a bridge project questionnaire in August 2019. The US Coast
Guard (USCG) advised the team that a USCG bridge permit including navigation impact study
would be required. The USCG noted that the public outreach should focus on properties south
and west of the subject bridge.
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A meeting was held on September 13, 2019 with the USCG to discuss the proposed public
outreach and survey methodology. A desktop review of the study area was conducted using
aerial photography to identify the extent and type of vessel traffic and waterway characteristics
within the study area. Based on this review, the boundary of the study area (Figure 2) was
defined as the waterfront users between the McNab Road Bridge and the NE 18" Avenue
Bridge. Vessels traveling the waterway south of the McNab Road Bridge are limited by the
NE 18" Avenue bridge which provides clearance similar to the existing McNab Road Bridge.

iy : N
: L pwil ma adRmaN,,
2 v ey g s )

* >

Imagery 2019 Google, Imagery ©2019 Maxar Technologies, U.S. Geological Survey, Map data ©2019  S00h

Figure 2: Project Study Area Boundary

A boat survey mailing was sent to waterfront landowners between the McNab Road and NE
18" Avenue Bridges. The responses from the survey are included in Exhibit C. Over 100
letters were sent via US mail. A copy of the mailing list is included in Exhibit D.

CONCLUSION

The survey response rate was 32%
Survey results included a range of vertical clearance requirements between 5’ and 14’
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Exhibit A

SFWMD LETTER DATED JULY 15, 2019
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SoUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

July 15, 2019

Matthew Fursetzer, P.E.
Kimley Horn

1920 Wekiva Way, Suite 200
West Palm Beach, FI 33411

Subject: Canal Design information for the Replacementof the SE 15™ Street Bridge
crossing C-14, Right of Way Permit 972.

Matthew Fursetzer:

This letter is in response to your written request seeking information relating to the canal
design information for the replacement of the SE 15h Street Bridge crossing the C-14

Canal. Based on your submittal, the canal design section at this location consists of the
following:

Canal Design Information

Canal Section:
Bottom Elevation: (-)15.0' NGVD
Bottom Width: 80 feet
Side Slopes: 1V:2H

Hydraulic Information:
Design Water Surface Elevation: 1.9" NGVD/MSL
Tidal

Required Vertical Clearance:

The required minimum vertical clearance acceptable at this location is (6) feet above the
design water surface elevation or higher. However, Applicants are advised that the US.
Coast Guard and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers may set more stringent requirements for
structures in coastal section of canals.

Required Horizontal Clearances:

The center span must be centered on the centerline of the channel. The center span
must have a minimum clear opening of 25 feet as measured from the faces of the pile
bents. Approach spans must have a minimum spacing of 20 feet as measured on centers.

3301 Gun Club Road, West Palm Beach, Florida 33405 » (361) 686-8800 » 1-800-422-245 » www.sfwmd gov
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Professional Engineer’s Certification Required

Any pedestrian or vehicular bridge crossing must be designed by a professional engineer
registered in the State of Florida. The professional engineer is required to affix his/her
seal to at least one set of record permit application drawings.

Bridge Hydraulic Report

N/A Not needed for Structures located downstream of the coastal water control structure.

Section 408 Review

N/A Not needed for Structures locate downstream of the coastal water control structure.
Cross Sections:

For the District to determine if clean-out or excavation of the channel is necessary at the
point of a proposed crossing, the applicant must provide cross sections of the canal. For
this project, the applicant is required to provide a minimum of four (4) existing canal cross
sections: One at the existing upstream and downstream of the existing structure and one
on each side taken at 25 feet upstream and 25 feet downstream of the proposed faces of
the bridge. The cross sections must be taken perpendicular to the centerline of the
channel. Soundings for cross sections are to be taken at a maximum of 10-foot intervals,
from top of bank to top of bank and tied into the canal right of way lines. The cross
sections must be plotted on standard 10 X 10 cross section paper or a similar CAD
drawing and have the design canal section superimposed on each section. Mean Sea
Level (MSL) or National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD) must be used as datum and
English or a combination of English and equivalent metric units of measure are to be
employed.

Excavation:

If excavation is required to achieve the required canal design section, the limits of
excavation to the design section shall extend outwardly a distance of 25 feet upstream
and downstream from the faces of the proposed crossing with adequate transitions back
to the existing channel section at both ends. The limits of the excavated area and
transitions into the existing section must be shown on both the plan and profile view of
the application drawings. Also, please refer to the section below titled “Financial
Assurances’” for requirements relating to required excavation.

Restrictions to Flow during Construction:

The South Florida Water Management District is under no obligation to allow canal flows
to be impeded or restricted to facilitate the construction of a crossing. If there is a
possibility that the permittee’s contractor will request the use of coffer dams or earthen
fills that will encroach into the channel, such proposals mustbe included in the application.
Applicants are strongly encouraged to advise potential bidders of the prohibition to
blocking or interfering with canal flows so that bid proposals account for this restriction.
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In those instances where the District determines that the temporary restriction or blocking
of a channel is feasible, the District will dictate the manner and length of time the canal
may be impacted. The applicant will be required to prepare a sequence of work,
equipment and personnel lists, and a work schedule for review by the District.

District Access:

Not a requirement for this location

Staging Areas

Not a requirement at this location

Relocations:

It is the applicant's sole responsibility to determine if any existing installations located
within the District’s right of way will be impacted by the proposed work and for any
notification and/or coordination with the owners of existing facilities. Under no
circumstances will the District be responsible for any relocation costs or liabilities, either
direct or indirect, which are necessitated by the applicant’s proposed work.

Requirements are Subject to Change

In managing its canal and levee system, the District must, from time to time, change its
criteria and permit requirements based on regional and site-specific conditions.
Applicants are cautioned that the information provided in this letter is based on the best
available information at the time the letter is written but is subject to change. This is
particularly true when applicants delay months or years in submitting an application for
permit. Therefore, the rules, criteria and requirements in effect at the time a formal
application is received for review will be applied to the permit application.

As always, the District’'s Right of Way staff is available to assist you with completion of
your application and to answer questions you may have about the process and

requirements. If you have any questions or need assistance, please feel free to contact
this office directly.

Sincerely,

ey

Beverly Miller

Right of Way Specialist-Senior

Right of Way Section

South Field Operations

South Florida Water Management District
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Exhibit B

PRELIMINARY PROFILE & LIMITS OF
RECONSTRUCTION ASSOCIATED WITH
RAISING THE BRIDGE
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Exhibit C
NAVIGATION SURVEYS
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER: )
Lew Allew (Yoo ME 19 JIfE Y270 g59¢

KT LAupthbALL & 33308

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

PLEASURE COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)
MOTOR /) SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER
VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

LENGTH ﬁ )TJ BEAM g DRAFT 57 TONNAGE f; HORSEPOWER’--Z-S: 0

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet) / O =

7/
VERTICLE CLEARANCE__ /0 3
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE _ /()

WATERWAY INFORMATION:
- | , /v ) J
NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle) / 4V fw’f(; Ugli./ - %Wc (754 / CAA_/, /& 2oy),

NEW RIVER ~ LOXAHATCHEERIVER  SAINT LUCIE RIVER
DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)
/ YEs ] No

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALL%EAR—ROUND/ AY NIGHT
"-._,___________._._-—-"'"

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: G4~ & i -
o

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1,2014:

We ww/ap ke 4y ree +4t 6f.‘47{(]4£ ,rqgt:ﬂp
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:
+ doav Bawgudv © R
14 Lwﬁmss‘ ([uls D@ {5t g7 {075”/\77‘3)“’%7//

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

EASUR ) COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

E DN
MOTOR , SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER
e

SSEL DIMENSIONS:

LENGTH Z( BEAM ’g DRAFT__“Z— TONNAGE HORSEPOWER‘—Z/S-D

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

VERTICLE CLEARANCE t@ \L‘F

HORIZANTALCLEARANCE g :éé

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME _OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

YES NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY YEAR ROUND DAY NI

TIMES OF DAY USED MOsT;__ (7 etV — @ (e

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1,2014:



https://HORSEPOWER'-Z,.51
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NAVIGATION SURVEY
INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:
Dan Blankstrom 6250 NE 19" Terrace, Fort Lauderdale, FL 33308 281-802-1211

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

OMMERCIAL LICENSED UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL.: (Please circle one)

SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER VESSEL
DIMENSIONS:

LENGTH 26’ BEAM 8 2> DRAFT 26” TONNAGE 6000 LBS HORSEPOWER Dual 150’s
BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

VERTICLE CLEARANCE 7 ©

HORIZANTALCLEARANCE 8 % ¢

WATERWAY INFORMATION:
NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

G o

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY § EAR—ROUND

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: AM

COMMENTS: The increasing sea levels will shorten the daily
window to successfully get under the McNab bridge in the coming
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years. Both Pompano and Fort Lauderdale boaters use this
passageway to motor through this area. Increasing the height of the

bridge will benefit all who pass under it.

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1, 2014:
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE

q Gr__ and Mila Y‘a's Puckley (Lf()?) Z9 5~ L.g-'{*"l
el : a
Y‘léges*”OﬂE Drive, Or[qvu:lo

Addres»33 06
WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please mrcle one)

PLEASURE COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)
MOTOR SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER
VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

LENGTH BEAM DRAFT TONNAGE HORSEPOWER'-------

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

VERTICLE CLEARANCE
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER
DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

YES NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY YEAR-ROUND DAY NIGHT

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST:

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS, PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1,2014:

y: Wo A wit g a  yosael o0 awe. ol of iy,
Me. ,
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:

Kevin /508 NS ASY Y465 9507
R NE (S o FF ‘/,_m/.afpro[/q& . 22308

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

PLEASURE COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS: ;
: 7

Eoa 4 ¢ o
LENGTH ﬁ BEAM d: g DRAFT 3 TONNAGE “ HORSEP0’\7\/ER'-'.~'3g.D

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

p
VERTICLE CLEARANCE d 7
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE O

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle) C:Wp,—qg (r&é C-1¥ %' jﬁ‘%@fﬁ ﬁ"/

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLWYEAR-ROUND-BPAY NIGHT

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST; ﬂz"m“f? 6\540-} fo ‘@eﬂ/ﬂf Cﬂ"f//\?/iy

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUS BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1,2014:

hase o Qi o0 ler g Ooad becaise T laares
oM Ands R 45 @:éf ¢ Aigh ya i
é@%,#w o 107 & A;/; Lde 7 codd
A'm:,{ & Acl‘ﬂ( —%’;0 /4\)'7;—//8!{ VLY Wo/Vils. BRAVD. 5 1 G/ /:V [y &
7 I, bar 2 # X a Vel e/ (A€ ;) u Od a0 O ) £

'.J 2 4 70 F "' o

(7




NAVIGATION SURVEY

USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:

L3V NE s Y o

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

PLEASURE COMMERCIAL LICENSED UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

LENGTH BEAM DRAFT TONNAGE HORSEPOWER'-------

—

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

VERTICLE CLEARANCE wﬂi%}'“s Yo k25 \ns e A(0

HORIZANTALCLEARANCE ____ d,i); OCrMine S ze 0S5 Lo \
A

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

—e—-:—'—-‘_

YES NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY NIGHT

TS OB DAY VUSEDMOST: 200

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.

COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1, 2014:
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Attach t3
Page 10 of 53 NAVIGATION SURVEY
USER INFORMATION:
NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER: ]
ﬁ’-—b\bé‘ﬂ + BVL gy W2y n O [431/ bl - 274 0

[RYINC LS CF- " Foek Landecddl AL 32208 (45y) B¢ -7
WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

@ COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

1 " [} L/} "
LENGTH_ 25 ¥ BEAM_ & ¢ DRAFT_ /7 TONNAGE HORSEPOWER'-H{H"

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

'
VERTICLE CLEARANCE 7
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE ¥ 7¢ "’

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

(,‘VP’—C-SJ' (7’((/(, C,Z'r-'alf/

SAINT L

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

@

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY (YEAR-ROUND)DAY NIGHT

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST:_& "1 -~ & PM

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1.2014:

The (ovrent fursht ol e éndee J 5 ﬂ@/zef’mzs 4
Z1215 ALdes o /ztdﬁf A 5 ﬁf«fdfgé 7’1@/@/ e
Rasserl by al [é5/ G Lef
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:

“Kebex7 —DAVLS
Na_<ypncss Qb Tie #1277 “Rmpaimd “Bend, 75Y-22 Y6708

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SA[L FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

LENGTH 2. BEAM 8.5 DRAFT 22 TONNAGE — HORSEPOWER'Z0

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

{
VERTICLE CLEARANCE__ 79
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE 8.5

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle) %/ C’ﬁ/\Jﬂ/
NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEERIVER ~ * SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

@NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle) .

SEASONALLY (YEAR-ROUND/DAY NIGHT

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST:_ 28/ J{7 /7%/

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1.2014:

Briclic e eambb nd @ ¥ A 12 76 Latd
76 Nﬁ‘t/)/(;ﬁ’f?’ %ﬂ,}c{ Lz //f}’( TIAE
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USER INFORMATION:

NA ‘E ADDRBSS & PHONE NUMBE]C 9_54 92 301 5‘-/ g‘_}

L0360 €. 6N 6.
‘-‘ﬁo'uf.a((ux_d

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

g COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

LENGTH 26 BEAM ‘} DRAFTL‘ TONNAGE HORSEPOWER‘-—--Z

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

VERTICLE CLEARANCE
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE A

WATERWAY INFORMATION:
NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALL EAR-ROUND) DAY NIGHT
TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: [ !(Eﬂ

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST EI RECIEVED BY NOVE]VYBERI 2019

—hpoeot
()

L oate b . L_?!w aeung 4o an(/é/mm,
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:
e e .
Kused! EAward, 64| NE 20 Tevrucy, Fort [a-deleh, Fe 35308 9S1-§0Y-22L

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:
' 3 ‘
LenGTH 22 _peam_(67 DRAFT_A TONNAGE HORSEPOWER'-—-- [ 5()

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

/7
VERTICLE CLEARANCE P!l
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

(NEW RIVER®  LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER @

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

¢YES) NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY@;()UN\D‘ AY NIGHT
TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: 21) ah:‘ﬂa&

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.

COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1, 2014:

Hello, My vecael ‘. wet clears e Mehid %oad
Loedoe . butt with +he! Kwe Tdes, T woudd Imaqive
Had CLH ok the bogters 4 Hﬁ Quth of the HcNeab
Zoad ordeg lave beow wunabl Yo aieess the L{Jakﬂc7
b He Novth (C-14) af one Time o dvothers A -
I am_Certay {—s o dtee e fust, iF would be yeey cz?)’mcz {

L~ olots fs b made m Qc@h‘jﬁms te ‘Mh‘“'\s o€ the b'ﬂcﬂgéw‘z; W“g‘”‘w
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:

[CATRRIN FAANESAN

RGO NE X ™ T ORT (AODERNAE  Fr "5350X

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

PLEASURE COMMERCIAL LICENSED UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION: NONE AT PRESEN T

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)
MOTOR SAIL  FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER
VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

LENGTH BEAM DRAFT TONNAGE HORSEPOWER'-------

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

VERTICLECLEARANCE
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)
_ NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER
7 DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)
" YES NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY YEAR-ROUND DAY NIGHT

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST:

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL S AND REQUI ~PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMKTION NECESSARY (TO HELP US\FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1. 2014:
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:

TAadice olealuy 0 R ee ;
620D AE |9 CLuoe jf()ﬁmo,%ﬁ I330%
U ‘-// ¢

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

MOTOR  SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER
VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

LENGTH BEAM DRAFT TONNAGE HORSEPOWER'-------
BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

VERTICLE CLEARANCE
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle) |y C /\-)A:g M %__,\; .Q%Q ~

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

Clan f) Apd D
DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)
YES NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY YEAR-RO DAY NIGHT

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST:

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1,2014:

j«mu),_) ~ Yo pl T e S el ST — MO

P Q\‘?‘)K“‘I .
E—— - =
Q'“a C‘ﬁ..g < EBC’A} b i ;&%&i&fq "mc_ﬁkf—f.“ft_

e A_..;J‘ < \

'k-—l:'v'!‘-'\__) T
D
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:
~
A L3Yo (\jl:: \C\_I»\j_gftrntf’

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one) Yo -4 - 3 59 &

PLEASURE COMMERCIAL  LICENSED UNLICENSED

S———

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

MOTOR SAIL  FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

—— e e,

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

e

- 5 PN
LENGTH _l_ l=, BEAM R.'}) DRAFT TONNAGE Y HORSEPOWER'-J-(:‘-'-

(@)

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

VERTICLE CLEARAN CEi
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE _Ll'}_

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

ES . NO
WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY YEAR-ROUND DAY NIGHT

—

o WA - p HZe
TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: ij = ( 2

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1,2014:
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:

et e Mo;/ g5l A ZotS ﬁ,— /z—a,.(ff Lovde=stels, By
S¢l —2ot “Tesiy

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

-

2 R 1) COMMERCIAL LICENSED UNLICENSED

VESSELINFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)
@) SAIL  FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER
VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

P l=

i 3 "
LENGTH_—2~ BEAM__Y__DRAFT /S TONNAGE HORSEPOWER'--:-Z:-

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

1
VERTICLECLEARANCE /2 4
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE _~4

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)
NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

Es  No

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY AR-ROUND)IDAY NIGHT

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST:; /2" 252~ — “5}"‘“

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1.2014:

L e A ooy RS DVl

—y 7+ '-?"1;,0 s = cofl %r«(, le o il

FLis 2 ecccqplelle. T ol CodA
bLore Lot Ao Lot 1P L A

A i -

Te fodir s _Ju_ oe _puiseh
=/ et /MJ‘f"
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER: - )
Wt kAo TUrTh oy S 023 Ne  Fndhudodl. £ 3330y

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

COMMERCIAL LICENSED UNLICENSED .
Jh Wi /4 Gler (/e

VESSEL INFORMATION: /) Pl s F oy
ok T Codld us G, cvaden NN Lurderda D

TYPE Y@SEL: (Please circle one)
)

MOTO SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

p ;. & o
LENGTH I ) BEAM_// _DRAFT_.J TONNAGE HORSEPOWER 2L

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

/
VERTICLE CLEARANCE__/( 2
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE ﬂ j r

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER
DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)
YES NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?

(Please Circle)
)

SEASONALLY(YEAR-ROUND DAY NIGHT

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: CL[' [ (j%/

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.

COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1, 2014:
__I/J pmAn) Bz)ue.lquj— Ev.c:l:‘;JJ Buc-l:;,.,ﬂ bm/L ﬁ[wid

[J\pr‘}'l.fl G £--=A‘1La,-‘ Tlann /(.,{(;A_.ﬂ’ -J..Ff«tﬁ_}; 553- :7
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Kimley»Horn

October 1, 2019
Dear Property Owner:

RE: McNab Road Bridge Replacement
Pompano Bond Project No. 19357

The City of Pompano Beach is replacing the McNab Road Bridge to improve safety and provide
pedestrian accommodations. Part of the approval process for the bridge replacement requires input
from waterway users in the area. You are receiving this letter since your property has access to the
Cypress Creek C-14 Canal and information about how you use the waterway is required. Please fill out
the attached survey and return by November 1, 2019. Surveys can be mailed to Kimley-Horn and
Associates, Inc., Attention Matthew Fursetzer, P.E. at 1920 Wekiva Way, Suite 200, West Palm Beach,
Florida 33411 or sent via email to matthew.fursetzer@kimley-horn.com. For additional information, you
can also contact: Fernand Thony, P.E. GO Bond Engineering Project Manager.100 W Atlantic Blvd
Pompano Beach, Florida, 33050 Tel: (954) 928-5248

Sincerely,

Meessec Lrd—

Matthew Fursetzer, P.E.

IR, FURSESZEX,

FleAssE KEEP me  advisee] of Ay Progesss
gwd I UAPE Yoo Fo Study pll gprians Haat il
Preovide  MAGNERS with +he h d‘j}a&s-} Bidsé Clsaanc

?W dnew. Kelley @ me. com
A (95%) 383 - 5196

Usce M A Vot

1920 Wekiva Way, Suite 200; West Palm Beach, FL. 33411

| s61-845-0665


https://kimley-horn.com
https://J,,jhesl-73tL'f.Jc
mailto:matthew.fursetzer@kimley-horn.com
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, S8 &PHONE U
,ﬁb ,,42(57 C3/0 WE 197 Trensct s Lavdbale

A/w_fée W; "UC. (GO NME )38 TRtk FadT Lbdedele, L 33308
95Y - 383 ~5196

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

PLEASURE ~ COMMERCIAL UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

MOTOR  SAIL FERRY TUG/BARGE  PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

f (} !
LENGTH 3 3 BEAM / 2 DRAFT 3 TONNAGE HORSEPOWER'—i-O--O

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

1ot o ;
VERTICLECLEARANCEE b Q FooT (& ivcheS

HORIZANTALCLEARANCE /2" /7 gpo7

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER
DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

YES NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY(YEAR-ROUND I@@

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: _é_‘fLL

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1,2014:

L _USE the whteawAy yndeyerth e £, Mepab RA. /SE 1St sim
bnidot for _ry Choekn busivess The Fame bridle must b high
Wl, fo proidt vs with A safe NAYIALIE wAteriay with pccsss
fp;—‘,/z.a’ ?ﬁsu(,ut 54 “Tow anmcl T.Lerf-fﬁ Leviess, ‘PMJ& Ak Hoe
Z"'fg“‘f o~ an./y']éhf D '&;7‘1466'*/ NE 572 J?‘/Jﬂd/ A/&’Jzé‘ySf
o JorT Lpvdendslé.
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME .-\.DDRESS &. PHONE NUMBER:

_JuShin Mark Mm”{ L3220 VE [FthAve 3330
95H-861-76490

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

G‘bmmakcmb LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

@ SAIL ( FISHING )FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER
VESSECDIMENSIONS:

/
LENGTH 33 i BEAM j ! DRAFT 2‘:{}; q'{JT\I{IAGE HORSEPOWER'—M

BRIDGE CLEARANCE RLQUIREMFI\T'S FUR VESSEL: (measured in feet)
VERTICLE CLEA RANL}Z‘. /
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE ___ 5

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

i
S
NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
{Please Circle)}

SEASONALLY nm’ NIGHT

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST; M;_ﬂ Alerocsr ) Lven ‘ﬂj

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED 1SSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY, PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELE FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER

ﬂam; time We Encovnter pot Beng able to Comp  Back
_".*E_I‘ﬂmgﬁ ‘."1’16 émai‘:.ﬂ ﬂm—;n‘: H.‘-‘l}'l ?'H.{P ar m:of f.oie-_ ar asn

SAINT LUCIE RIVER

We am*s an s}}m Hoi tod, (Jur z‘nends
/‘fufﬁl;f/ aad f‘}u dienn have all &57_11!11_4 Namip!'g
up..g{w* fhe ér’*dgd with sueh i +isht Cleare %1 Tﬂ{g,ﬂrﬁgdﬁ'nj oo
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USER INFORMATION: Sumes & Lo Kom z@ﬁ

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER: Gt | NE ﬁf,")?z? Ao
Lol Lavolidpe FC33%03

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (pleage circle one) S Krmbec @/ﬂ? oo wea (14, (045
PsY SL7—02.57%

* COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPFE VESSEL! (Please circle one)
MOTOR  SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT @f@
VESSEL DIMENEIONS;

LENGTH BEAM DRAFT TONNAGE HORSEPOWER -

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

VERTICLE CLEARANCE
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

NEW RIVER  LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER G}" i’q'f ess ek
DO YOU USE MATN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

YES  NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Cirele)

SEASONALLY YEAR-ROUND DAY NIGHT

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST:

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. FLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE,
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1, 2014:

V/mw merP A ﬁ/f"%ﬁrﬂ _ L2 oy C&w,ﬂrﬂﬁﬂ bwgm
bR Luyy Lons T/l (7 Ger,

Wh'ees bwf o (2l Siresr WK@;: ,eéaw (T J
W@ s Lol Q%ﬁ/ﬁr’@ %J@[wd« (L5 b cf?ﬁ:a'mnm?z,i

lbe Wighey (he elWve[ion (Jlaage. W@ (@ [
w(t*m/‘ SOl phea f £ ,fnc A e Laz}mr’i?’
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Pac 33 01 55 NAVIGATION SURVEY
USER INFORMATION:
NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMEER: 4 Y
Isedl EPJATDLS 0A515 Lle
/’/0 UAIEL

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS'

LENGTH_2J3 53w A s 3 TONNAGE? HORSEPOWER'-22.

/
BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet) y
7/
VERTICLE CLEARANCE g /
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE
WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

('. NEW RIVER ) LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

Cyes” o

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY( YEAR-ROUNDYDAY NIGHT
W ) Tow 34" [T /
' e = 7 3 8974 )
TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: é ﬁ/ wher 1o // Ve

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS .ML}ST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1. 2014:

JoiT /K‘z' 5 )é’c SHI__TH. T / Ty Cotp &
/4’/ _,[ WVEE / /p H9. L 24~ 4‘.‘/ /;/;)L-" A1) ?g}" :29“,,./
/7’4/?#'&'0?:8 / 0( "Z';?




Commission Memo 21-059
Attachment 3 NAVIGATION SURVEY
Page 33 of 53

USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUM.BER

sod + Prans /77:4/0/”} 62/ VE 2072, &L, T 7909

95Y- A5¥-2%as [ Y9F-9497

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

/
LENGTH 2 7 BEAM F DRAFT -) TONNAGE

HORSEPOWEREQ&O

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

V4 77
VERTICLE CLEARANCE_ 7¢ 5
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE i 4

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

au) ‘1abuelg-uoihed

woa-1abueibuojfep mmm
fuusauiful pue uswdojansg sseuisng J0 10328410

woaiabueibuo)fep@ujoyewd | LSrE-e9b (pG6) 181
VS 9Z06-GLEEE T4 'AIERIOPNET HO4 | aNUBAY UIG MS 662E

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle) C;}

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

wjoye saydoisuyd

£p6 | 8auls aoedsosey U] 8JU8|faoxg

COULTET SYNNLLRY

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

G w

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY YEAR-ROUND/ DAY

TIMES OF DAY USED MosT: 724 = 7/ M

o

~ NOLIRLON] TN

100L6SY + BODZ: 1006 O8I

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1,2014:

T beve Lived! on Hhe weter oy L2y Bome o /9 ﬂ,heqa*

Zie 0wzop/mw T res . ytorp T oo th

L1 K e Fx moaar“q/.{-e /{;N‘ 4n v/f/;mc, mqfr/ﬁ//*’f" wou /¥

-g-f /mnac)/eo/ é 7‘41? éa’;é’ ,/..L fda?éicj"i_va! 74(‘ (;J&M'?é!

Mo Fhfet ime ﬂﬁzf’ﬂe brothe wioc [P6i,0F I tun-ld
bove = be zr S /) a5 e /f/%’e on UNZ . Since Yo
ff//¢¢ LS tn posl ThAape fﬁs’vrw/ ch’n%’s//?‘ (Y Ligh/l de
Plired Ao Het Ae»;dzr Loe have 4 ohct rn G fﬁ‘e?‘me

LAVO

HIINVHI
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Chanree (my Iifebme ot /m—ﬂ 45 jrm%/v s rove
hondrods o Camlyer Chance ¥5 <n oy éc,‘,—,yé,,j

57 @ /foriny Fhen, Jo€e aclers Fo Fhe opir L g Ye).
AT rsny flew bot over 257 Can ymike ;¥
vndec 4hy Curreny én’kf;{ y 117007 have fard %a/gf

1o Cpahy ’ég /ﬁadzr’v@fo/ s /A, N éﬂ//'ft/z’/ Vs o
gou Can aﬂfp,:;,q, o 5:’}"0%“(/ %4‘# /774/ Aawr' A
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Page 35 of 53 NAVIGATION SURVEY

USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER: . %
Tim MecMahow, (520 NE 9™ Ave ]
Foct (;avalcr(‘-/é.ff’, L 33308 Prnis 90Y-Ww25-5 730

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

PLEASURE COMMERCIAL.  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL. FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS: ibs N
—o . v O‘w Rw (600 +o1‘Z’L)
LENGTH_Z. | BEAM A0 prarr2« b toxxace HORSEPOWER'---"-

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

VERTICLE CLEARANCE l ¢
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE . D

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED '(_,laa.se Clrcle)

g P
@ ’RIVER 3 OXAHATCHEE RIVE

OU USE MA -GHAN'Nﬁ(PIease Circle)

AINT LUCIE RIVER

i

NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY [YEAR- ROUND‘ .
TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: 2@ l fZ{V\

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1, 2014:

\loder leuels  contmue fo tive ?r}dmw ned 4o
o -»fmgac\ as lm'ffn.l/\ LR .ﬂosQJHe_ { \LMA Lc Seme
lwu‘cjl\fr as NS4 bn%m oL \?.Q\SJF)
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Attach t3
Pags 36 of 53 NAVIGATION SURVEY

USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:
BRIAM S. MoSSorofo  G4&y-232-20 20
o241 NE zo Aeve Toar Ao georee 7 333092

o (ImPcr ke Po)NT)
WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

LEASURE COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL  FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS: /0.8
&
2 See
LENGTH_ 3“7 BEAMMEZ. DRAFT S TONNAGE HORSEPOWER' 2

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

/
VERTICLE CLEARANCE &. &

HORIZANTALCLEARANCE _ /92

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

NEW RIVER  LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIERIVER (&~ /4 ceor el

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)
GEsD o

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY(YEAR-ROUND DAY NIGHT >

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: g""" ﬁ/\ - / 2' ﬁh

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP_US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER

U hove Jived fgre since (999 Thave pQucchased $ bocls . W have

5 0ds of'dollace prediBying 0ur boak op over thy years. Even

WA alPrations, we sufPared gamise H our buadt S Due 75 e
Endwn 113 742/&1', we gre Ling fbfc@l A rose ﬁ&&_&ou///kﬂ?/?"m
b £ at [feax? 2 P Ware our guwn xptnse. 7Re oot w ./l bR i ;é//
£7<,000.00. e wil] MOT receiys this amauatin our fodse. l/a&(;z&z
7o o Jow MYPbb Bridee TR prdGe Shoold be ronsed PropoDonak
AS o bosic STandard T Q Cconodate R 113dr0 oo, WrSBhoro WO7 ik
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USER INFORMATION:

NAM_E ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:

Tohu O\iphant 3 NE (gt o
Qowcio OF; ra‘.r\f’v‘k Lk Londer dode, VL. 33302

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

@ COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

LENGTH 2 BEAM_ B DRAFT_Y TONNAGE 2.5 HORSEPOWER'— 260

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

VERTICLE CLEARANCE_ 2L
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE -

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)
NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

ES NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Cn‘cla) g

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: m Bed "5

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1.2014:

we z/fa/ Sk (A15n Sl /;’m/m &) fh il pssisd in
Choler s /A%JAO.MJW /11 b Jﬁcl vy ' N werepmpp

Lalyr of ey PhAd hae Lo Boal Aueess ivhzic
Lo Wrspthee, TV dolacs o fe fJa,




NAVIGATION SURVEY

USER INFORMATION:

NAME, éD RESS & PHONE NUMBER:
2 el

2K G5Y- Q/q'j”q(iff/
CU_NE R0 Turaw | Fheal /L 32700

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

COMMERCIAL LICENSED UNLICENSED

¢ PLEASURE

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

=%

\SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

L 4]

VESSEL DIMENSIONS: P
~ . |
LENGTH @(; BEAM_ O-\ODRAFT 220 TONNAG HORSEPOWEREX £/

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

LA

VERTICLE CLEARANCE Z 5/
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE __ /!

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle) ,

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER/ ny/m. 5 (re eK/ o Hﬁ.( / <f

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: < f:/(

COMMENTS:

PLEASE UsE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1. 2014:

T Lot #h( Greg cnd T would LK< fo get

c lar 14l H Dﬁi
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* Attachment 3

: }' - “Page 39 of 53
- USERINFORMATION: | _
" NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER; - o/ 06D

4
WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circie one)

PLEASU COMMERCIAL ~ LICENSED  UNLICENSED

 VESSELINFORMATION:

* TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

e , SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER
' VESSEL DIMENSIONS: ‘ T 2_6
 LENGTH 7% BEAM % DRAFT TONNAGE HORSEPOWBR‘--—--

 BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measuredinfeet) & 9 i

B S §mei':?0l05
'__.A___WATERWAYINFORMATION: _ ‘  F & T T
, g mw\!st on MVE,

' NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

- VERTICLECLEARANCE ___
 HORIZANTALCLEARANCE

. NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE mvER Lo T

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

= ) @ NO
T WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS? °

._1_(Please Circle) %"-‘/ ‘ w%jb

“TIMES OF DAY USED MosT:_Z-PM— B P M .

_ COMMENTS: 5
' . PLBEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
" ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.

J/COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1,2014:
. T HAVE CRAIE) moAT COVERZARD [ mr Cﬁ@EﬁL
B A PFREON QoUth & T

HE AT (EAST «7' o 3l C1tARIKCE &)rlkmg
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Pace 40 o1 55 NAVIGATION SURVEY
USER INFORMATION:
RESS HON BER:
L/ca u ;Z #Fﬂmz 6 /’</ NE 78 ”“774‘@"“’@ GH-S25-ctie O
Ml STeMAe [ 1t Landade®® [FC 3205

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:
2 0

LENGTH BEAM/C  DRAFT Vi TONNAGE HORSEPOWER '~

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

—

VERTICLE CLEARANCE 5:/"
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE _ /7

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVE

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONAL YEAR-ROUND DAY NIGI{/}/" M

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST »4 A= /ﬁlﬁff

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1, 2014:

) N AT

de reeqily jlaud {‘fwd o ¢ pur ifcw@// ﬁw;my,

COG’Q 7%/5 %"//dﬂ" M‘ﬂ 7/d! LQ MU{’V( A)f&[(cc)wﬂ%{///&f
Py wd M fovels ot A ] bp Weless fo /zvffﬁ“/( A/
A gAdop s/ o d_cdhd) g5 {76 dd il pse , fayd

wtff Lewme nod- WV%zé/e, hoaiSe o F ,%; " bad e - %

/775%/£ /‘Zifﬁf = /;m/w /u«//@q




Commission Memo 21-059

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one) NoWVE C(/ﬂ

PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

MOTOR SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

LENGTH _BEAM DRAFT TONNAGE

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

VERTICLECLEARANCE_ ________
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE _____

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

YES NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle) pgekKeNpSs / Hru DA 'Y [

SEASONALLY/YEAR-ROUNDJDAY NIGHT
A,
IMES OF DAY USED MOST: Noev — 9 PV}

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1.2014: SPecifFrcquy >

- - Jo

WE PURCHASEY oOyR UHeme N JunE NOI§ DALl

vE GceAN Access | WL Be PulcHAsmG A pos
D RuaRTe. Q030. WE ALS ERAL
iy ohs USE THE CANAC T HEIR
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Page 42 of 53
USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER: i

_tf_‘_&v\/ . M waz M m. Mﬁmb ,n/) c}’ﬁ’%ss t’fzzaiﬁ’ be')

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

LEASUR COMMERCIAL.  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)
o @OTOR\ SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER
VESSEL DIMENSIONS: /

LENGTH &Q 4 BEAM!\ ’ DRAFT a (;” TONNAGE:;‘{Q\ HORSEPOWER’——a 5?

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

;
VERTICLE CLEARANCE_LET

HORIZANTALCLEARANCE __/p L7 :

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please %% AL TO LeWw 72 o LTLETS Mo, % So .

'f’ LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)
YES 5 NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY/YEAR-ROUND DAY NIGHT 3

TIMES OF DAY USED MOSTZ~/d480 .~ 7 AOEO

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 12644 ;Zal‘i’ , W

jﬁdugg 7 Dﬁ;jﬁ ﬁé\\pv/ﬁfkﬂ{éé f/ 7




I
Commission Memo 21-059

NAVIGA]%%%E;{%VEY ) %féﬁl[l@')
T WO LoNeer |
Anthony D Samuels MD O I }\) A— '@ ﬁT |

S— 6510 NE 19th Ave
Ft Lauderdale FL 33208-1051

A opiha

LICENSED UNLICENSED

ON:

2)

FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

_DRAFT TONNAGE HORSEPOWER'----—-

EMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

TION:

(Please Circle)

[EE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

? (Please Circle)

EWATERWAYS?

DAY NIGHT
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Page 44 of 53

USER INFORMATION:

MAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER: : l A )
iy Sl G ME 207 Wes Bt Ladedule TE 3mop
FoSY - LE2 - Z=er] ' R

o ——

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please cisc'e one)

e ——

Qr.mmmn COMMERCTATL,  LICENSED  UNLICENSED
o

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TY¥PE VESSEL: (Pléise cirols o)
(\’\E&:iﬁgjgﬁ SAIL  FISHING  FERRY TUGEARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL BIMENSIONS:

LENGTH_ 2% peam B4 prarr M2V ionsace RS ER

BREITARE CLEARANCE KEQUIREMEN TS FOR YVESSEL: (measensd in feet)

i
VERTICLE CLEARANCE S B
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE !

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)
NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER
D TOL LISE MATN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

i

(E¥ WO

WHEN DO YOLU TRANSIT THESE WATER WA Y ST
1 Plamse Tircle

SEASONALLY YEAR-ROUNB(DAY) NIGHT

TIMES 0OF [2AY USED M:]H'F:_l_

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED 1SSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE RE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDXS AND REQUIREMENTS, FLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE 1SS0,
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1. 2014:
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:
T ShSyr D GPressCle Do Db Puague B B
(3sa\23a9 ys g0 S 2060

AT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

COMMERCIAL [ UNLICENSED

INFORMATIO

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

r

o /
LENGTH [ E BEAM f DRAFT (C;) TONNAGEQ HORSEPOWER‘A-/iy

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

'
VERTICLE CLEARANCE_&
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE fcf_)'

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

esc ceety (~1Y
DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

B Cena
YES NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY [YEAR-ROUNEP

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: Z9m— 8" ‘(0/1/?

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1. 2014:
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USER INFORMATION:

ADDRES &PHONE
Mfﬂll@\ JEﬁ‘” Th uQ-
GA\G NE b ﬁw}‘ FT. Lﬁu\f,f\mf H. 2R3V

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

COMMERCIAL  LICENSED UNLICENSED
VESSEL INFORMATION:
TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)
SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS: P
[bs /50

| i
LENGTH 92 z a BEAM g (ﬂ DRAPTJ‘ S }TONNAGEOQ(H;HORSEPOWER -------
*BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL (measured in feet) A—qu[_{ A1 H {JEL J j (? {w #I\ —}ZJI? u_/)

VERTICLECLEARANCEB_L‘(}LF/ Wi (’q—h'() L‘\}

HORIZANTALCLEARANCE

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

R LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE 6 ER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle) ?

@ vo NOT SuRe. Bu e Aaf;lmf.; At ind head
HE

N DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS"

(Please Circle) mq o (L ULM f\llf\ Sﬁ H—EWK uhb AL

SEASONALLY YEAR-ROUND A

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: lﬁf?&&d_m N'}"«/ﬁ A ’Ulu EI[‘IAL ‘+ZJ H LL(\le, }’)Q(’lfﬁv

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED [SSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1, 2014:
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USER INFORMATION:

CRLETENTTT gasy NE (A% Tene
ford Lptedocale P 22357

Cell Phone: 954-401-7140

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

@ COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle ane)

MOTOR ) SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:
‘o
LENGTH 3& BEAM 4 DRAFT 3@[‘ TONNAGE HORSEPOWER'-éQO

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in fiet)

(o
VERTICLE CLEARANCE & e
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE _{p)

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)
NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER
DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

YES NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?

(Pease Circle) 4 JAgnever ¢ 50 m)/ éoﬁ-ﬂ [Caq ? @/%m < /M 0 ‘C'L"'B

SEASONALLY YEAR-ROUND DAY NIGHT

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST; A07Alnp Z aﬁ#@rmmn
B A

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED [N THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL [INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1, 2014
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taushanova@outlook.com
Typewritten text
Cell Phone: 954-401-7140
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER: -
RoBErRT UNGERER 954 35/~ T]00
6250 NE 20 TR Pt Layd T 32308

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

PLEASURE COMMERCIAL  LICENSED  UNLICENSED

0

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

SAIL FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

LENGTH 25 BEaM 8 DRAFT 215 TONNAGE HORSEPOWER-2.00

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

—
VERTICLE CLEARANCE__ 5
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE g,

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)
NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER ~ £ycRéss C\& ¢ -14

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY, YEAR-ROUND DAY#NIGHT

TIMES OF DAY USED MOST;__ & ¥tw| ~ {2 "““>

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1,2014:
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USER INFORMATION:

NAME, ADDRESS & PHONE NUMBER:

M \Aghs Uieny \89 Ne L5t Sh

Yotkladydads FL 3%%0% Afa QX927

WHAT TYPE OF WATERWAY USER: (please circle one)

——
LEAS COMMERCIAL  LICENSED UNLICENSED

VESSEL INFORMATION:

TYPE VESSEL: (Please circle one)

==y

MOTO SAIL  FISHING FERRY TUG/BARGE PILOT DEEP DRAFT OTHER

VESSEL DIMENSIONS:

BRIDGE CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR VESSEL: (measured in feet)

ys
VERTICLE CLEARANCE 106"
HORIZANTALCLEARANCE /' & !¢

WATERWAY INFORMATION:

NAME OF WATERWAY USED: (Please Circle)

NEW RIVER LOXAHATCHEE RIVER SAINT LUCIE RIVER

DO YOU USE MAIN CHANNEL? (Please Circle)

( EES > NO

WHEN DO YOU TRANSIT THESE WATERWAYS?
(Please Circle)

SEASONALLY (YEAR-ROUND)DAY NIGHT
TIMES OF DAY USED MOST: 3 / |Zl_’! ¥ 'GIOM

COMMENTS:

PLEASE USE THIS SPACE TO COMMENT ON ANY NAVIGATION RELATED ISSUES REGARDING
THIS WATERWAY NOT COVERED IN THIS SURVEY. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC WITH RESPECT TO
ACTUAL NAVIGATIONAL NEEDS AND REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE ATTACH SKETCHES OR ANY
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NECESSARY TO HELP US FULLY UNDERSTAND THE ISSUE.
COMMENTS MUST BE RECIEVED BY NOVEMBER 1. 2014:

e A o Nt a4y W K g Peaks .Sl
Ay nounie rw("f'\kz Ave D e pleaton @

;); i f\}\rnah nf\éuea




Commission Memo 21-059
Attachment 3
Page 50 of 53

Exhibit D

MAILING LIST OF WATERFRONT
LANDOWNERS BETWEEN
THE MCNAB ROAD BRIDGE &
NE 18™ AVENUE BRIDGE
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McNab Road Bridge Replacement

Mailing List

Folio Number Owner 1 Owner 2 Mailing Address City State |Zip Code

4942 12 04 0020 |200 MCNAB LLC C/O OLD KEY LIME 300 E OCEAN AVE LANTANA FL 33462
4942 12 04 0190 |COLDREN, JADE & COLDREN, MARGIE 2011 NE 68 ST FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1048
4942 12 04 0870 [PUBLIC LAND C/O CITY OF POMPANO BEACH 100 W ATLANTIC BLVD POMPANO BEACH FL 33060
4942 12 04 0220 |KLAMERUS, KYLE J & KLAMERUS, DEBORAH A 6721 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 04 0230 |PEKIC, PETER 6711 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 04 0240 |REGULA, JOSEPH PETER 6701 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1021
4942 12 04 0250 |FIEDLER, RONALDJ 6631 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 04 0260 |SANDELIER, TODD M & SANDELIER, SUZANNE M 6621 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 11 0050 [JURCHEN, ALLAN LLOYD & JURCHEN, MARINA LARENZ 6571 NE 20 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1013
4942 12 11 0060 |KUNKEL, JAMES E & KUNKEL, LAURA O 6561 NE 20 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1013
4942 12 11 0070 [SAEY, ARTHURP & SAEY, ALEXIS J 6551 NE 20 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1013
4942 12 11 0080 |MOSSOROFO, BRYAN S & KELLY L MOSSOROFO REV FAM TR 6541 NE 20 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1013
4942 12 101130 |SMITH, WAYNE M 6531 NE 20 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1013
4942 12 10 1140 |QUATTROCCHI, JOHN M & MEHMET, MICHAEL JR 6521 NE 20 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1012
4942 12 10 1150 (HAIDAR, ARLENE T & ARLENE T HAIDAR REV TR 6515 NE 20 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 101160 |WAGNER, JOCHEN M & WAGNER, MICHAEL 6511 NE 20 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 1170 [JIMENEZ, HUGO & JIMENEZ, TERRI LYNN 6505 NE 20 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1013
4942 12 101180 |FERTIG, NANCY W 6501 NE 20 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1013
4942 12 101190 (BRANDT,JOHNT & BRANDT, VICTORIA M 2000 NE 65 ST FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1047
4942 12 101200 |NAOMI G BREDE REV TR & BREDE, KENYON A TRSTEE ETAL 17 RIDGECREST RD DANBURY CT 06811
4942 12 101200 |CURRENT RESIDENT 2006 NE 65 ST FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1047
4942 12 101210 (IMBRIGIOTTA, ROBERT A & IMBRIGIOTTA, CAROL L 2010 NE 65 ST FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1047
4942 12 10 1220 (BIRO, RICHARD K & BIRO, TAMELA G 2020 NE 65 ST FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 1230 (DUSKIE, STEPHEN A & DUSKIE, TERESE N 2030 NE 65 ST FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1047
4942 12 10 1240 |SWARZAK, ANTHONY 2040 NE 65 ST FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1047
4942 12 101250 |NICE, ERNEST ANDREW & SALAZAR, VINCENT MARCELO 6421 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 1260 [SARMIENTO, WILMER & QUINTAS, KARINA 6411 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1324
4942 12 101270 [{SUMMO, SALVATORE F & SALVATORE F SUMMO LIV TR 6401 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 101280 [JAEN, ELOYEJR & JAEN, SUSAN FRANCES 6351 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1322
4942 12 10 1290 [HERRING, TRAVIS & HERRING, ASHLEY 6341 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1322
4942 12 101300 |COOLEY, DAVID & COOLEY, MARY ANNE 6331 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1322
4942 12 10 1301 [MOORE, ORMA & MOORE, PAULA 6321 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1322
4942 12 101310 |AMA PROPERTIES LLC 13437 BELLARIA CIR WINDERMERE FL 34786
4942 12 10 1310 [CURRENT RESIDENT 6311 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 101320 |HOLLEY, STEVEN 6301 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1322
4942 12 10 1330 |(GOETHEL, ARDETH & GOETHEL FAM TR 6261 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 1340 |TAYLOR, RICHARD W & RICHARD W & DORIS L TAYLOR TR 6251 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1320
4942 12 10 1350 (ROBBINS, MICHAEL & ROBBINS, ISABEL RIBBECK ETAL 6241 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1320
4942 12 10 1360 |TACKIS, SUZAN P 6231 NE 20 WAY FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1320
4942 12 10 1370 (BRIESEMEISTER, KIM JACKSON & BRIESEMEISTER, MARK 2031 NE62CT FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 1020 |STECKBECK, MARY A 6230 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 1000 [UNGERER, ROBERT & UNGERER, CARYL 6250 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1317
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McNab Road Bridge Replacement
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Folio Number Owner 1 Owner 2 Mailing Address City State |Zip Code

4942 12 10 0990 |POSEY, LINDA M 6301 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 100990 |POSEY, LINDA M 6260 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0980 |EDMISTON, MARK D 6300 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1319
4942 12 100970 |STOVER, JEFFREY & STOVER, LAUREN G 6310 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1319
4942 12 100960 [YOUNG, DANIELT & LAURA B & BROWN, JOAN P 6320 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1319
4942 12 10 0950 |GOODMAN, MARK D & GOODMAN, GRACE 6330 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1319
4942 12 100940 (LEE, ALBERTR & MILLETTE-LEE, JODI L 6340 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0930 |JACKSON, CHRISTOPHER L 6350 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1319
4942 12 10 0920 |MONTIEL, CAROL E 6360 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1319
4942 12 100910 |BUCKLEY, CHARLES & BUCKLEY, MILAGROS 7806 BRIDGESTONE DR ORLANDO FL 32835
4942 12 100910 (BUCKLEY, CHARLES & BUCKLEY, MILAGROS 6351 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 100900 |THAKKAR, HEMANT C & THAKKAR, TARULATTA 6341 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1318
4942 12 10 0890 |EDINOFF, STUART & EDINOFF, LYNN 6331 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1318
4942 12 10 0880 |MAHOLM, CHRISTOPHER D & MAHOLM, DIANE V 6321 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1318
4942 12 10 0870 |COOPER, CYNTHIAM & COOPER, HOWARD 1546 LINCOLN RD COLUMBUS OH 43212
4942 12 100870 |CURRENT RESIDENT 6311 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1318
4942 12 10 0860 (POSEY, LINDA M 6301 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1318
4942 12 100850 |HUMENYI, STEPHEN J & HUMENYI-SQUADRITO, MANUELA 6261 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1316
4942 12 10 0840 |HAY, NATHANT 6251 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1316
4942 12 100830 |EDWARDS, CAROLINE L BARS & EDWARDS, RUSSELL J 6241 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 100820 (BRIERLEY, TAMERA & BRIERLEY, PAMELA 6231 NE 20 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1316
4942 12 10 0810 [ZAPARANIUK, EDWARD S & ZAPARANIUK, JUDITH S 1961 NE 62 CT FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1310
4942 12 10 0800 [BERGIN, MICHELLE & GUDAITIS, RYAN 6230 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1313
4942 12 100790 (STEINKAMP, MARTHA G & RICHARD E & M G STEINKAMP REV TR 6240 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1313
4942 12 10 0780 |[BLANKSTROM, SUSAN D & BLANKSTROM, DANIEL | 6250 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 100770 [MOUSE CASA LLC 2105 MARJORY AVE TAMPA FL 33606
4942 12 100770 |CURRENT RESIDENT 6260 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1313
4942 12 100760 (PEKIC, MICHAEL 6300 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0750 |KELLEY, ANDREW R 6310 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 100740 [MOORE, BONNIE JEAN & MOORE, MATTHEW 6320 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 100730 |MALONEY, JAMES A & STEWART, GARRY R 6330 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0720 |DALBY, RICHARD C & HARTLEY, JEFFREY A 6340 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0710 |GADDIS PROPERTIES LLC PO BOX 950 FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33302-0950
4942 12 100710 [CURRENT RESIDENT 6350 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 100700 |BARRETT, BRUCE L & BARRETT, KAREN A 6400 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1300
4942 12 100690 [SPANO, RONA PILEGGI & PILEGGI, WILLIAM G ETAL 1380 MARCO CT DARIEN IL 60561
4942 12 100690 |CURRENT RESIDENT 6351 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1314
4942 12 10 0680 [BRICAULT, MARCIE B & SULLIVAN, WILLIAM F 6341 NE 19 FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0670 |RECKNER, MICHAEL J & MARTINEZ, NAYDA MILAGROS 6331 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1314
4942 12 100660 [HACKETT, JOHN F Ill & VIRGINIA A HACKETT REV TR 6321 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0650 |STROM, EINAR W JR & EINAR W STROM JR REV TR 6311 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1314
4942 12 10 0640 [ROBERTSON, BETTYJ & BETTY J ROBERTSON REV TR 6301 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1314
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4942 12 10 0630 |BIRD, ROBERT W 6261 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1312
4942 12 10 0620 |TILELLI, RICHARD 6251 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0610 [BOGGY, CLARA MAXINE & CLARA MAXINE BOGGY REV LIV TR 6241 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1312
4942 12 10 0600 |DURANIK, ALBERT M & ROBIN P 6231 NE 19 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1312
4942 12 10 0590 |AHRENS, MIRKO 1911 NE 62 CT FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0580 |CAPELL, HAROLD 6230 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0570 |KROHA, ROBERT F JR 6240 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1309
4942 12 10 0560 |BAYINDIR, BETUL OZBEY & BAYINDIR, FARUK 6250 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0550 |HILLER, BRYAN 2702 AMBER CREST RD HANOVER MD 21076
4942 12 10 0550 |CURRENT RESIDENT

4942 12 10 0540 |GEE, JANICE SODERLUND & JANICE SODERLUND GEE REV LIV TR 6300 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1311
4942 12 100530 |THOMPSON, NIKKO G 6310 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33305
4942 12 10 0520 (KONRAD, JUSTIN M 6320 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1311
4942 12 100510 |PUENTE, JUAN CARLOS & SALAS, NATHALY 6330 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0500 (6340 IMPERIAL POINT LLC 11125 NW 124 ST MEDLEY FL 33178-3173
4942 12 100500 |CURRENT RESIDENT 6340 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1311
4942 12 10 0490 (SIMS, HOWARD R 6350 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1311
4942 12 10 0480 |ALLEN, KENNETH J & ROCKWELL, KIRBY D 6400 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1323
4942 12 10 0470 |HARLEY, WILLIAM J 6410 NE 18 TER FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1307
4942 12 10 0460 |WATT, MICHAELD & WATT, KATHERINE 1840 NE 65 ST FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0450 (BANKEN, JANICE G 1850 NE 65 ST FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1053
4942 12 10 0440 (FINEGAN, KATHRYN 1860 NE 65 ST FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0430 |VIANI, MICHELE 1870 NE 65 ST FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1053
4942 12 10 0420 [L'OASIS LLC 1880 NE 65 ST FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 10 0410 [ALLEGRI, SUSAN R 6500 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1051
4942 12 10 0400 [SAMUELS, ANTHONY D & ANTHONY D SAMUELS REV TR 6510 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1051
4942 12 10 0390 [MCMAHON, TIMOTHY P JR & MCMAHON, MEGAN G 6520 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1051
4942 12 100380 | TRAXLER, LINDAK & LINDA K TRAXLER REV TR 6530 NE 19 AVE FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1051

BRUMER, MARSHALL & KATHRYN
4942 12 11 0040 KATHRYN BRUMER LIV TR 1871 NE 65 CT FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1054
MARSHALL &

4942 12 11 0030 |CONRADO, MARCIO & MAGDALENO, LARISSA 1861 NE 65 CT FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 11 0020 |KAFKA, LIDETTE 1851 NE 65 CT FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308-1054
4942 12 11 0010 |CRUZPINO, RUBEN & CRUZPINO, EVELYN 1841 NE 65 CT FORT LAUDERDALE FL | 33308-1054
4942 12 150010 (OLIPHANT, JOHN & OLIPHANT, ROSARIO M 1831 NE65CT FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 150020 |BURNS, KEVIN & BURNS, CAMILLE 1821 NE 65 CT FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33308
4942 12 BH 0010 [UNITED PROPERTIES VIII LLC 3815SW 16 STAPT 1 FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33312
4942 12 00 0361 |CYPRESS CLUB CONDOMINIUM INC ATTN: MR. FRED FOTHERGILL, PRESIDENT 145 CYPRESS CLUB DR POMPANO BEACH FL 33060
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