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The trail would begin where the Starkey Boulevard/
Wilderness Park Trail ends on the east side of Starkey
Boulevard at Town Avenue as shown by the yellow
connection point symbol on the adjacent graphic. The
existing 6’ wide concrete sidewalk along the east side

of Starkey Boulevard would be removed and replaced

with a minimum 10’ wide trail that would extend south

to the intersection with SR 54. Due to the fact that there

is already an existing traffic light at SR 54 and Starkey
Boulevard a trail crossing at this intersection would provide

SECTION A

a0 | & | a0 o \ 15 ‘ 7 the best location for a crossing of SR 54. Additional
TEX T T SOUTHBOUND STARKEY BLVD ! MEDIAN ' NORTHBOUND STARKEY BLVD ' " MULTI-USE TRAIL ' . . . .
SIDEWALK pedestrian signals and high emphasis crosswalks should
| APPROXIMATE R be added to facilitate the trail crossing at this intersection.

According to Pasco County, it is anticipated that turn lanes
will be added to this intersection, but crossing SR 54 in this

SECTION B location seemed to be the safest alternative.
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Once the trail crosses SR 54 it will follow the natural grade
and be 15’ in width and will be located within the right of
way of the future Mitchell Boulevard Extension on the east
side. The placement of a potential trail head that would
have a small amount of parking could be located between
the Duke Energy corridor and the future Mitchell Boulevard
Extension just south of SR 54. This would be highly visible
from SR 54. The trail would follow along the east side of
the future Mitchell Boulevard Extension for approximately
. 1,000’ to where it would head south along the west side
CLEARANGE FROM OUTERNOST POWER LINE S 1] E— of an existing wetland/cypress head to the edge of the
PROP MULTI-USE TRAIL | Mitchell Property. This allows for maximum flexibility for
RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY ¥ DUKE ENERGYTRAtI\‘}g;\‘/'IISSION CORRIDOR ! pOtentIal fUture development Wlthln the MItChe” Property
The trail would stay on the Mitchell property as much as
possible to reduce the impacts within the Duke Energy
corridor.
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SECTION C
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| When the trail enters the Duke Energy corridor it would
' continue to follow the natural grade and be 15’ in width
| and immediately cross over to the eastern edge of the
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corridor taking care to be clear of any of the power
structures. There are many considerations with co-locating
the trail within the Duke Energy corridor and all of Duke
Energy’s trail guidelines will be followed. Duke Energy’s

_ ' trail guidelines are included in the appendix section of this
1 i | B document as a reference. Following the eastern edge of

25 MIN \ the property will minimize potential conflicts with Duke

CLEARANCE FROM OUTERVIOST POWER LINE 20 MIN Energy operations and maintenance and would adhere

15 VEGETATION MANAGEMENT ZONE ) ) .
. . PROPMULTHUSE TRAIL - to requested setbacks as shown in the adjacent sections.
TRINITY COMMUNITIES ! DUKE ENERGY TRANSMISSION CORRIDOR BELLAMARE TRAIL RIW There may be areas where Duke Energy maintenance
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vehicles will need to use the trail and those trail portions
should be designed to accommodate the required loads
of the Duke Energy vehicles. It is also understood that
Duke Energy may close the trail without advance notice to
facilitate repairs or other emergency operations. This will
be spelled out in the Master Agreement to be provided by
Duke Energy.

The trail will follow the eastern edge of the property until
it reaches Trinity Boulevard. At that point there will need
to be a mid-block crossing of the trail, as there is currently
no signal or crossing at this location. Trinity Boulevard

is currently a 2 lane undivided section with plans to
eventually widen to a 4 lane divided section. Plans for
both intersection conditions have been addressed in the
following pages and both call for pedestrian signals and
high emphasis crosswalks to facilitate the trail crossing
at this location. Once the trail crosses Trinity Boulevard
it should remain on the eastern edge of the Duke Energy
corridor to the Pinellas County line. There are a few
minor crossings, such as Robert Trent Jones Parkway, a
sidewalk, a golf maintenance road and a golf cart path,
but those can be safely negotiated with the addition of
pavement markings and advance signage.
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TRAIL CROSSING SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS PROPOSED AT SR 54 AND STARKEY BOULEVARD
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