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From: Pulliam, C. Chad
To: Steve Twedt; Wayne Miller; Jeff Bruni; Sherry Beavers; Damon Torricelli
Cc: Roland, Melvin J., III; Forman, Matthew; Murphy, Thomas C. (Tommy); Falls, Brad; Pinkston, Randall A.
Subject: FW: Cost Estimates for the BUILD - Interconnecting Gulfport
Date: Wednesday, March 25, 2020 7:44:37 AM

Steve, please find below our breakdown for the project.
 
 

Estimates of cost for Option 3 (MPC’s preferred option) are $1,000,000 for Transmission and
$200,0000 for Distribution.  Engineering cost are included in the estimates.  CIAC is a tax that
we are required to collect on Contributions in Aid of Construction.  The current rate is 15.04%.
The Distribution cost estimates should be fairly close since the proposed plans each similarly
impact the same two distribution lines.
The Transmission cost estimates are very preliminary based on the amount of information
that is currently known.  MPC is assuming that we will have to raise at least two structures at
all of the Transmission lines crossings in order to maintain code required clearance.  Once the
road design is complete, and the actual heights of roadways, bridges, etc. are known, we will
be able to refine the estimates if needed. 
For these type projects we typically ask for a portion of the estimated cost upfront to offset
cost of engineering and long lead time materials.  At the conclusion of the project, there is a
true up.  The balance between the actual costs the upfront payment would be settled.  We
can discuss the initial payment date based on the required construction completion date.
We are estimating 4-5 months to complete these projects (includes engineering, ordering
material, and construction).

 
 
Thanks,
 
Chad
 
 
 

From: Steve Twedt <steve.twedt@neel-schaffer.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2020 10:26 AM
To: Pulliam, C. Chad <CCPULLIA@southernco.com>; Falls, Brad <MBFALLS@SOUTHERNCO.COM>
Cc: Jeff Bruni <jbruni@gulfport-ms.gov>; Sherry Beavers <sbeavers@gulfport-ms.gov>; Damon
Torricelli <damon.torricelli@neel-schaffer.com>; Wayne Miller <wmiller@gulfport-ms.gov>
Subject: RE: Cost Estimates for the BUILD - Interconnecting Gulfport
 

 EXTERNAL MAIL: Caution Opening Links or Files 

Chad,
Can you provide us with some more detail on this cost opinion? We are trying to minimize impacts
on your facilities and minimize the cost (and time) of relocation. Any additional detail you can



provide such as transmission vs distribution will help us make decisions on location and design going
forward. I assume CIAC is your internal engineering group. If so, is this estimated as percentage of
construction? What can we do to minimize their effort?
Thanks!
Steve
 
 
 
From: Pulliam, C. Chad <CCPULLIA@southernco.com> 
Sent: Friday, March 20, 2020 9:24 AM
To: Wayne Miller <wmiller@gulfport-ms.gov>
Cc: Falls, Brad <MBFALLS@SOUTHERNCO.COM>; Forman, Matthew
<MDFORMAN@SOUTHERNCO.COM>; Roland, Melvin J., III <MJRoland@southernco.com>
Subject: Cost Estimates for the BUILD - Interconnecting Gulfport
 
Wayne , please find attached the cost estimates for the new overpass project beside the Outlet
Mall.  These estimates are “Worst Case” and could change once the final design is complete.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or if you need more explanation of the cost.
 
Thanks,
 
Chad
 

Neel-Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal
privilege. This message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of
information and attachment(s) within this message without the expressed permission of Neel-Schaffer, Inc. is
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, Neel-Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate
action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message and all attachments without modifying,
copying or distributing its content.



























          Kickoff Meeting Minutes       
Interconnecting Gulfport BUILD Grant

FBLD-9159-00(001)/108419-811000
March 4, 2020

Attendees
Wayne Miller – City of Gulfport
Jeff Bruni – City of Gulfport
Kris Riemann – City of Gulfport
Tyler Gentry – City of Gulfport
Jeremy Harrison – City of Gulfport
Veronica Weaver – City of Gulfport
Sherry Beavers – City of Gulfport
Billy Wilson – FHWA-on phone
Don Davis – FHWA-on phone
Jeff Schmidt – FHWA-on phone
Lee Frederick – MDOT LPA-on phone
Kelly Castleberry – MDOT District 6
Gabe Faggard – MDOT District 6-on phone

David Seyfarth – MDOT District 6 LPA
Chuck Starita – MDOT District 6 LPA
Adam Johnson – MDOT Environmental-on phone
Inga Lehman – MDOT Roadway-on phone
Justin Walker – MDOT Bridge-on phone
Micah Dew – MDOT Bridge-on phone
Josh Stubbs – MDOT Rail
Sharen Willis – MDOT ROW
Jessica Dilley – Neel-Schaffer-on phone
Robert Walker – Neel-Schaffer-on phone
Damon Torricelli – Neel-Schaffer
Haley Streuding – Neel-Schaffer
Steve Twedt - Neel-Schaffer

1. Introductions – David Seyfarth called the meeting to order.  Introductions were made by 
everybody in attendance at Gulfport Public Works and everyone on the phone call.

2. Items of Discussion – Mr. Seyfarth began the discussion of the following items:
a) General

i. Project Scope Overview
The general overview of the project was discussed by Mr. Seyfarth and Mr. Twedt 
from the attached application exhibits. Mr. Seyfarth then turned the floor over to 
Mr. Twedt for the remaining items.

ii. Funding Availability and Obligation Goals
FHWA stated that the City request for advance construction funds was sent to the 
Secretary and no response received yet.  Federal funds cannot be expended until 
authorization is received.  City can use local funds until Advance Construction Letter 
is approved; however, there will be no reimbursement for City funds expended.  

iii. Scope of Engineering Services
The scope of engineering services includes environmental assessment, survey, 
preliminary design, and stop at right of way plans.  Subconsultants were identified: 
Headwaters Environmental performing the work associated with wetlands, Kimley-
Horn performing the work associated with air quality, Machado Patano performing 
the surveying work, and Soiltech performing the geotechnical work.  Pickering Firm 
is a subconsultant, their role was not discussed.

iv. Engineering Contract Status
Neel-Schaffer does not have an executed contract currently.



 

 
v. Advance Construction Letter Approval 

FHWA stated that the Advance Construction Letter could possibly be approved 
within 2 weeks. 
 

vi. NTP 
FHWA said that the NTP can be issued once the Advance Construction Letter is 
approved and the engineering contract is executed. 
 

vii. Schedule 
The dates on the attached schedule that is included in the contract will slide until 
the NTP is issued.  It was requested that MDOT review the individual steps shown in 
the schedule to point out any items that needed to be added or deleted and identify 
any critical path items. 
   

viii. Team meetings 
Regular scheduled meetings will be held.  It was concluded that meetings would be 
held weekly on Monday afternoons at 1:30 with agendas being disseminated on 
Friday afternoon.   MDOT will provide Neel-Schaffer contacts from MDOT and FHWA 
to be included on the distribution list.    
 

b) Environmental 
i. Agency Scoping list 

Neel-Schaffer will work on identifying the agencies involved and will draft a list.  The 
draft list will be sent to Mr. Adam Johnson of MDOT for approval before finalizing. 
 

ii. Public involvement 
The plan is to have a public meeting at the front end and a public meeting and the 
end to show results.  MDOT and FHWA concurred with this plan.  A City website may 
be used for disseminating information to the public.  
 

iii. Stakeholder Meetings 
Meetings will be held individually with different groups that will include Residents of 
the Turkey Creek, Steps Coalition, Land Trust, and others. 
  

iv. Drainage “no-rise” 
The project is in the Turkey Creek Drainage Basin but not in the Turkey Creek 
floodway or flood plain and that residents of the Forest Heights Subdivision have 
concerns about the project due to their past experiences with flooding.  A general 
preconstruction and post-construction analysis will be performed to determine that 
the project does not affect the FEMA 100-year base flood elevation and that FEMA 
No-Rise certification is not required. 
 

v. Cultural Resources 
Haley Streuding of Neel-Schaffer was re-introduced and was identified as the person 
conducting the work associated with this task. 
 

vi. Wetlands 
It was restated that Headwaters Environmental would be performing the work 
associated with wetlands. 



 

 
vii. Hot Spot Air Quality 

It was restated that Kimley-Horn will be performing the work associated with this 
task in order to address past community concerns regarding air quality. 
 

c) Survey 
i. Landowner Notification 

It was reiterated that Machado Patano would be performing this task and that a 
standard notification letter would be sent to the landowners from the City.  This 
standard notification letter would be sent to MDOT to review. 
 

ii. Entry/staking/drilling approval 
Consent from the landowners will be received before any entry, staking, or drilling is 
performed. 
 

iii. Utility Coordination 
Meetings regarding the Mississippi Power Company transmission and distribution 
lines and the United gas pipeline will be held to avoid possible conflicts.  The MDOT 
Utility Coordinator will be contacted early on and kept up to date regarding the 
meetings. 
 

iv. Geotechnical 
It was restated that Soiltech will be performing the geotechnical work (centerline 
soil profile) and that a standard notification letter would be sent to the landowners 
from the City.  This standard notification letter would be sent to MDOT to review. 
 

d) Design 
i. Alignment 

It was discussed that the proposed alignment is general in nature, and not feasible 
due to not allow enough storage on the KCS railroad spur for the train going to 
Chemours from the Port of Gulfport to switch tracks and conflicts with power 
transmission and distribution poles.  The question was asked about revising the 
alignment.  After discussion, the alignment will be sent to MDOT and FHWA 
denoting the railroad spur and the power poles once the Advanced Construction 
Letter is approved.    
    

ii. Number of Lanes 
The statement was made that the four lanes north of the roundabout may not be 
needed as shown in the application.  The City has been told that a four-lane bridge is 
to be constructed over the interstate.  There is concern about a potential funding 
gap for constructing four lanes in this area.  FHWA said that there is some flexibility 
and will review the possibility of going to two lanes. 
 

iii. Railroad 
The alignment will cross KCS west of Highway 49 and the railroad spur.  Will have 
one new crossing and one upgraded crossing.  The City has been working with KCS 
directly.  The City will close two existing crossings at John Clark Road and Third 
Street.  Josh Stubbs will assist with the Diagnostic Survey.  Mr. Stubbs has Chris 
Ashley out of Shreveport as his KCS contact. 
 



 

 
e) Right of Way  

i. Right of Way plans 
Sharen Willis of MDOT ROW asked is land will be donated or acquired.  The intent was 
to have the right of way donated and will be used as special match credit.  The MDOT 
Right of Way Division will be involved when right of way plans starts.  This is the point 
that the contract reaches completion.   

 
3.  Closing Remarks 

Obligation by September 30, 2021.  MDOT needs PS&E by August 1, 2021.  Federal Fiscal 
year ends September 30th.  May begin final design prior to environmental application. 
 
To Do List 

City will send alignments to MDOT & FHWA for review once Advance 
Construction Letter is received and NTP is issued. 
MDOT will send list of contracts. 

 

 





Figure 2.1 - Project Location Map  











  

April 1, 2020 
RE:  Notification of Surveys on Private Property  

Dear Property Owner: 

This letter is to notify you that the City of Gulfport will soon be conducting surveys in your 
area to collect information for roadway improvements and that your property has been 
identified as one that they will need to enter.  

The work will include collection of topographic information, environmental studies and 
geotechnical investigations for the design of roadway improvements along Poole Street west 
of US 49 and on new location crossing the Kansas City Southern Railway and extending 
west and then north crossing Interstate 10, terminating at 34th Avenue and Daniel 
Boulevard Extension. 

Project information can be found on this website: 
https://www.interconnectinggulfport.com/ 

The Mississippi Department of Transportation (MDOT) conducted a Planning and 
Environmental Linking (PEL) study in October 2017 to identify the purpose and need for 
improvements within the I-10/US 49 Interchange area, determine possible viable concepts 
for long-term solutions, and recommend concepts. The concepts developed, including the 
above-described roadway segment as a project, will improve traffic flow and safety on US 
49. The city has received a USDOT BUILD grant for this project. 

The City has contracted with Neel-Schaffer, Inc., to perform the environmental and 
preliminary design work. Machado Patano, LLC, will perform the Topographic Survey; the 
Pickering Firm will conduct Hazardous Site Assessments; Headwaters will conduct Wetland 
Investigations; Kimley Horn will conduct Air Quality evaluations; and SoilTech will perform 
Geotechnical Studies. These consultants will work along the above route for the next several 
months. In order to collect the data necessary for the environmental assessment and design, 
they will need to enter private properties. 

This letter is to serve as notification of intent to survey; the consultants will keep a copy of 
this notice along with documentation to identify themselves to anyone requesting such 
identification. These consultants will not enter any buildings on your property. Every effort 
will be made to conduct these surveys using the least intrusive methods possible and all 
property will be restored to original condition if damage occurs. 

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at the number listed above or 
Steve Twedt at 228-374-1211. 

Sincerely,  

 
     
Wayne Miller, P.E. Director or Public Works  cc:  Jeff Bruni, City Attorney 
City of Gulfport           Steve Twedt, Neel-Schaffer 

OFFICE OF DIRECTOR OF 

PUBLIC WORKS 
 

4050 Hewes Avenue   
Gulfport, MS 39507-3903 

Phone: 228-868-5740 
Fax: 228-868-5822 
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CONTACTS
Damon Torricelli, P.E.
NSI – Project Manager
Damon.Torricelli@neel-schaffer.com
228-374-1211

Steve Twedt, P.E.
NSI – Vice President
Steve.Twedt@neel-schaffer.com
228-374-1211

Wayne Miller, P.E.
Public Works Director
wmiller@gulfport-ms.gov
228-868-5815



CITY OF GULFPORT BUILD GRANT PROJECT
STAKEHOLDER MEETING

June 10, 2020

I am Steve Twedt with Neel-Schaffer – We are the consultant for the City of Gulfport on the 
Airport Road Extension Project.
First, thank you for agreeing to be part of this process and participating in today’s meeting.
The role of you as stakeholders is to touch the community and help the two-way flow of 
information.

Housekeeping
I am recording this meeting for the project record.
Mute your microphone when not talking to help improve meeting quality.
If you have a question feel free to stop me or post in the chat.
This should take 30-45 minutes depending on questions and discussion.
I will show contact information at the end of the presentation. My team and I will be available to 
you at any time.

Introductions
City of Gulfport:
1. Mayor Hewes
2. Dr. John Kelly
3. Wayne Miller

Stakeholders Group Members
1. Kent Jones – Harrison County District 4 Supervisor
2. Patrick “Flowers” White
3. Rip Daniels – WJZD Radio
4. Judy Steckler – Executive Director of Land Trust for Mississippi Coastal Plain
5. Pam Meinzinger – Prime Outlet Manager
6. Roy Anderson, III – Greater Gulfport Properties
7. Don Shepley – Gulfport Biloxi Airport
8. Sonya Williams-Barnes – MS House Member for District 119
9. Joel Carter – MS Senate for District 49

MDOT
Lee Frederick
Adam Johnson
David Seyfarth

FHWA
Jeff Schmidt
Billy Wilson



Eric Griffin

GRPC
Paul Gavin

Neel Schaffer
Damon Torricelli
Cori Gavin
me

Project Overview
On the screen you can see a description of the project and an image showing the study corridor.

History
City of Gulfport made a request to MDOT for a study to identify ways to alleviate congestion in the I-10
US 49 area. MDOT performed a Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study in 2016-17. A PEL 
Study is a transportation decision-making tool that considers environmental, community, and economic 
goals and that carry these goals through to the project development and environmental review process, 
and ultimately through design, construction and maintenance. A PEL study is more focused than regional 
planning efforts, but broader than just this specific project. It produced several options for consideration.
This project is one segment of roadway that was identified as a need in the overall recommended plan.

The city applied for and received a USDOT BUILD Grant to fund this segment of roadway.

The purpose of the project is on the slide
The Interconnecting Gulfport project and alignment were established with the intention of accomplishing 
several things:

• Decongest overloaded traffic routes like U. S. Highway 49, and improve the level of service at 
some of the busiest intersections in the State of Mississippi.

• Create new routes for businesses to locate along
• Provide interconnectivity to developments otherwise separated by an interstate 
• Provide direct access from the recently expanded sports complex on the north side of the 

interstate with the transportation network on the south side via the interstate.
• Provide a second means of ingress/egress to one of the largest retail centers in South Mississippi 

(the Gulfport Premium Outlet Mall), which currently only has one entrance / exit that crosses the 
Kansas City Southern (KCS) Railroad.

• Alleviate issues associated with limited east-west vehicular access over the north-south railroad 
tracks in the vicinity of I-10. These could be considered life-safety issues in addition to traffic 
congestion.

Project Status
We are performing an environmental evaluation per the USDOT NEPA requirements.
The environmental study requires us to look at a wide range of items. They include but are not limited to:

Land Use and Terrain
Farmland Impacts



Social Impacts
Relocation Impacts
Economic Impacts
Joint Developments
Considerations Relating to Pedestrians and Bicyclists
Air Quality Impacts
Noise Impacts
Water Quality Impacts
Permits
Wetlands and Waters of the US
Water Body Modifications and Wildlife Impacts
Floodplain Impacts
Coastal Zone Impacts
Threatened and Endangered Species
Historic and Archaeological Preservations
Hazardous Waste Sites
Construction Impacts
Environmental Justice Impacts

On the screen are some of the major items of work that are underway.
Public Involvement is a key component of the study. It started today with this meeting.

Alternative A
No Build. This is always an option. We hope we do not encounter any fatal flaws and that we find a build 
alternative.

Alternative B
This is the alignment that was in the grant application. We are required to stay pretty close to it and 
provide the same connectivity. It does have some issues including the, location of the power transmission 
lines, the lift station, the sharp curve and the queuing distance on the rail spur. This is not to be 
unexpected; it is typical for a planning level study where do not get to the level of detail that you do in a 
location study thought the NEPA process. We will discuss these constraints in the environmental 
document and explain that we shifted the alignment to avoid them.

Alternative C
This is the most promising alignment and what we are currently using as the study base line.
We are going to look at what we call typical sections on the next slide that show the roadway 
configuration. We can come back to this slide if needed.

Typical Sections
These typical sections on the top show traffic lanes and pedestrian/bicycle facilities as defined by the 
grant application. We can’t really vary unless there is an environmental issue or a demonstrated need.
The section on the top left is for the four lane sections of roadway. This is Daniel Boulevard Extension, 
Creosote Road Extension, and the new roadway between the roundabouts which goes over I-10. The 
bridge section is on the next slide.
The other three sections are two lane roadways, this would be south of the roundabout, the frontage road 
going to the sports plex and the short piece of 34th Avenue. The top right is a two-lane roadway with no 



pedestrian of bicycle accommodations. The bottom left is a two-lane boulevard with sidewalks and a 
multi-use pathway, and the bottom right is a two lane with a multi-use pathway. We would go to one of 
these bottom two options if the environmental process takes us this direction.
This is the bridge section. It is a four lane with a raised median, a sidewalk on one side and a multi use 
pathway on the other.

Public Involvement
First we will have a Public Meeting where we will tell everyone what the project is and what we are 
studying. We will listen to their concerns and receive input.
After the studies we will hold a Public Hearing where we will present the findings and the preferred 
option. We will again listen to concerns and receive comments.
We would really like to see the stakeholders at these meetings.
After addressing comments from the Public Hearing the Environmental Document will be completed and 
submitted to MDOT and FHWA.
After receiving an approved Environmental Document, we will acquire Right of Way and move utilities 
while finalizing the design. Then we will construct.

Project Schedule
The key milestone dates for the project are:
Public Meeting - September 2020
Public Hearing – November 2020
Approved Environmental Document – February 2021
Right of Way plans – February 2021
Complete Right of Way Acquisition – July 2021
Obligation of Funds - August 2021
Begin Construction – January 2022

Questions/Comments
We will be relying on you as stakeholders to disseminate and relay information to us throughout the 
process. If you need something for a presentation or need one of us to attend a meeting please do not 
hesitate to contact us.

Are there any questions?

Thank you for your time today.
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Damon Torricelli

From: Steve Twedt
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2020 4:30 PM
To: cassandra_ellis@bellsouth.net
Subject: RE: Open Forum Public Meeting

Ms. Ellis,
Thank you for your email inquiry concerning the Interconnecting Gulfport Roadway Project. The purpose of the upcoming Public
Meeting is to disseminate project materials and gather information for use in the decision making process. It will be in an open
format meeting allowing all attendees to view project exhibits and speak with project representatives. This would certainly be an
appropriate time to discuss concerns of landowners in Turkey Creek. All comments and/or questions and answers will be
documented in the project record.
Steve Twedt

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
Steve Twedt, PE 
Senior Vice President 

Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS  39530 
Phone:   228-374-1211 
FAX:  228-374-1216 
Website:  www.neel-schaffer.com 

Message Details 
Email: cassandra_ellis@bellsouth.net 
Name: Cassandra Ellis 
Subject: Open Forum Public Meeting 
Message: Just wondering if this meeting is going to talk about the families living in the Turkey Creek 
area having to sell their property. Thank you and have a save evening. 

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.



Coalition to Preserve and Protect Forest Heights 
Preserve the legacies of Mrs. Youther Lee Keyes, Dr. Mary McLeod Bethune  

       and Dr. Dorothy Irene Height 

                                                           

 
 
It is urgent that you attend this meeting to speak against this project. This is the  
first of many projects that will worsen flooding and cause other environmental 
health impacts to Forrest Heights and surrounding areas. We want good, safe, 
and permanent jobs that do not pose a threat to people and property. Why are 
the residents of Forrest Heights, North Gulfport, and Turkey Creek always the 
only communities asked to sacrifice property and health in exchange for jobs? 
 
Let’s stand together to protect people and property and tell the City of Gulfport 
to protect our wetlands because our wetlands protect us.  
 

OPPOSE THIS BUILD GRANT 
 
Forest Heights is one of three Turnkey developments in the United States. It is a unique, project 
model established in 1966 by the National Council of Negro Women, in cooperation with the 
Department of Housing and Urban Development and supported by the Ford Foundation. It has 
the distinction of being one of the nation’s first integrated home ownership developments for 
low income families. This is the lasting and endearing legacies of the incomparable local 
legend, Mrs. Youther Lee Keyes, the revered Dr. Mary McLeod Bethune and Congressional 
Gold Medal recipient, Dr. Dorothy Irene Height.  
 
Forest Heights is not only entrenched in its community cultural heritage but is indelibly etched 
in our country’s history and therefore should be preserved and protected. 
 

SEE YOU ON THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 3rd AT PRIME 
OUTLET FOOD COURT AT 3-6 PM 

 

Mrs. Youther Lee Keyes 
Jan.3, 1923- Jan.16, 1973 

Dr. Mary McLeod Bethune 
July 10, 1875-May 18, 1955 

Dr. Dorothy Heights 
Mar 24, 1912 - Apr 20, 2010 





















































































https://www.wlox.com/2020/09/03/city-leaders-hope-find-common-ground-road-connector-project/

By MMikee Lacy | September 3, 2020 at 8:56 PM CDT - Updated September 4 at 7:07 AM

GULFPORT, Miss. (WLOX) - Gulfport had its first public meeting over a connector road project that city 
and business leaders say will help traffic congestion and create opportunities for economic 
expansion.

While there are some still worried about potential flooding as a result, officials said it’s a necessary 
first step in a long conversation that hopefully will find a common ground.

But, right now, Gulfport Councilwoman Ella Holmes-Hines isn’t holding back her anger. She said she 
still has more questions than answers.

But, she knows one thing for sure.

“I know that I’m opposed to this road,” said Holmes-Hines. “I know this road is wrong for Forest 
Heights. This is wrong. Black lives matter for Forest Heights and North Gulfport too.”

The $20.46 million grant to the City of Gulfport will support the addition of nearly two miles of new 
roadway to connect Daniel Boulevard to existing commercial centers along Interstate 10, U.S. 
Highway 49 and Airport Road. (Source: City of Gulfport)

The $20.46 million grant to the City of Gulfport will support the addition of nearly two miles of new 
roadway to connect Daniel Boulevard to existing commercial centers along Interstate 10, U.S. 
Highway 49 and Airport Road.





Holmes-Hines and other residents of North Gulfport are concerned that it will create flooding 
problems because it will be built on wetlands.

North Gulfport resident Glenn Cobb has been fighting against wetland development for more than a
decade.

“We are all for economic progress,” said Cobb. “We’re all for that. But when you start having progress 
affect people, we’ve got a problem with that.”

He said the effect will be life-changing for those less likely to be able to deal with that change.

“Seniors, low-income people who can’t move,” said Cobb. “Those are the people who are going to be 
mostly affected.”

Thursday’s public meeting gathered feedback specifically for its environmental report, which likely 
will be presented by the end of the year.

The report also included reports from the EPA, Corps of Engineers and DEQ.

Engineering firm Neel-Schaffer is in charge of the project.

“We don’t want anybody to flood. Nobody does,” said Damon Torricelli with Neel-Schaffer. “That’s 
why we’re taking into consideration what everybody says tonight and learn what everybody’s 
concerns are and try address them the best we can.”

Mayor Billy Hewes said there are a lot of benefits with this new road including traffic control, but he 
added this for those worried the project will create a flooding issue.

“By law, it cannot,” said Hewes. “There have to be measures and safeguards put into place, that does 
not exacerbate or make flooding any worse. So, those concerns were taken into account from day 
one, and they’re still in place today.”

The project, which was made possible through a $20.5 million dollar grant through the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, will likely take about three years to complete.

The project, which is expected to cost a total of $32.17 million, would include new lighting, storm 
drain improvements, roundabouts, and multi-modal paths. The city expects the project would 
encourage future development and provide critical safety enhancements along an important 
economic corridor.

Copyright 2020 WLOX. All rights reserved.



Gulfport connector road moving 
forward but also getting pushback

LIVE REPORT: Gulfport connector road moving forward despite pushback
By Mike Lacy | September 2, 2020 at 6:03 PM CDT - Updated September 2 at 8:27 PM

GULFPORT, Miss. (WLOX) - The City of Gulfport is planning a road connector route to 
lessen traffic congestion, connect to current commercial establishments and create 
more development. On Thursday, the city will have a public meeting to show off its 
project.
That also means going through hundreds of acres of wetlands and Howard Page with 
the North Gulfport Community Land Trust said that it’s a bad idea.
“If you fill these wetlands in, the rain will then go into people’s houses and you’ll create 
flooding.” said Page.
The road would connect Airport Road east of Highway 49 and go north of I-10 with an 
overpass. But that’s a little too close for comfort, it’s just a few hundred yards from the 
already flood-prone Forest Heights community.



Along with Page being worried about what would happen, resident Antonio Green is 
worried too.
“I don’t have a car,” said Green. “So, I’ve got to be up when it’s pouring down rain to 
figure me a way out of here.”
A levy rebuilding project already has congressional approval. The city hasn’t come up 
with the matching funds. Even if it did happen, Page doesn’t think it would be enough.
“It’s not a reasonable proposition to talk about his levy and then do an irresponsible wet 
lands fill,” said Page. “That’s one step forward and two steps back.”
Someone that knows this battle all too well is Mississippi Sierra Club Director Louie 
Miller.
“The public killed this project 10-plus years ago because of the impacts, and it appears 
we’re going to have this fight again.” said Miller.
And Miller added he’s ready for battle.
“At some point, this will go through the permitting process and we plan to engage fully in 
all capacities including any type of litigation that may or may not have to occur.” said 
Miller.
The city will have the public meeting from 3 to 6 p.m. at Premium Outlets in Gulfport. 
Because of COVID-19 restrictions, in-person attendance will be limited.
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ZOOM VIRTUAL PUBLIC MEETING 

NS.15678 Gulfport Build Grant-Environmental 

September 3, 2020 

Steve Twedt: This is our first public involvement meeting. What we are here for is to gather input from the public 
and we are just getting started with the environmental studies and we want to make sure we include everything in 
the study that is of public concern so we are here to gather information and receive comments about the project.  

Kenneth Dean: Could you identify who is sitting in front of the American Flag? 

Twedt: I am Steve Twedt an Engineer with Neel-Schaffer. We have hired by the City of Gulfport to do an 
environmental study for the Build Grant Project. Next to me is Devin Hedgepeth. He is an Engineer in training and 
he is assisting me on this public meeting and on the project.  

Dean: (asking Steve Twedt) What is the difference between your roll and that of Headwaters? You indicated you 
are doing an environmental study. 

Twedt: Yes. Environmental study. Headwaters is a sub consultant. We hired them to look at wetlands and 
threatened endangered species and that portion of the environmental study. The environmental study has lots of 
different components. We are looking at air quality, we are looking at hydraulics and hydrology, and we are 
looking at cultural resources which would be any significant structures or anything like that on the historic register. 
All the different elements in the human and the natural environments that need to be considered for a 
transportation project. Headwaters is doing a portion of it. 

Dean: We received a letter from Headwaters requesting comments or help with the EPA which we provided back 
to them. 

Twedt: They are sub consultants of Neel Schaffer. We have some other sub consultants that are out there 
collecting data. We have a firm named Machado Patano that has been doing some survey work out on the ground. 
We have a subsidiary company called Soiltech that’s been gathering some geotechnical information looking at the 
soils. We have a firm Pickering. They are looking for any hazardous sites that are out there like underground 
storage tanks and things like that. We have a group named Kenley Moor and they are looking at air quality. I can 
say at this point all the studies are at the very early stages of it right now. 

Dean: Right, I understand. Now, have y’all done any preliminary estimates about potential wetlands impacts, 
number of acres? 

Twedt: Headwaters is doing that and I think they’ve submitted some preliminary information to a regulatory 
agency. Are you with a regulatory agency then? 

Dean: yes, I am with the US EPA. The letter that they sent me did not include any of that information or any 
information along those lines but I do understand there was a letter…. Hold on just a moment 

Twedt: We are looking at the letter right now, Mr Dean. We do have the wetlands delineation complete but we 
won’t know the acreages until we’ve done a little bit of the design work and we really haven’t started the design 
work yet. What we have done is started a study corridor. When you download the project map, which is the 
exhibit, that’s got the location on it. You can see a dotted line that represents the study limits including all the 
wetlands that are within the study limits. We do not know the exact ROW yet. What we will do is complete some 
preliminary design work and set some ROW limits and once that is done we will be able to qualify the wetland 
acreage. I know Headwaters is looking at knowing roughly about how much that will be and exploring new 
litigation options but they really haven’t gotten that far into the process yet. 

Unknown- The wetlands study for this project is roughly 110 acres. 
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Twedt- That is the acreage in the study area. With ROW it will be less than that. Do you have any other questions 
right now Mr. Dean? 

Dean- Yes, I do have another question. Now I do believe there was a report in the local news, WLOX, back in 
November that reported on this project and at the time I believe there was some indication a possible interchange. 
Can you address whether or not there are plans or anticipation of an additional project for an interchange? 

Twedt- This project started with the planning and environmental linking study that the Department of 
Transportation with the City of Gulfport in 2017 and it identified an overall concept for improving the I-10 
interchange. This project is just one segment of road of the study. The overall study did show the interchange at 
this location but when the City applied for the Build Grant with USDOT they did not include any of the interchange 
components that were identified in that linking study. So to answer your question, no we are not studying an 
interchange as part of this project.  

Dean- My question was just a little bit beyond this project. Are there any plans or anticipation of an interchange? 

Twedt- No there is not. The planning and environmental linking study that showed that was just that. There hasn’t 
been any funding identified for any other improvements and I don’t know if that’s something that will be pursued 
in the future or not. All I can say is it will not be a part of this project or part of this study. 

Dean- Ok, I thought I would just ask because if any other project that is going to be located within that area, if 
there was knowledge of any, you may want to consider that. 

Twedt- Absolutely and we’ve already talked to Federal Highway Administration about that and there aren’t any 
other planned projects that we think would be appropriate to be a part of this study. So we are not looking at 
anything but this core. 

Dean- Ok, I have one more question and I will stop dominating the meeting. You said there was this was the first 
public meeting. How many other public meetings do you intend to have and have you thought about or made 
plans about reaching out to any specific communities that may be impacted by this project. 

Twedt- Yes, this is going to be the only open forum public meeting. We will have a public hearing after all the 
studies are complete and in the interim we have identified a stake holders group that represents the community 
and we have been receiving information and sending it through the stakeholders group trying to get word out and 
making sure everybody in the community has the opportunity to provide input. If we need to hold additional 
meetings after this meeting to make sure that everybody’s input is included; we will do that. We are not doing it at 
this time because I think we really have been effective with the outreach from the stakeholder group and we have 
had a lot of traffic through this website. 

Dean- Could you identify the stake holders group? 

Twedt- We sure can. We have a representative from the airport. Don Shepley. We have Ann Lightsinger. She is 
allowing us to host the public meetings at her facility. Judy Steckler is with the Land and Trust. She has worked in 
the area, owns property in the area, and also received a watershed and improvement plan grant. She has provided 
us with a copy of that and we are looking at that. We communicated with Rick Daniels as a stake holder. He has a 
radio station out of Gulfport. Also, the elected official Sonya Williams-Barnes. She is with the state legislature 
House of Representatives. Then Kent Jones. Kent Jones is a county supervisor that represents the area. Then a 
couple of property owners, Roy Anderson owns property North of I-10. There are very few property owners along 
the owners along the route and we’ve made sure to coordinate with them. 

Dean- Turkey Creek was designated back in 2006as part of EPA watershed and under a clean water B4 act which is 
knowns as the Turkey Creek watershed team and a watershed plan would develop using those funds. Judy Steckler 
with the Mississippi Land Trust Coastal Plain and she’s been the one meeting with that watershed team. She 
actually led the development of the watershed plan and continued to prior to the COVID-19 epidemic. She was 
meeting with the Turkey Creek community as well as other stake holders within the watershed. One of the EPA’s 
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interest is the watershed as a whole and not just the footprint but also how the project might impact the areas 
that may be impacted by storm water issues. Perhaps storm water issues, flooding from wetlands impacts, impacts 
to Turkey Creek. That was the reason I wanted to know what stake holders you had but by you mentioning Judy 
that provides her an opportunity for her to reach out to others that she sees appropriate. 

Twedt- We read through the plan and some of the concerns addressed in there, we are planning on seeing what 
we can’t do through this project and to be consistent with the goals of that project and plan especially when it 
comes to our quantity and quality so we appreciate that. We also have someone on our stake holder group that 
we failed to mention was Patrick White. 

Unknown- What is the overall timeframe of the project? 

Twedt- This grant came from the USDOT Federal Highway Administration and it does have an obligation deadline. 
The money has to be obligated in Fiscal year 2020-2021. This project has to be obligated by September of 2021. 
What that means is to complete the process and purchase ROW to relocate utilities and submit plans to DOT to 
obligate the funds. One year. Construction probably wouldn’t start until probably 2022. 

Anita Lee- Why is the City applying for this grant instead of going through the MDOT and my second question; how 
this overpass on interstate 10 that might compete with a port connector road plan down the way from the canal. 

Twedt- This is not the state highway system. It does go over I-10 but it is not part of the state highway system and 
not part of Highway 49. This is a new road on a new location that will be City maintained. When the USDOT puts 
out grant applications, DOT’s do apply for those but Cities and Counties are also eligible to apply and in this case 
this is going to be a city street and the City applied for it and got the money direct through USDOT. MDOT will 
administer the funds but it’s a City Street. And then the second question is about the Port Connector Road and we 
are aware of it because it’s in the long range plan but it is an independent project of an independent utility. This 
project doesn’t cross it or touch it. I really can’t speak on that project. I am not involved with it. That’s a MDOT 
project and probably need to talk to someone with MDOT, but it is not in conflict with this project. 

Lee- I am not understanding how an overpass that goes over the interstate would be a city maintained road but it 
seems if you were to cross the interstate it would have to have some Federal Highway jurisdiction. 

Twedt- It would be like Shore Crest Road in Biloxi. It’s an overpass over the interstate and the city maintains the 
road there. It’s just a local road going over the interstate. So when this project is built it will be just like that. It is 
going to be different. There is a typical section and we did post that on the website. The difference between this 
and Shore Crest road will be MDOT maintains that overpass. They do not maintain either side but they do maintain 
the bridge. They did that when they were constructing the interstate system. This is a city street. The City will have 
to get a permit from MDOT to build over the interstate and the City will maintain this bridge when the project is 
built. 

Katherine Egland- We just found out about this project and have had 48 to 72 hours to work on this. We will be 
filing a complaint with the Office of Civil Rights and with DOT to deny the grant and filing an opposition letter to 
the mayor. Was there any consideration about the existing flooding? None of that was mentioned in the grant 
application about the flooding that’s been experienced in Forest Heights and surrounding communities. Even 
though Forest Heights is not yet on historical record. It is definitely a storied history in HUD and National Council of 
Negro Women as being first of its kind. This was the first integrated home ownership program. It has since that 
time evolved to be a predominately African American neighborhood. It has already experienced flooding. The City 
has not seemed fit to find bonds for levy but it appears every other project that comes through there has been 
funding made available. Because of that and other injustices, we feel that we will be filing a complaint. These are 
people with vested interest. People that familiar with the history of Forest Heights and want to preserve it. With a 
combined effort, we have received over 800 signatures from organizations and individuals across the nation with 
an estimated total outreach to about a million members. We will be filing our comments electronically shortly. 
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Twedt- We appreciate that and we appreciate you attending the meeting today. What we would like to do is 
receive any sort of concerns that you may have in regards to the flooding that is something we are looking at. We 
are looking at the hydraulics and hydrology and we are going to make sure we do not have any storm water runoff 
that would increase downstream flow. We are also looking at secondary storm water impacts. People are 
concerned if this road is built then there will other development built along the roadway and that will have storm 
water runoff. So we are developing a comprehensive storm water runoff plan that will provide intention that we 
will not be increasing any run off for Turkey Creek, Forest Heights or any other areas along Turkey Creek. We 
understand that’s a concern and we appreciate any input or specific information anyone has. If anyone on the 
petition wants to give us information on the flooding, any data, any solutions and anything of concern/we 
appreciate the opportunity to address it.  

Egland- From my understanding, this is the first and only meeting. Let me emphasize the organization we are 
working with, we are not at all opposed to development. We need the infusion in our economy. We want and need 
jobs, but this area has been born to proportional impact of the City’s aggressive developments. There are other 
areas we can develop but it always appears that all of the development happens at this particular community. I am 
a very proud citizen of Gulfport. I am very disappointed in this particular project because of the fact of the 
wetlands that is being destroyed. The grant clearly stated there are future development plans which we know will 
destroy even more wetlands and this will imperial people. We should value people as much as profit.  

Twedt- and that is the effect of the study. It is trying to address those concerns. The grant application that was on 
our website has been replaced with information about the study. That was to secure some funding and identify 
project need. We have got a lot more information that we will present to everyone at the public hearing. The 
public hearing will probably happen sometime later this year. It will tell you what we found about wetlands, 
drainage, and cultural resources. We are going to present all those findings to the public along with the storm 
water plan. It will show there won’t’ be any increased flooding. This public meeting is the kick off to the public 
involvement process. We plan on keeping the website up to receive input throughout the study and present the 
findings later. This is not the only opportunity for the public to get information. 

Egland- Will you be doing an environmental assessment but not an environmental impact study instead? 

Twedt- We anticipate this as being and environmental assessment. 

Egland- Again, an environmental assessment study with a project of this magnitude this close to this historical 
residential area is grossly insufficient. There definitely needs to be an environmental impact study. It’s the least 
that the City is asking for. The least possible as it relates to studies because if you are not asking for an 
environmental impact study and an environmental assessment instead that is totally not sufficient. 

Twedt- That determination will be made by the DOT but we plan on performing studies on everything that is of 
concern. We will make sure we look at the storm water, look at the cultural resources. All of things we’ve been 
talking about. 

Egland- The thing we are asking for in our complaint is an impact study and not an assessment. Major thing is we 
are asking for it to be denied. 

Beverly Davis- What plans are in place to mitigate the damages that will be incurred by flooding in neighborhoods 
as well as damages to green spaces? 

Twedt- We are looking at storm water. What we are doing is an H & H study (hydraulics and hydrology). We are 
looking at doing a possible regional detention so that we do not increase storm water runoff as part of the project. 
The greenspace we are going through is primarily private land that is not developed. There’s not going to be any 
public green space impacted on the project.  

Davis- Wasn’t there an EIS 10 years ago that rejected the plan? 
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Twedt- Not that I am aware of but if you know of any other environmental studies that were performed; we would 
certainly like access to them. If you have something on that will you send it to us? We’ll do a little research on our 
own and see if we can find anything 10 years ago. I am assuming you’re being specific to this and I am not aware of 
that. I don’t think this was even identified ten years ago. 

Egland- I don’t mean to dominate the meeting but I have one quick question. There are still people wanting to sign 
on. Given the 6 pm deadline, will there for opportunities because we have had very little time to get this 
information out? We are experiencing a pandemic and been on high alert for storm watch during this active storm 
season. 

Twedt- The comment card and all of the information that we have will stay on the website and anybody can post a 
comment at any time, and send us an email, and if someone wants to discuss the project, we are available for that 
as well. Just because the public virtual meeting ends at 6 o’clock does not mean people comments are limited to 
just the public meeting time frame. To answer your question, yes we will still be receiving comments all the way 
through to up until the public hearing and after the hearing. We did have another question about the public 
meeting in the chat. 

Ntale Kajumba- Can you repeat when the public meeting will be held where you have more specific information 
regarding the project and will you be giving a formal presentation at that time? 

Twedt- There is a public meeting going right now at the premier outlets food court and they have same 
information that we have here. Everything is preliminary. We haven’t really done the study yet so there’s not a lot 
of information out there. We are trying to involve the public early and make sure we know everything and 
everything is looks at. We will have a lot more specific information prior to public hearing. We will have that public 
hearing later this year. That’s when we will know what the wetland impacts are, we will know about the storm 
water runoff, we will know about the air quality and all of those things at that time and we will present 
information on it. But we don’t have that yet.  

Egland- One quick question, what about a flood risk assessment? 

Twedt- We will be doing everything. I am not exactly sure about the flood risk assessment but we will be doing 
hydraulics and hydrology study and I think that’s part of it. I will check on that. 

Egland- Again, I think all of it is needed. All studies including flood risk assessment. That is something we are 
putting in our complaint. 

Derrick Evans- Good afternoon, I am going to try to be brief about this. The best way to pose it is a question and 
that is to what extent has this particular project exhaustively taken into account, what I think we all know, is at 
least 20 years of previous privately funded, publicly funded including state and federally , including Gulfport and 
county funded studies and assessments of not only extensively this project or the footprint of this project or 
immediately adjacent to this project but comprehensively the entire area of influence and impact hydrologically , 
but not just hydrologically that are out there? There are people on this call and others who aren’t and wished they 
were, who have been asking these exact same questions for over 20 years about one project or another. So that is 
a question. That is the first part. Have you exhaustively? Because that is what is warranted here frankly. You are 
talking about a very, very low lying, very, very well known locally and nationally significant and important drainage 
basin in a cultural area, and a segment of our City’s footprint at the intersection of all of our primary transportation 
infrastructures. Rail, air, and surface. It warrants that level of study. Whether it is this project or some other 
project. It is a small watershed. It is a small are of a watershed. It is no secret that the entire world has heard of 
and knows of and cares about this watershed. So I want to ask of you those who are charged with developing this 
next potential project in this watershed, have you taken into account, have you read, have you been made aware 
of, have you incorporated things like any of the written published publicly funded drafts of the community 
participatory embedded Turkey Creek Watershed plan? Turkey Creek North Gulfport communities’ action plan? It 
really does go on and on frankly. There’s been a lot of studies and planning of this area and if the answer is no, 
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which I can’t answer for you, but I think you want to check before you move much further with this project that 
you have exhaustively referenced the communities existing testimony, questions, and concerns about this road. 
Including the testimony of those not even available today. I will mention Rose Fairley Johnson who we know 
exactly what questions she would ask, what she would say, what she would expect of this road as a community 
member. Who lives very close proximity to its footprint. She is no longer living. She passed away earlier this year. 
She’s locally very well-known and compassionately well-known and a celebrated community advocate. A person 
very familiar where she lived and that is what we are talking about right now. With all due respect to her and to 
others and those who haven’t been born yet, I implore you, it’s not hard. You can google search Turkey Creek and 
plan just like graduate students in every state in the country do to look up and learn about this place and double 
check and make sure that you have incorporated all of the preexisting community vetted, community contributive 
assessment studies, questionnaires and what have you because it’s been going on for a very long time and nobody 
alive has any excuse for missing any of it. That’s my question’s last comment about this project. Secondly, or 
should I give you an opportunity to respond to that. What don’t I do that? 

Twedt- I appreciate that and really glad you called in and attended the meeting. That’s exactly the kind of 
information that we need. We do have a copy of the watershed improvement plan. We received that from the 
Land Trust and we reviewed that. We have the community’s plan for Turkey Creek and North Gulfport 
neighborhood. It was a corps funded study and I am sure you are well aware of that. Our intent with this process is 
to gather all of those and read them and see how they can help shape this project. One thing that we already 
found was the need for pedestrian access. The Build Grant application, which was online, did not show sidewalks 
along this route south of the outlet malls. When we were reading through these plans we noticed that was a 
priority for the community and this roadway actually touches the study are for those plans. When you look at the 
typical section of exhibits that we have online, you will see they include multi-use pathways and sidewalks. We did 
that to try to be consistent with the plans that had been previously done and provide that access for the residents 
to other areas that this will connect. That’s one way those plans have already shaped this project. You see a lot in 
there about where our quantity and quality and so we are trying to develop a plan to do that. We do want this to 
be a context sensitive project and consistent with those other plans. Anything that you know of Mr. Evans, if it 
comes to mind and you have another study, and we certainly know how to use google to do that but we want to 
make sure that we capture everything. We welcome that. 

Evans- Thank you very much. I am just thinking to myself all the different plans and studies from the Gulf Regional 
Planning Commission over the years. Every one of those things has some area or map or even a list of contributing 
participants, maybe community members concerns, ideas, and needs. People have been trying to be attentive to 
this community and it’s very understandably fragile and difficult to balance concerns. That brings me to my next 
point, if this was Denver, Colorado’s pitch, when you build a road or what have you some of what we have to talk 
about every time we talk about one of these roadway and if this wasn’t just a place four miles north of a globally 
significant salt water body called the Gulf of Mexico that from time to time decides to rear up and come on to land 
and in to land up to thousands of feet, we wouldn’t be talking about some of what we have to talk about when we 
are talking about this road and others within the this general vicinity and well beyond the immediate footprint of 
this road. And if we weren’t talking about a community that is overwhelmingly large but I am talking about the 
residential demographic footprint of this U.S. Federal Census tracking is overwhelmingly African American. Up in 
the 90th percentile. Some of those counties up in the Delta. I guess I should say in context of the last few months 
we weren’t talking about a country in a place at a time when it is a stir. A lot is being considered in our country 
socially and otherwise about the communities like the one we are mention today. African American communities, 
low income communities, communities that Kathy Egland pointed out have been bearing the disproportionate runt 
of the adverse impacts of a lot of things but including in this case of development of roads and urbanity. So there’s 
another context now that we didn’t have that’s very important for the future of this road and for discussion of this 
road. We got proximity, and being prompt with natural disasters from time to time. We got this very serious 
prioritized concern about race and justice from government entities not just police departments but government 
services and concerns for our traditionally and historically communities like Turkey Creek North Gulfport and 
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Forest Heights and we just got the regular routine issues of the amount of rainfall we get at that we all get on the 
Gulf Coast that we are familiar with and we all know the water has got to go somewhere. I will add to that for us to 
be concerned about where is the water going to go, I would like to also ask what existing water flow that’s not 
hurting anyone is going to impede. If we were just talking about a four post lean to with a corrugated roof on top, 
we would just have to be concerned about is where is the water going to go when it runs off that roof. But if we 
are talking about a road built at grade to some kind of winding berm through wetlands it is also going to function 
as a dam and it is going to alter the flow of water well off of its footprint. It’s not just about managing the run off 
from this road but what impact does this roads presence or addition to the very flat, very wet, very overly and 
under studied. Where is the water going to go but also what existing hydrology is otherwise going to alter? I think 
that’s where you are going to find a big problem because Turkey Creek Watershed already by definition is a 
drainage basin that has a great big old berm called Interstate 10 that bisects it from East to West and there is just 
so many ways for pathways. It’s not only human traffic but water traffic to get from the North side of that to South 
side of that and then within it. There are places or areas that are like sub-watersheds where hydrologically 
primarily but otherwise there is an existing for better or worse way in which the water flows and operates. 
Ultimately it is about the creek but the primary conduit for this drainage basin is a coastal tidal creek. Turkey 
Creek. The stream. The main waterway and its secondary contributor’s and that waterway is a coastal tidal stream. 
It’s not like the plat river in Denver, CO which is dropping at so many feet per mile. This thing is as flat as you want 
it to be. It’s a 13 mile stream from its source to its outfall at essentially the Gulf of Mexico and Bayou Bernard. It’s a 
very short run and it’s not a very steep run. It’s almost like a straw that has been slightly tilted from one end to 
another as it lays across a table in a dining room. Fifty percent of the time nothing is going out because the Gulf of 
Mexico is coming it’s called tidal. When the tide is adding or when the tide is flowing which is half the time is going 
to determine hydrology of this coastal strength. We are not just talking about a stream or drainage channel or 
conduit like you might find in other situations; no more than we are just talking about a community or a part of 
Mississippi or a part of the South or a part of Gulfport. We are talking about a very small, significant well-known 
Turkey Creek Water Shed and communities of Gulfport and Harrison County, MS and that just warrants a lot of 
thought and consideration much of which I’ve said have already taken place and it’s inexcusable to not 
incorporate. Final point, I know I am very long winded, but let me just say finally, I was asked from a good friend 
and cousin Rick Daniels recently my thoughts about the road and I think he was bother surprised and not surprised 
when I said, “Rick, I do not have a single thought.” He said what do you mean? “I will not be pulled into having a 
thought or an opinion or concern or a priority about this road and I will remind you of why. The reason why is 
almost like being focused on a tick or a flea on a dog that has ticks and fleas. Until this road or any other project or 
concern within the Turkey Creek Water Shed is tweaked as part of the conceptual and consistent framework, a 
comprehensive framework that is knowledge based and understandingly modus operandi in way of doing things in 
the Turkey Creek Water Shed; I have no interest or comment about that tick. You follow what I am saying? That we 
are talking about a whole hog here. A whole enchilada. A whole pizza with a lot of moving parts and it’s almost like 
a death by a thousand cuts to be pulled in to answer or ask the same reoccurring set of reoccurring questions 
about demographics, racial injustices, flooding, hydrology, cultural resources, and the list of federal agencies, the 
list of you that have permeated and that have funded. It’s just entirely too much for one flea when know this is a 
dog that warrants a comprehensive plan and approach to handling in this instance drainage and traffic flow 
through the Turkey Creek Water Shed. Thank you. 

Twedt- Thank you Mr Evans for your comment. That was a lot. Like I said earlier we are recording this. You’ve 
given us a lot of good information and things that need to be considered in the study it needs to be 
comprehensive. Is there any particular part of what you said that you would like us to respond to? 

Evans- In your defense, yes I did say quite a bit and I wouldn’t ask you to respond to all of that. I would think by the 
time you finished you would be given a cap and gown and a PhD in Turkey Creekology. That’s fine. I look forward 
to future meetings and discussions about this and other projects. Ultimately, I think this is the main point 
gentlemen and Kristopher Riemann I think I see you right here on my screen. Good to see you. You know what I 
mean when I am saying cumulatively at some point if we are not cumulatively, that’s the word, if we are not 
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cumulatively talking about this road and other projects that are on the table so forth and so on. In a cumulative 
way that determines a road to tie into something else so that later on you don’t have taxpayers driving down the 
road saying well who is the dummy that designed this that ends right here when it just could have ended right over 
there and tied it into this thing that they are doing now or that was a hundred years old. You follow what I am 
saying? I look forward to us being more cumulative, comprehensive and so forth. Obviously, in addition to the 
normal transparent and all of that in getting these things envisioned and considered and maybe if it’s for the 
ultimate benefit and good of the community; develop it. Thank you. 

Twedt- That was very good. We appreciate that and especially appreciate that we’ve already received some 
information that people organized against the project and that’s fine. People can be against it or for it but we don’t 
want that to shut off communication. We want to make sure that we are receiving input so if someone is against 
the project; tell us why. Let us know what your concerns are so that we can address those and you’ve given us a lot 
to consider and it’s going to be very helpful in making sure we are going in the right direction with this study. 
Hopefully through yours and other people’s contacts in the community, they’ll be able to do the same thing to get 
the word out at what we’re looking at and make sure we have an opportunity to try and make this project 
something that fits in and is consistent and fits in with the other plans and goals. Thank you. 

Twedt- Mr. Evans, I see you are still on if you do have any specific documents or anything; if you would please put 
them in your comment card or email to us. I do not want to just assume that we have everything that you know of.  

Evans- Yeah, that’s right. I will do my best. Again, I got to tell you it’s a lot and there is a reason why it’s a lot and 
it’s a good thing that it is a lot. Um, but it is a lot and you know with all due respect to you and others, I was 
involved in a lot of it and a lot of it I wasn’t. But it’s all there and I can’t stress upon you enough there is a lot. I 
don’t think there’s another footprint that size in the United States of America that has had these questions and 
asked so many times and so thorough. There are graduate degrees and universities that have been earned across 
this country talking about this Water Shed and these different aspects of it. From a planning prospective, I can tell 
you there’s folks, I can tell you at least four or five planning schools where groups of students have done graduate 
projects. Not just in South Mississippi but all over. Texas A & M for example. The stuff exists and if they can find it 
we can find it. I guess I am saying it’s a lot of work for me to go back and find it, but I might be able to do 
something for you pro bono. How about that? 

Twedt- That would be great and I am not asking you to do our work for us. This is just anything that you happen to 
know about that if you just want to send us an email. We will do the research and I have your contact information 
and will share with you what we have found. If you see any holes in it, you let us know. 

Evans- Ok, that’s a good move. That’s a very good one. 

Egland- And I want to jump in if anyone else doesn’t have any other questions but when we are asking for twenty 
or thirty million dollars for a project, I am not sure why we do not have equal consideration of spending the 
money, which would be just a mere fraction of that, in making sure that people and property have the best 
possible protection and research on it? 

Twedt- I am not sure, Ms. Egland, if that’s just a question or comment. Our involvement in this project started out 
after Gulfport had received the grant. So I am not sure of everything that went into that but the application we had 
out there posted for everyone to see it. It was for a specific grant. These funds can only be used for transportation 
projects and there is different grants available for different kinds of things. Now we are going through this 
environmental process to address all the concerns but it is specific to this project. The grant is. 

Egland- And that I do understand. I guess the concern is, the emphasis is placed on the development, the no 
interest placed on protection. My concern as Derek mentioned is about the climate that we are in now and I am 
being very vocal about this. I’m in. I jumped in and I didn’t have to be pulled in because I think that we are in a day 
in age where we know taking down flags will not change hearts and minds but we have to be diligent and be about 
changing the way we have been doing things and the way we do business. I keep hearing what the law does not 
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require. The laws need to be changed. If we receive grant funds there should be allowances to make sure that 
those projects do not harm people and property. That is a concern and a concern for me as a civil and human 
rights activist as well as an environmental injustices activist, that these laws don’t include people and property and 
most of the time those were impacted. Those are impacted a majority of the time, those are inversely impacted 
are people of color. 

Twedt- I appreciate your comments. Yes, public protection. That’s exactly what this process is about. We are trying 
to identify all of the issues that you are talking about. Your concern about public protection. We are going to make 
sure all of that is addressed in this project through this environmental process. That’s exactly why we are here. 

Egland- I need some clarification. Did you say that the grant has already been received or that the grant had 
already been applied? 

Twedt- It’s already been received. They were awarded the grant late last year. 

Egland- Wow. Okay. 

Egland- I want to truly thank you for your time. Thank you so very much. 

Twedt- Thank you for calling in. We really appreciate you and your input.  

Ntale Kajumba- Could you discuss the process with the Build Grant? Is it solely for the environmental analysis or 
for construction as well? 

Twedt- The Build Grant Funds is to cover the environmental and also for the construction of the project. Yes, there 
is funding in place to do the construction. 

Derrick Evans- To piggy back off of the last question that someone very prudently asked, How far along is the 
project in the procurement of the necessary permits from the necessary agencies including because some of that is 
stuff is internally collaborative stuff? What permits are needed and which have been requested and how far along 
are things in that process? 

Twedt- we have not submitted any permit applications to this point. We are still doing the Environmental 
document. We know we will need a permit from the Corp of Engineers, from the Mississippi Department of 
Environmental Quality and others. We will have a section in our environmental document that covers all the 
required permits. We haven’t started to secure those yet. We need to get through the Environmental process first. 
Did you have a two part question other than just where we were? We haven’t started that. 

Evans- Ok. That was the main point of my question.  

Twedt- That will have to happen. 

Evans- I am not as familiar with where the concept of this road I guess as it’s been involved and changed over time 
it is at right now as far as engineering wise and design wise. So I am kind of limited in the specificity of what I can 
ask at this point or what I can say. But if you would let me know what is the total acreage of wetlands the road is 
talking about impacting? 

Twedt- I guess I will start with just a little history of how we got to this point. I know the City of Gulfport was 
looking at the 1-10 US-49 interchange and ways to try and alleviate congestion and what have you. They requested 
the Department of Transportation to look at it. So MDOT did what they call a Planning and Environmental linking 
study and looked at this interchange area and some opportunities to potentially do some things to alleviate 
congestion. It was a comprehensive plan for the roadway network in that area. The City of Gulfport pulled this 
project out of that plan as one segment of road and applied for a grant through the USDOT called the Build Grant 
to get funding to build it. They did that and secured the funding last year. This project kind of came out of a study 
that was bigger than just this one segment. Then where they are in process is the City hired from (unintelligible) to 
do environmental document and some preliminary design and they started looking at I guess probably about 
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March and because of the tight timeframe on it obligating funds we are doing some preliminary design work 
concurrent with the environmental. But what that does is allow us to determine the footprint of the entire project. 
We have a study area that is wider than it was actually going to be needed to build it and we’ve done the wetland 
delineation in that study area. It’s about 110 acres. We will need all of that for the roadway study the areas wider 
than the right of way. So we know that the total acreage of wetlands impacted will be less than that. But I do not 
know how much yet because we are not far enough along that in design to be able to quantify. Did that answer 
your question? 

Evans- It does, thank you. How about this again, I want to say this for the record that when you mention 
congestion along the Hwy 49 corridor which in particularly historically I think was called the (unintelligible) 
interchange, where you have intersection of I-10 and 49 and as we all know, North of that and South of that and 
adjacent to that sets Three Rivers Rd and then the feeder roads that kind of all come in there. It gets to be pretty 
bad. Pretty congested and I want to say for the record that myself and most of the folks I have heard, Katherine 
Egland and others and folks that are concerned about this road don’t only need solutions to driving through this 
congestion which is no doubt congested. I mean anybody can tell. It looks like Washington D.C. at rush hour is 
what it looks like but also living at the location of the congestion is something that over the years, again, back to 
those plans I was talking about earlier, over the years has come up with some really good community vetted, 
community participatory transportation project ideas. That specifically seek to address the very congestion that 
you are talking about and again it’s from a lot of people from different agencies, different neighborhoods, different 
sectors in Gulfport but also it includes the vetting and participation of people who that might not be their 
legislated or tax funded job to solve anybody’s transportation problems but because we not all only drive through 
them we live at them. We thought we’d take it upon ourselves beginning about twenty years ago, to include 
transportation ideas in our discussion of how to best enhance the City in the region and our communities with a 
more (unintelligible) flow of vehicular traffic, pedestrian foot traffic, water and so forth and I got to tell you this 
road has never popped up on any of those suggestions for how to improve congestion on Hwy 49. In fact, it just 
strikes me as very odd that in the four corners or quadrants that are created by the intersection of I-10 and 49 or 
so called (unintelligible) interchange, the south western one that we are talking about this road being placed 
primarily is the wettest, it’s the most downstream the second most downstream within the Turkey Creek Water 
Shed. It is the least developed historically. I think for good reason because it is very, very wet. It’s a lot more 
crawfish and snake out there than homes and people. Our city leaders and residents before us never really 
prioritized or thought about it as the ideal place to go through to get from anywhere to anywhere else. Much less 
stick around and chat with your crawfish and cotton mouth neighbors but we did have quite a few and have had 
quite a few recommendations for improving that congestion and that flow of traffic in that vicinity but particularly 
East of 49 where people are currently coming from and going to most. It seems to me this road, even though it has 
a very convenient starting and ending point terminus of that Airport Road at 49, it seems to go from thence mostly 
to nowhere, existing I should say, nowhere existing and I see that little roundabout North of the interstate on the 
map and I see a road North of the interstate that I guess maybe if its slated for retail or something, more retail that 
doesn’t currently exist North of the interstate up there and this a way to tie in some of all of that or further North 
into the City and County. If that were the bigger point than relieving the congestion, which it appears it would have 
to be because it doesn’t relieve any of the congestion that my mother looks at out of her front porch on Rippy Rd 
of people trying to get from Hughes Ave. at the beach or Bayou View through Rippy Rd and Washington over to 49 
or I-10 or Orange Grove. You got mostly a Northwest by Southeast flow of vehicular traffic that kind of skirts this 
area which is the City’s bigger, I think it’s probably born out in some of the studies I have said, some of the traffic 
counts you know with the little thing you lay across the road. So I am surprised that to relieve congestion in this 
area that this project has evolved or was chosen and has evolved to the point it is. It doesn’t exist anywhere on any 
previously proposed community vetted, community participatory, or community initiated discussion of alleviating 
traffic congestion and it also doesn’t exist anywhere near the footprint of what can be photographed and 
videotaped as the existing traffic congestion where these folks are trying to get from and back to. They are not 
trying to get to where this road ends and they are not trying to get to where this road would pass through. So, I 



Page 11 of 17 
 

don’t know. I guess that brings me to my final point here which eludes back to something I said earlier which this 
begs again louder than anything or as much as anything the need for a comprehensive cumulative plan of moving 
people around that center of our City and County and Coastal Mississippi Region frankly. Former Governor Barbour 
referred to the area along Hwy 49, south of land and road and say North of Polk Street as the transportation and 
economic center of gravity for the entire Mississippi Gulf Coast regions economic recovery and renewal. He said 
that during the post Katrina forums down at the Isle of Capri. As much as it hurts, it was the truth and we 
understand it then and we understand it now. All the more reason why there is in fact an existing concern in talent 
pull in public and private sector and citizens of getting this right. This and other road and improvements or 
creations and this is kind of like a shot out of the left field. It really is. At some point, particularly, maybe on this call 
if folks don’t, and other folks in the queue to ask questions or make comments and I know that under normal 
circumstances it would not be the appropriate place to discuss another project or concept of other projects but 
this road is really far in the field of what has been already thought of and endorsed and discussed. Why wasn’t any 
other funding pursued for those? 

Twedt- That’s a good question and we appreciate your comments. Maybe the City could address that as far as 
what projects they chose to apply for grants for. But I will say that as far as the traffic congestion this really did 
come out of a planning and environmental linking study that chrischris did in 2017. So, it’s fairly recent that this 
was identified as a transportation need and it is a part of an overall comprehensive plan like what you are talking 
about. I did not put a link to that planning and environmental linking study on the website but it will be referenced 
in the environmental document and will have a copy of it in the appendix there. It will be available for everybody 
to view at the public hearing. Its MDOT’s document, not the City’s so I didn’t stick it out there but it did come out 
of that plan. 

Evans- Was that part of the Transportation 2020 Comprehensive Plan? The multi-motile GRPC was largely the 
facilitator for it. 

Twedt- Um, you know I am not sure if this was in the 2020 comprehensive transportation plan or not. I will check 
on that. 

Evans- Because we’ve been given comment cards for years and decades about a comprehensive Gulf Coast 2020 or 
2025. Something like that. Multi-modal transportation plan for this very carious, very interesting and very 
challenging intersection. This area is an intersection of air travel, U.S. interstate and state highway surface travel, 
rail, and like we said earlier water flow. It just warrants that level of comprehensive planning. You got to treat the 
whole thing here to come up with worthwhile solutions. Even a worthwhile stand-alone project. It cannot be 
construed or determined to be such until it is held within the context of all the others. So, I will end with that. 

Twedt- I appreciate that and we do have someone from GRPC on the call with us that might could answer that. I 
know that this study was done prior to the latest master plan update. I don’t know if that’s been put out or not but 
if it wasn’t in the long range plan; it will be. It’s just a matter of timing of when that was completed and when the 
planning and environmental linking study was completed. I don’t know that offhand, but I can look that up and 
send you some information, Mr. Evans. 

Evans- Thank you. 

Egland- I need to ask another quick question about zoning because it is my understanding that zoning, we haven’t 
had an updated zoning. Its fifty years old. Is that correct? 

Twedt- We really don’t use that as part of the study but there won’t be a change in zoning. It is not a part of what 
we are doing with this study. But we will have a section on land use in the environmental document and if the City 
does think that is necessary to change zoning and update it; they’ll do that. It’s not at this time. 

Egland- Yeah, I wasn’t asking in conjunction with this project. I was just asking in general because a lot has changed 
in the area and a lot of transformation in the last fifty years and that our zoning is definitely outdated. I know 
that’s a different discussion and at a difference place but I do want to say as a member of the National Council of 
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Negro Women, as a person who looked up to Dr. Dorothy Height and the person who attended school at Mary 
McCloud Bethune Elementary school in growing up in Hattiesburg. Dr. Height was on of Dr. Kings trusted advisors. 
She has a place in history. She has a congressional medal awarding. At some point, we have to consider 
preservation of black history and this project, the reason I’m just extremely interested in persevering it is, I will just 
tell you a story. The first time I met Jack Kemp, former HUDD Secretary, and first time I met Dr. Dorothy Heights, 
they both had the same reaction when we had to introduce ourselves and say where we are from and I said I was 
from Gulfport, MS. They both grabbed their hearts and said Forest Heights TurnKey. I am from Hattiesburg. I really 
didn’t know the history, but I went and found out after that. So I know how important that was because she 
gravitated that to me and that was such an honor for me for her to tell me about that. This history has, just 
another matter of history. I live on Rosemary Drive right across from where Francis and Rosemary Collins live. The 
builder of the Forest Heights subdivision and the builder of my subdivision. The historical part of this and the need 
to preserve and protect black history is very important not only to me, but to over 800 people that signed and 
came to the defense of this community. Again as I mentioned I am representing networks of organizations in 
aggregate of over one million people and again these aren’t just outsiders. These are U.S. taxpayers who don’t 
want to see their dollars going into flooding in African American historical neighborhoods. Again there are 
potential tourists and there are many of them who volunteer and came to our rescue in the aftermath of Hurricane 
Katrina. Thank You. 

Twedt- Thank you for your comment and we appreciate that. 

Devon Hedgepeth- Once again we do appreciate everyone attending this virtual meeting. This is our first try at a 
virtual meeting due to the pandemic but it’s going very well. I am pretty pleased and assume Steve feels the same 
way. Once again if you have any comments feel free to share them to us. That’s what this meeting is for and we 
will answer to the best of our ability. 

Beverly Davis- Could you type the address in the chat where we can find the transcript of this meeting? Thank you. 

Twedt- What we are going to do is, once we transcribe this, we are going to put it in our environmental document. 
When we advertise for the public hearing, we will put the draft and environmental documents in various locations, 
we will have people come visit you, put it online and then you’ll be able to go in your appendices and read the 
transcript for this meeting. 

Egland- Thank you so much for your patience and indulgence. 

Hedgepeth- Thank you Katherine. 

Twedt- For those of you who are interested in our participation, we are thinking not everybody went to the 
website today that joined the Public Meeting but we’ve seen significant increase in traffic today. We have 257 
visits to the site with 87 unique visits. Prior to today we were less than 100. So we’ve had over 90 hits to the 
website and people viewing the project information today and hopefully well receive some comments from them 
in addition to the comments we’ve received from everybody that’s joined the call. 

Twedt- What we are going to do while we are waiting for comments and anybody still feel free to raise your hand 
or post a chat. We are just going to pull up the exhibits and look at them and this is the same thing you can see on 
the website. Just make sure everybody knows what we are looking at. The study really starts, we will start at the 
South end down at Airport Rd. The study starts at Hwy 49 even though the grant doesn’t contemplate 
improvements to Poole St. at this time, we are studying what those improvements will look like when that does 
happen. There is a potential for a Phase 2 project. The study goes the whole way but the construction will start 
right at Old 49, will cross the CSX railroad and we have had some coordination with them. Looks like that’s going to 
be okay. Then kind of comes around and curves to the North. Then we have a roundabout that’s going to extend 
Creosote Rd back to meet that round about and arrive a connection right there. One of the concerns that was 
talked about in the grant application was if you are at the Creosote Rd/Factory Road Blvd intersection there’s really 
no way to get out of there other than to go down Creosote Rd. And if CSX has that intersection blocked there’s no 
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way out. There’s never been a train derailed but there are some delays sometimes. So what this extension of 
Creosote Rd will do is allow you a way out in an event like that. Then we have continuing overpass that goes over 
the interstate and this is strategically located and there were some power transmission lines in there and some 
other things to kind of dictate it where we could cross the interstate. And you can also see a drainage that’s 
coming in just east of there if you look on the photography. You kind of see just east of the study area there’s a 
culvert coming under I-10. That’s where the drainage North of I-10 to South of I-10 comes thru. Now we continue 
up to another round about which is tying in the service road and goes back to the Sportplex and then it also goes 
east and ties in Daniel Blvd. which is fairly a new retail development and restaurants. So that doesn’t at 34th show 
on the map but it does continue up to land and road. This gives you a couple of different options to get to land and 
road. 34th we are now contemplating having a video in there. Zoom in on that a little and this is all conceptual 
design. It hasn’t been finalized. We are going to base some of the bilaws at the public meeting. 34th we will having 
going right in and right out the residential street. So there won’t be a lot of thru traffic. We are trying to kind of 
encourage thru traffic to continue this corner of Daniel Blvd. which goes all the way to the land and road 
intersection right by the Sam’s Club. If you were at the Sam’s Club and you want to go down to the Shrimp Basket; 
you could use this route to get back and forth without having to get on Hwy 49. That’s kind of an overview of the 
roadway and the connections that are going to be made. The alignment can be adjusted. Some based on the 
environmental study. That’s one exhibit on the website. If anybody has any questions about that; feel free to post 
in the chat. Let’s go ahead on to the next one. Just received word that we’ve had fifty people so far at the face to 
face public meeting at a total of I think up to thirty at one time on virtual. So we’ve had probably eighty people so 
far. It’s a fairly even split. Now we are sharing the typical sections in the roadway lane configurations. I haven’t 
received any comments but I assume we are all able to see the exhibits we are talking about. If you will go on there 
and confirm you are able to see what we are trying to share on the screen or somebody. (Yes, we can see it fine) 
So what we have here we call these typical sections. It’s the graphic representation of what the road will look like 
in dimension of lanes. So you can see this Section B at the top of the screen. That’s Airport Rd Extension from 
Creosote Road to Factory Shop Blvd and its color coded on the map so you can see it better. He’s pointing to it 
right there. That’s Section B and that is a four-lane boulevard with a 21 ft. raised median. We’ll put a five ft. 
sidewalk on the West side and a 10-foot-wide multiuse pathway on the East side. Just below that is typical Section 
B. That’s Airport Road Extension up to date. It’s a two-lane boulevard. We could accommodate a future four lane 
but in the grant application that was identified as a two-lane road. The grant application didn’t show the sidewalks 
or multi-use pathways but as we discussed earlier, we read through some of the reports and studies that have 
been done in the North Gulfport area and they identified need for places for pedestrian facilities. So we thought it 
would be appropriate to add that there based on that. That’s typical Section A. Let’s start at the bottom. So this is 
the overpass itself. It’s an overpass that goes over I-10. We got the same multi-use path four lane boulevard. We 
narrowed the median to 8 foot so basically adding to a 4-foot raised median with 2 ft. shoulders on either side. We 
are narrowing down to go over I-10 but it’s the same typical section or link (unintelligible) median that’s south and 
there’s a rail on either side to protect pedestrians and bicycles. It separates them from mainline traffic. Right 
above that is Section D. Its color coded. It goes from the bridge to the roundabout. That’s the exact same section 
that we are looking at south of the roundabout. We just went back with what we had before. We’ve got a Dodge 
Charger there headed southbound in the right-hand lane and the truck is going northbound. So that’s kind of the 
direction of that. Here we got Section F which is Daniel Blvd. and it’s also a very similar section. You can see the 
multiuse path appears to be off to the side. What happens is the multiuse path is on the east side as you’re coming 
up Airport Rd Extension when you get to the roundabout the multiuse path will cross the four lane and will cross 
over into the north side of Daniel Blvd and tie into the pedestrian facilities that are up there. They are currently at 
the sidewalk at the south side. The last section that we will talk about is going to be the section for the Canal Rd 
connection to the service road and that’s just a two-lane road right now. So were putting in a two-lane road back. 
This is the section that doesn’t have a curb and gutter on. It’s just an open shoulder two lane road that begins with 
the multiuse pathway in there so that you would have pedestrian access going back to the Sports Complex. You tie 
into the existing road with transitional lanes to match the existing link with. At some point I am sure it’ll be 
pedestrian facilities to go beyond that. Those are the online exhibits. Okay, here we go. Section H is that piece that 



Page 14 of 17 
 

basically just matches the existing road. 34th is really very narrow. So we are showing four foot lanes but we’ll 
transition back to the existing pretty quick. And this last section down at the bottom is the Creosote Rd. going back 
to the Factory Shop Blvd. and that’s just got the multiuse path on it. Of course that ties into the existing 
development. And it does go all the way to the driveway for the Plan House. That’s it. Those are the exhibits. 

Joann Fields- How far north is the road going to be from Turnkey? 

Twedt- Let’s go back to that overall exhibit. Okay this does not show it. Let’s pull up the overall map. Can everyone 
see the project map? This has been on the website since the beginning and even before the public meeting for 
everyone to see the general location of the project. The Turnkey is sun ominous of Forest Heights. That’s the 
subdivision that everybody’s been talking about. It doesn’t specifically show it on here but just too kind of give you 
an idea of the distance. You can see where Poole St is and then we don’t show Russell Dr. which is the road that 
goes back to Turnkey. It’s probably right about the borderline of this map. See where the North arrow is of 
Gulfport logo. That’s about where Turnkey is. Turnkey is probably right about North there. Did that answer your 
question about where Turnkey was and if it didn’t we can pull up Google Earth and put it up on the screen if you 
want to look at it there? Let’s go ahead and do that. Pull up Google Earth if you would. Sometimes when we share 
Google Earth it causes the screen to flash. So if it’s flashing on your screen we apologize for that. Hopefully we’ll be 
able to see it well enough. (Showing Google Earth) Forest Heights is Dogwood, Russell Blvd, and Holly Circle. So 
here’s Forest Heights right here and you can kind of see a levy comes around here and ties in to the railroad tracks 
on both sides and here is Poole St and the project comes right through here and turns up. It comes across right 
about in here. We are going to try and measure the distance from where the road is going to be to the closest 
point of the levy of Forest Heights is about 750 feet to the middle of Forest Heights is about 2000 feet. Let’s see if 
that answered the question. Did that answer your questions Ms. Fields? 

Fields- Yes, Thank you! 

Twedt- Okay great! If there anything else you would like us to look at just let us know? 

Minnie Maryland- My name is Minnie Janice Maryland. I was just wondering and I am late on the meeting and I 
am really not up on it but I definitely have property and interest in the Forest Heights area all my life. I want to 
know where y’all are with the timeline and where is the timeline on this project? Where could I find that? 

Twedt- Okay, that information hasn’t been posted as part of the information on the project but I am glad you 
asked the question. I would like to start by saying it is an open format meeting so you have not missed anything. 
We’re going to be here until 6 and it’s been a come and go meeting so we’re just asking and answering questions 
as they come up. Now the City of Gulfport did receive a grant for this project in the fall of last year from the USDOT 
and that grant had an obligation deadline on it. Meaning they have to obligate the Federal funds by September of 
2021. In order to obligate funds you have to have an approved environmental document that goes thru the 
(unintelligible) process and that’s what we are doing right now. These environmental studies and public 
involvement is all part of a process that’s outline by Federal Highway Administration. So we have to get thru the 
(unintelligible) process and get an approved environmental document. Then we have to have permits and plans in 
place so they can obligate those funds. It doesn’t mean necessary that we have to have received bids for 
construction at that time but bids for construction could come shortly after that. They won’t obligate a project 
unless this is to that point. So we have about one year to get thru the (unintelligible) process and get the plans to 
the point that they can obligate funds. So I would say timeline wise and this is speculation at this point. We could 
expect construction to begin sometime in 2022. So the environmental and design, ROW acquisitions, utility 
relocations, all of the work that has to be done in advance of the construction project will be taking place in 2021 
and right now. 

Maryland- That’s based on all the studies being approved and that kind of thing? 

Twedt- Right. 

Maryland- That target date? 
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Twedt- Yes Ma’am 

Maryland- Ok I got some more questions but I got to think about them. 

Twedt- Well we will be here until 6 o clock and if you have more questions later you can email us through the 
website or there’s a comment card that’s a fillable PDF that you can fill out and email or hard mail it to us or if you 
don’t want to do any of that you can call us directly. We will be receiving input on the project all the way up until 
the time we have a public hearing which is probably going to happen later this year. Maybe before Thanksgiving or 
hopefully. Once we have all the environmental studies complete then we’ll have all the findings at the public 
hearing and after we have the public hearing there will be a fourteen-day comment period for public input even 
after that. So you got plenty of time to ask questions. 

Maryland- Alright, thank you. 

Maryland- I had left the meeting but it does say on the page that there are materials available. I guess where you 
are. Where could I find more materials? 

Twedt- On the website there should be several things that you can download as PDF files. If you click on it there’s 
going to be 

Maryland- On the City of Gulfport? What is the website? 

Twedt- let’s go ahead and pull the website up. We are going to share the screen and show you where it is at on the 
website. 

Maryland- Thank you. 

Twedt- Interconnecting Gulfport (shared screen and showed where to locate information and reviewed 
information discussed briefly) we are going to leave this material up on the website. I’ll take down the zoom 
meeting at 6 o’clock. 

Maryland- How long will that be available? 

Twedt- It will be available. 

Maryland- Thank you for sharing that. 

Twedt- You are welcome and glad you asked. 

Norwood- I was interested when you were showing the map that where you are going to have the overpass that 
connects with Poole Street going to the Airport Road. Wouldn’t it be more feasible to just four lanes Old 49 and 
relieve traffic from new 49 and have them come out Creosote from the interstate? 

Twedt- Let me understand your question because we are doing a traffic component in the study and we’ve looked 
at all of that and there was also a planning and environmental linking study that looked at all of the traffic patterns 
and everything that kind of, that’s how they arrived at this route. Now you’re talking about widening Old 49 but 
one of the things this project is accomplishing also is access west of the Kansas City Southern Railroad. So if you’re 
at the prime outlets and you’re on the west side of the railroad and there’s a derailment or the train stops, you 
can’t get of the outlet mall. So what this is doing, it’s also providing access for folks to get back to around that 
railroad crossing. 

Norwood- But you’re extending Creosote Rd all the way to Canal Rd, is that not correct? 

Twedt- No ma’am. Let’s pull up the overall map. 

Norwood- So you’re not extending Creosote Rd? 
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Twedt- Just a little bit. What we are doing is we are extending Creosote Rd a little bit. Just back to this new road 
but that’s where it stops. It doesn’t go all the way to Canal Rd. The line you are looking at is the Kansas City 
Railroad spur and that goes all the way to Dupont but the Creosote extension stops at this new road. 

Norwood- It’s going to stop at Airport Road Extension? 

Twedt- Correct, yes ma’am. 

Norwood- Okay, Creosote Rd my understanding runs East and West? 

Twedt- Yes, ma’am. 

Norwood- Where would it connect with Airport Rd at running East and West? 

Twedt- Okay, so Airport Rd. Extension is going to come west from Poole St. It takes a northerly curve to go over 
the interstate. There’s nothing there right now. It’s just vacant land north of the railroad spur. That’s where it’ll 
actually intersect. 

Norwood- Okay, I’m on my picture now but now how far into the Forest Heights subdivision will they have to take 
any of that property from Forest Heights? 

Twedt- No ma’am. We can look at that on Google Earth and were going to share our screen. Can you see the Arial 
on the screen now? 

Norwood- Yeah, I am looking at the screen. 

Twedt- Ok, so Forest Heights is actually South of the proposed road. You can see the hand on Forest Heights? 

Norwood- Yeah, west of Poole. 

Twedt- Ok, so where this road goes is about at the closest point 750 feet away from Forest Heights. 

Norwood- You’re right. You’re right, but now we were under the understanding and maybe we got it wrong but 
34th street was going to run in behind Forest Heights also. Was that not correct? 

Twedt- I am not aware of that. No, ma’am. 

Norwood- Okay, then we’ve been given wrong information that was saying 34th Ave here coming off 28th street 
was going to run right on in and connect in to Creosote Rd going to prime outlet. 

Twedt- No this does not come behind Forest Heights. I think what you are talking about is you were thinking the 
road was coming down here and connecting in down here but there’s no road planned for hat area that we are 
aware of. 

Norwood- okay, that’s what some of the residents in Forest Heights we were concerned over that 34th coming off 
28th St and going north would behind North Upward School there and intersect with Creosote Rd. 

Twedt- No that’s not part of this project. Now, I know the Department of Transportation may be doing and 
independent study at one time. They were looking at a port connector road that was down in this area but that’s 
not part of this project at all and I don’t really know much about it. I know it’s not coming in here (pointing behind 
Forest Heights). I know that. 

Norwood- okay, right and I can understand where Poole (unintelligible) where the interstate is going to come off 
there at Airport Rd. 

Twedt- Yes, that’s right. This proposed route is coming down through here. There’s not an interstate ramp that 
goes over the interstate but it doesn’t connect to it. 

Norwood- Okay, alright. I understand. Thank you. 

Twedt- Thank you for joining the public meeting. We appreciate your participation, Ms. Norwood. 
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Norwood- Thank you for allowing us, to show us what is going on. 

Twedt- Glad to do it. 

Maryland- I got one more question. This is Janice Maryland. I assume once all these environmental studies are 
completed and these proposals could change. 

Twedt- Yes, ma’am. 

Maryland- Okay, so these are proposals and waiting on all the information and studies to come in prior to moving 
forward? 

Twedt- Yes, ma’am. 

Maryland- Thank you for clearing that up. Thank you. 

Norwood- What I was asking was: will this project get in the way? Will old 49 get any upgrades while this project is 
going on? Will it get any upgrades from Creosote Rd all the way down to 49 South? 

Twedt- The only thing planned for Old 49 is right where this road ties in to Old 49 at Poole St. we will do some 
improvements to that intersection. So well put some turn lanes on there. Maybe a couple hundred feet or a little 
more than that. Three to five hundred feet North and South of the intersection at Old 49 will get some 
improvements there. 

Norwood- Okay, is there room for asking or requesting that improvements to 49 come as far down as Polk St? 

Twedt- Absolutely, you can put anything you want in the comment. If you think there’s a need to do some 
improvements to Old 49 or to put a sidewalk on Old 49 to connect to Forest Heights. You can put anything that you 
want in the comment as input. Now that maybe beyond the scope of what this grant can be used for but it’s 
certainly lets the City know there’s a concern and a perceived need for improvement to some other facilities tied 
to it. So I would encourage you, matter of fact, even by asking that question in this meeting hope that everything 
we’re talking about will be part of the public meeting record. So we’ll look at that. 

Norwood- Okay, thank you. 

Twedt- Thank you. Appreciate the comment. 

The meeting ended at 6:00 PM 





























Public Meeting 
COMMENT SHEET 
September 3, 2020
Gulfport, MS

PROJECT BEING CONSIDERED

Interconnecting Gulfport – Airport Road
Extension & I10 Overpass 
Harrison County 

Website: https://www.interconnectinggulfport.com
eel-Schaffer, Inc FAX Number: 228-374-1216

E-mail: @neel-schaffer.co

Name  Telephone 

Address

City State  Zip

Email Address

Which best describes your primary interest?
(Circle one in each column)

Affected Resident 
Concerned Business 
Other  Landowner

Other 

Relocations Noise 
Wetlands/Wildlife Stormwater
Pedestrian Access Social 
Traffic Volume Air Quality
Other 

Gulfport is soliciting your input on the proposed project. Please indicate:

Do you have any thoughts regarding the Build Alternative?

Are there any specific items that should be considered?

Recommendations for the project: 

PLEASE MAIL TO WITHIN 10 DAYS OF THE PUBLIC MEETING

Alan Weatherford 228 518-2109

20108 Hartzell Road

Long Beach MS 39560

Aweatherford@cableone.net

Fully aware and understand the traffic congestion/issues at Prime Outlet Mall, Creosote Road/Hwy
49, Airport Road/Hwy 49 and Landon Road area.   Hopefully this proposed project will be discussed
with Harrison County Engineers and the City of Long Beach Engineering Dept regarding any impact
on flooding issues in the Canal Road/ 28th Street/ Klondyke Road area.

Water retention holding area and no impact on Turkey Creek drainage.
Long term planning with how this completed project and future development in area does not impact
flooding.  As already mentioned discussion with Long Beach and Harrison County.  They also have
developments underway at 28th Street/ Klondyke Road.

See above comments.

Concernedd WWetlandss/W SStormwater
Landownerr
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Damon Torricelli

From: Steve Twedt
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2020 4:30 PM
To: cassandra_ellis@bellsouth.net
Subject: RE: Open Forum Public Meeting

Ms. Ellis,
Thank you for your email inquiry concerning the Interconnecting Gulfport Roadway Project. The purpose of the upcoming Public
Meeting is to disseminate project materials and gather information for use in the decision making process. It will be in an open
format meeting allowing all attendees to view project exhibits and speak with project representatives. This would certainly be an
appropriate time to discuss concerns of landowners in Turkey Creek. All comments and/or questions and answers will be
documented in the project record.
Steve Twedt

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
Steve Twedt, PE 
Senior Vice President 

Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS  39530 
Phone:   228-374-1211 
FAX:  228-374-1216 
Website:  www.neel-schaffer.com 

Message Details 
Email: cassandra_ellis@bellsouth.net 
Name: Cassandra Ellis 
Subject: Open Forum Public Meeting 
Message: Just wondering if this meeting is going to talk about the families living in the Turkey Creek 
area having to sell their property. Thank you and have a save evening. 

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.



Contact 
EMAIL 
kennelgirlbev@earthlink.net 
NAME 
Beverly Davis 
SUBJECT 
Inter-Connecting Road Meeting in Gulfport Sept. 3 
MESSAGE 
Is there a link for virtually attending this meeting being held at the Food Court today? Thank you for 
any information you might provide. And, if you send a link can it be shared? 
stevetwedt 
S 
Ms. Davis, A link to the Virtual Public Meeting along with other project information will be uploaded to 
the website at 3:00 PM. If you want to go ahead and download the Zoom App or software in advance 
you will be ready to join in. The link is https://neelschaffer.zoom.us/meeting/register/tJMsf-
6vrDgqGdayiZaCapFGEVIrKtdT90Sa and it will become active at 3:00. It is a "come and go" 
meeting so you can access the information and speak with a representative at any time between 
3:00 and 6:00. Thank you for your involvement. Steve Twedt Neel-Schaffer 

Sep 3,  3:11 PM 

This will not let me join the meeting. There seems to be insufficient information. I do plenty of zoom 
meetings but I can't get into this one. Any additional info or links you can provide? 
 



 
Sep 4,  9:20 AM 

Contact 
EMAIL 
mdbrooks49@gmail.com 
NAME 
Dennis Brooks 
SUBJECT 
Interconnecting roads at I-10 and 49 
MESSAGE 
I have a business on Creosote road. It is west of highway 49. We have operated there since 1972. It 
is imperative that the city extend creosote road west toward canal road. Traffic is so congested 
during peak shopping periods customers can hardly get out of our parking lot. We incur a 
tremendous problem with people using our parking lot as a short-cut or turn-around. Their has to be 
a way this project can be done and at the same time reduce flooding in the surrounding subdivisions. 
M.Dennis Brooks 

Sep 4,  12:55 PM 

stevetwedt 
S 
Mr. Brooks, thank you for taking the time to review the project information and provide feedback. We 
will include this information in the project record. 
 











Contact 
EMAIL 
jfoster856@cableone.net 
NAME 
James Foster 
SUBJECT 
Airport Road Extension 
MESSAGE 
This is an excellent project that should move forward as soon as possible. Economic progress in this 
area has been held back much too long. The project will also alleviate some of the congestion on 
Hey 49. 

Sep 4,  1:46 PM 

stevetwedt 
S 
Mr. Foster, thank you for taking the time to attend the Public Meeting, review the project information 
and provide feedback. We will include this information in the project record. 

Sep 4,  4:06 PM 

It is imperative that this project move forward. This area is prime for development. Look at 
Pensacola or Mobile. These areas have developed while protecting wetlands and existing residents. 
We can do that here and experience the economic boom that would result. These homes should 
never have been built in the first place. Why Pena.i Get Outlook for iOS 
 



 
Sep 3,  7:39 PM 

Contact 
EMAIL 
lydiakj@yahoo.com 
NAME 
Jim Jelinski 
SUBJECT 
Comments on the Interconnecting Gulfport road project 
MESSAGE 
Hello! My name is Jim Jelinski. I live in Diamondhead, but I drive Hwy 49 fairly often. I am more 
familiar than I want to be with the traffic situation every evening from Airport Road up through 
Orange Grove. I heard about the Gulfport Connector Road, and the public comment meeting, by 
seeing it on the WLOX-TV 13 news on Tuesday night. I looked it up on WLOX’s website, which led 
me to the 'Gulfport Connector' website, and I studied the map of the existing and proposed roads 
and bridges. I then stopped by the comment meeting at the Gulfport Prime Outlets. One of the 
engineers and I had a very nice conversation, and we went over and discussed the aerial images of 
the proposed roads. First, I want to THANK YOU for having this meeting! Now, on to my thoughts 
and suggestions on the project. It seems obvious to me (and to anyone driving ‘rush hour’ on Hwy 
49 from Airport Road in the south up to somewhere around Oneal Rd., or perhaps up to Hwy 53) 
that relieving the congestion on Hwy 49 should be “JOB ONE”. RELIEVING CONGESTION on Hwy 
49 should be the objective of any major road project in this area. Unfortunately, it appears that the 
present project will not accomplish this. Sure, it will make it nice to connect Charlie Henderson Ford 
at one end to Mugshots and Texas Roadhouse at the other end, but is this really what most of the 
Taxpayers want their money to be spent on? I believe that the money could be much better spent on 
increasing the capacity of Hwy 49 from Airport Road in the south, up to Hwy 53 in the north. I 
suggested to the engineer that I spoke with (a very nice guy with a shaved head, wearing a black 
sport coat) that you as a group might want to go look at what the city of Huntsville, AL did on their 
main north-south road, Memorial Parkway. (I wrote Memorial Drive on my comment sheet.) 
Huntsville also had a main 4-lane road that was overloaded with traffic. The Huntsville people rebuilt 
Memorial Pkwy as a limited-access road, with 2 or 3 lanes in each direction, with Memorial Pkwy 
passing over the crossing roads at each main intersection, and with 2 lanes of ‘frontage road’ on 
either side. This has improved the traffic flow tremendously! After I got home I thought about the 
Hwy 49 situation some more, and I think perhaps the most effective- and cost effective- thing would 
be to eliminate the stoplights on Hwy 49, but do the ‘mirror image’ of what Huntsville did. Instead of 
having the main highway go over the crossing roads, have the crossing roads go over the main 
highway. My thought is to leave Hwy 49 pretty much as it is, 2 or 3 lanes in each direction, but add 
road overpasses (with walkways) as needed on the intersecting roads at each place where there is 
now a stoplight. Add a couple lanes of frontage road on each side, with merge ramps between the 
‘through’ lanes and the ‘frontage’ lanes, then have all the intersecting ramps, turn lanes, and 
stoplights (where needed) on the frontage roads. Install overpasses at the roads that cross Hwy 49, 
such as: - Airport Rd./Poole St. -Creosote Road -Landon Rd/Crossroads Pkwy -Community Rd -
Dedeaux Rd -Orange Grove Rd/5th St -Oak Ln/Hamilton St. -Oneal Rd -Duckworth Rd -Hwy 
53/North Swan Rd At the other roads, ones that are not as heavily travelled, have the roads tie into 
frontage roads on Hwy 49 so that people can easily get to an overpassing road, but set up the 
intersections so that overpasses can be constructed later on, if increased traffic makes it necessary. 
Anyway, those are my thoughts on the project. Of course, study the traffic flow, and look at likely 
new sources of traffic….. new subdivisions, business parks, shopping centers, etc…..and design the 
roads accordingly. Let’s do ‘Ready….. Aim…..FIRE!’ Let’s NOT do ‘Ready…FIRE!....Aim.” :) All the 
Best! Jim 

Sep 4,  1:45 PM 
stevetwedt 
S 



Mr Jelinski, thank you for taking the time to attend the Public Meeting, review the project information 
and provide feedback. We will include this information in the project record. 
 



Contact 
EMAIL 
ktegland@aol.com 
NAME 
Katherine Egland 
SUBJECT 
BUILD GRANT APPLICATION 
MESSAGE 
Thank you for this information. Would you please email me a copy of the BUILD grant application 
that was previous accessible on this site? Or if possible is the link or tab to that grant able to be put 
back on the site so that people commenting or seeking more information will be able to view it? 
Thanks Again. 

Sep 4,  12:03 AM 
stevetwedt 
S 
Ms. Egland, Thank you for attending the public meeting. We have added the BUILD Grant 
application back to the website. I am also attaching it to this email for your convenience. Please feel 
free to contact me with any question or concerns. Steve Twedt 
 
 
BUILD Grant Application.pdf0.00 KB 

Sep 4,  1:10 AM 

Thank you so much for your promptness. And please know that I love my city and feel that we have 
some of the best officials in the country. But the disproportionate harm continuously posed to one 
segment of our city to accommodate profits must end. More diverse participants who’re willing to 
voice environmental concerns should be a part of the conversation in the planning process along 
with those with a focus on economic advancement. I truly regret that we must now raise this injustice 
nationally. But thank you again for your work. Katherine Egland WhatsApp and Cell Phone: 1+228-
617-0891 Twitter: @katherineegland If you are neutral in situations of injustice, you have chosen the 
side of the oppressor. - Archbishop Desmond Tutu Sent from my iPad 
Email 

2:38 PM 
stevetwedt 
S 
Ms Egland, I saw your email this morning and was concerned that you had not received my 
response on Saturday. I went back and checked the message and think I have identified the 
problem. You typed in your email address as ktegland@aoll.com and I replied to that address. I see 
from previous correspondence that you used the address ktegland@aol.com, so I am hopeful that 
this message reaches you. As far as the concerns raised in your Saturday email, know that the 
comment period will be open from now until 10 days after the Public Hearing. We do not have a hard 
date for the Public Hearing, it will probably be later this fall or early winter. We modified the online 
form and removed the 10 day note. We are in the process of transcribing the comments from the 
virtual public meeting and will have them in the appendices of the Environmental Document. This 
document will be made available to the public at the Public Hearing. As far as the comments and 
attachments to your email this morning know that they have been received and are now part of the 
project record. Your input will be considered in the environmental study and development of the 
project. Steve Steve Twedt 
 



Sep 20,  10:11 PM 
Contact 
EMAIL 
joshking23@gmail.com 
NAME 
Josh King 
SUBJECT 
Safety 
MESSAGE 
I just would like to express my support for the project. The congestion relief alone is going to reduce 
accidents at the Creosote, Landon and Airport Road intersections with Highway 49 and the Home 
Depot intersections at Creosote Road. The illustrations look beautiful. 

9:34 AM 

stevetwedt 
S 
Thank you for your comments, they have been received and are now part of the project record. Your 
input will be considered in the environmental study and development of the project. 
Sent 
 



Sep 12,  12:45 PM 
Contact 
EMAIL 
ktegland@aoll.com 
NAME 
Katherine Egland 
SUBJECT 
Deadline for Comments 
MESSAGE 
I was on the zoom call on September 3, which we told was being recorded and would be made 
available to the public. It was announced that the comment period was extended 14 days, which 
would be September 17. However, this site says the comment period is for 10 days after the public 
hearing, which would mean its ends on tomorrow, Sunday, September 13. Which information is 
correct? This information is conflicting and unfair. Than you. 

Sep 12,  2:09 PM 

stevetwedt 
S 
Ms. Egland, Thank you for bringing this to our attention. The comment period will be open from now 
until 10 days after the Public Hearing. We do not have a hard date for the Public Hearing, it will 
probably be later this fall or early winter. We modified the online form and removed the 10 day note. 
Steve Twedt 
Ms. Egland, We are in the process of transcribing the comments from the virtual public meeting and 
will have them in the appendices of the Environmental Document. This document will be made 
available to the public at the Public Hearing. Steve Twedt 
 



From: Steve Twedt
To: M. O. Lawrence 111
Bcc: Damon Torricelli
Subject: RE: Comments regarding September 3, 2020 proposed project presentation
Date: Friday, September 11, 2020 4:40:00 PM

Mr. Lawrence,
Thank you for your comments, they have been received and are now part of the project record. Your input will be
considered in the environmental study and development of the project.
Steve

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
Steve Twedt, PE
Senior Vice President
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc.
772 Howard Avenue
Biloxi, MS  39530
Phone:   228-374-1211
FAX:  228-374-1216
Website:  www.neel-schaffer.com

-----Original Message-----
From: M. O. Lawrence 111 <mlawren@cableone.net>
Sent: Thursday, September 10, 2020 11:05 AM
To: Interconnecting Gulfport <interconnectinggulfport@neel-schaffer.com>
Subject: Comments regarding September 3, 2020 proposed project presentation

Gentlemen and Gentleladies,

You made an excellently engineered proposal exactly as the City of Gulfport instructed. Unfortunately, you failed to
accurately describe the project. A more correct title would have been: “A Road System to Enhance Marketability of
Ward Properties”.

An examination of your “Interconnecting Gulfport “ reveals the following deficiencies:
    1.) arguably the most serious Gulfport interconnectivity is the junction of Landon Road with Highway 49. One
need make no further description of that traffic nightmare other than the permanently placed temporary barriers
preventing turning south as one heads west On Landon Road from Highway 49. You failed to address this
interconnectivity.
    2.) perhaps the second most  egregious interconnectivity is the combination disaster located at the entrance to
Home Depot, Factory Shop Blvd., and Highway  49. A traffic disaster whether attempting to go north, south, east, or
west. Another failure to address interconnectivity.
     3.) a third Highway 49 problem not addressed is the intersection of Highway 49 and Community Road known as
the Chick-fil-A bottleneck. Yet another failure to address interconnectivity.
     4.) Airport Road-Poole Street-Proposed Airport Road Extension. A future bottleneck in the making. An engineer
designing four lane divided streets, with a two lane contraction in the middle, would certainly have failed a physics
flow dynamics class. That’s not acceptable. Please don’t use the excuse, the City will address this fault in the future.
Unless there is a standby “Letter of Credit” Issued now, there are no guaranteed funds for future remedial
construction.
     5.) why even have an Airport Road extension, when the traffic flow will come to a dead stop by traffic lights at
Highway 49? So, without some type flyover, there appears no motive for this extension——except the real
motivation, that being to open lands for development—- not interconnectivity.
     6.) the project is being disingenuous even calling it the Airport Extension Road. No traveler, either coming or
going to the airport is going to utilize this road that dead ends at a new Daniel Blvd. with no immediate access to
Interstate 10. If the project were indeed about interconnectivity, you would be designing an airport entry/exit



directly connected to the Interstate.
     7.) the Daniel Blvd appears as nothing short of a solution in search of a problem. This new street ends either at
the Landon Road traffic mess identified in issue 1 (above), or at Canal Road ( a considerable distance to the west).
Failed interconnectivity, but lots of land development potential.
    8.) these comments will not even begin to address the pending issues regarding wetlands destruction, mitigation
issues, subdivision flooding, and an array of other environmental and social justice issues affecting the North
Gulfport/Turkey Creek minority communities. Unless these BUILD grants fundings includes the expenses of
prolonged and contentious litigation, this project and the City of Gulfport is being disingenuous as to the true costs,
not of an interconnectivity project, but of a real estate development project.

After consideration of all the issues sited, I would hope that Neel-Schaffer take the appropriate steps to truly address
the interconnectivity issues that face the City of Gulfport. The project, as currently presented, is inadequate and
should be terminated.
Thank you for your consideration.

M. O. Lawrence

Sent from my iPad
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���pl�l�}l~�

�Q��R����	��Q��	

��'*��

-������'!�����'!��,��!����4�����5�0����!����:(#��&����5���(.���:'#���(�����'�"���('���!'��!�,��%���'!��'$�����

2'!�%��#(*�'!�8�����"�����'��'����%���!'&�0��:�0�#����%��(��"����0'���)�����"�$��%�(��"���"��!����08� %�

������)����������%��0'���)�����'�����0'������"���"�"���('�)������*�8��2¡ ���¢¢�£��¢¢¤-+26¢���18£¥�

Q��R���¦�



�����������

	
���

����������

��������������� !�

"#����"$%&�#�%�"#����"$%&�#�%���
'()*+',-./0'(1'()*+',-./0'(1

2314(5+)6+�367(

89:;<�8=>?>8?@

ABCDEFGH�IJKFGL�MJNO�PQRSH�J�DJNHFG�PR�TBGUOK
VGOOU�EGFWONH

XY�X>ZZY�:;[;@�\]Ẑ=8<9�_ Ỳ8<
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Damon Torricelli

From: Steve Twedt
Sent: Monday, May 24, 2021 1:23 PM
To: Shepley Don (dshepley@flygpt.com); Roy Anderson (ra3@andercorp.com); rip@wjzd.com; Kent 

Jones (dwilliams@co.harrison.ms.us); sonyawilliamsbarnes@gmail.com; swilliams-
barnes@house.ms.gov; dkjones@co.harrison.ms.us; Patrick White; dhaight@ltmcp.org; 
PMeinzinger@simon.com

Cc: Damon Torricelli; jbruni@gulfport-ms.gov; Wayne Miller; Tyler Gentry (jgentry@gulfport-ms.gov)
Subject: Forest Heights Community Meeting
Attachments: FH Community Meeting Flyer.pdf

Stakeholders,
Attached is a meeting announcement for the Forest Heights Community Meeting one week from tomorrow.
These announcements are being distributed to every home in Forest Heights today. The doors to the Boys and
Girls Club will open to the public at 6:30 PM. We will have stations with exhibits set up around the gymnasium
with City and Neel Schaffer staff there to talk to the public. We will give a presentation at 7:00, then direct the
attendees to the stations for questions and discussion. The meeting will end at 8:00 PM. We hope that all of
you are able to attend and participate.
If you have any questions please contact me.
Steve

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
Steve Twedt, PE 
Senior Vice President 

Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS  39530 
Phone:   228-374-1211 
FAX:  228-374-1216 
Website:  www.neel-schaffer.com 

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.



FOREST HEIGHTS COMMUNITY MEETING
INTERCONNECTING GULFPORT

NEW CONSTRUCTION AIRPORT ROAD EXTENSION & I-10 
OVERPASS

CITY OF GULFPORT, HARRISON COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI

 The City of Gulfport has scheduled a community meeting to discuss the proposed construction 
of a new road extending the west end of Airport Road to Daniel Boulevard with an I-10 overpass, making 
connections with Creosote Road (at the Gulfport Premium Outlets) south of I-10 and with 34th Avenue 
and the I-10 Service Road north of I-10.

 The meeting will be held on Tuesday, June 1, 2021, from 6:30 p.m. until 8 p.m. at the Boys 
and Girls Club, 201 Holly Circle, in Gulfport, Mississippi. 

Representatives from US Army Corps of Engineers, Federal Highway Administration, MS Department 
of Transportation, Gulf Regional Planning Commission, City of Gulfport,  Land Trust for the Mississippi 

 Residents are invited to watch (in person or virtually) a brief presentation at 7 p.m. regarding 
the proposed project. Residents can view exhibits and other project-related materials in person and on 
the following website: https://www.interconnectinggulfport.com starting at 7 p.m. In person attendees 
can discuss the project with federal, state, and city representatives. Residents are encouraged to 

link found on the project website referenced above.

 Any individual who needs auxiliary aids or special accommodations to attend the meeting 
should contact the City of Gulfport Public Works Department at (228) 868-5740 to make their needs 
known in advance of the meeting.

LaShaundra McCarty

Community Relations Manager
City of Gulfport













































































































Forest Heights  
PROJECT BEING CONSIDERED 

Interconnecting Gulfport – Airport Road 
Extension & I10 Overpass 
Harrison County 

Website: https://www.interconnectinggulfport.com 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc FAX Number: 228-374-1216 
E-mail: interconnectinggulfport@neel-schaffer.com

 Telephone 

State  Zip 

 
  

Name   

Address   

City    

Email Address 

comments, 
recommendations, and/or questions concerning the project 

Please submit at the meeting or mail to address on reverse side or email to interconnectinggulfport@neel-schaffer.com 

Sandra Norris 228-243-4169
61 Holly Circle

Gulfport MS

Neel-Schaffer personnel called Ms. Norris on June 3, 2021 to possibly schedule a follow up
meeting time to meet and further discuss the project information presented at the community
meeting. She said that she was against the project and does not want to meet. She also stated
that she would believe the proposed pond would work when she sees it.



Forest Heights  
PROJECT BEING CONSIDERED 

Interconnecting Gulfport – Airport Road 
Extension & I10 Overpass 
Harrison County 

Website: https://www.interconnectinggulfport.com 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc FAX Number: 228-374-1216 
E-mail: interconnectinggulfport@neel-schaffer.com

 Telephone 

State  Zip 

 
  

Name   

Address   

City    

Email Address 

comments, 
recommendations, and/or questions concerning the project 

Please submit at the meeting or mail to address on reverse side or email to interconnectinggulfport@neel-schaffer.com 

Cheryl Clark 757-285-5385
167 Holly Circle

Gulfport MS

Neel-Schaffer personnel called Ms. Clark on June 3, 2021 to possibly schedule a follow up meeting
and further discuss the project information presented at the community meeting. She said that she
understands the project and has a comment sheet that she will fill out and return.



FOREST HEIGHTS RESIDENTS COMMUNICATION LOG 
 

       Below is a list of the people who attended the Forest Heights Community Meeting on June 1, 2021, 
that gave addresses within Forest Heights Subdivision on the sign-n sheets and the efforts made to 
contact them: 

1. Jessie Allen – left no contact information. 
2. Marla Bajoie – left no contact information. knocked on door after Stacy Turner-Key said that she 

would be home.  Received comment. 
3. Gwendolyn Pope – sent email on June 3, 2021, at 10 :39 am and have not received any 

response.  Did not leave any other contact information. 
4. Geneva Reed – left no contact information. 
5. Isaac Pittman – did not leave contact information but had phone number from prior discussions.  

Called on June 7, 2021. Met at Boys and Girls Club at 5 pm on June 8, 2021 and received 
comments.  He stated he would meet with a group of Forest Heights residents to get additional 
comments.  Mr. Ashley phoned on June 11, 2021, and he said that he is working on getting 
residents together.  Mr. Ashley phoned on June 17, 2021, and he said the plan was for members 
of his neighborhood group go door-to-door to residents for feedback on the project.  He felt 
that there would be more participation if the members of the neighborhood visited residents 
door-to-door for feedback without any outside participation.  He requested additional comment 
forms for the door-to-door meetings.  Mr. Ashley phoned on June 25, 2021 and received no 
answer.  Mr. Pittman returned call later that day, but the call was missed.  Mr. Ashley phoned 
again on June 28, 2021, and July 8, 2021, and received no answer.  Mr. Ashley sent a text 
message to Mr. Pittman on July 28, 2021, letting him know that he had the comment sheets that 
he had previously requested, and Mr. Pittman sent a response thanking him.  Mr. Ashley sent a 
text message to Mr. Pittman on August 19, 2021, informing him that the requested comment 
sheets had been dropped off at the Boys and Girls Club for him to pick up.  Mr. Pittman 
responded thanking Mr. Ashley.  Mr. Ashley sent a text message to Mr. Pittman on September 
10, 2021, asking him if he got the forms from the Boys and Girls Club and received no response.   
Have not received any additional comments yet. 

6. Randall Barnes – left no contact information. 
7. Harold McDowell – sent email on June 3, 2021, at 10 :50 am and have not received any 

response.  Did not leave any other contact information. 
8. Virginia Williams – sent email on June 3, 2021, at 10 :51 am and have not received any response.  

Did not leave any other contact information. 
9. Rosita Patton – called on June 3, 2021.  She stated that she wanted to see project layout and set 

up meeting for June 4, 2021, at 9 am.  Arrived for meeting on June 4, 2021, and no one 
answered the door.  Called while on site and left a message.  Have not received a response. 

10. Sylvia Lee – called on June 3, 2021, at 2:10 pm and set up meeting for June 4, 2021, at 8 am.  
Met on June 4, 2021, and received comments. 

11. Sandra Norris – called on June 3, 2021, at 2:40 pm.  She stated that she does not want to meet 
and that she is against the project and believe the pond will work when she sees it.  

12. Katena Willis – sent email on June 3, 2021, at 10 :59 am and received no response.  She 
answered the phone call to her mother Betty Childers.  She said that she is speaking for the 



family.  She asked that a comment sheet be sent to her.  A link to the comment sheet was 
emailed to her on June 3, 2021, at 5:13 pm.  Have not received any response.   

13. William Arnold – called on June 3, 2021, at 2:45 pm.  He will call back with a time to meet after 
coordinating with Ms. Thigpen. 

14. Monica Marsh – sent email on June 3, 2021, at 10 :59 am and received no response.  Called on 
June 7, 2021, at 3:37 pm and no answer. 

15. Jerry Pryor – called June 3, 2021, at 4:27 pm and left a message.  Left no other contact 
information.   

16. Linda Peoples – called on June 3, 2021, at 4:41 pm with no answer and had no option to leave a 
message.  Called on June 11, 2021, with no answer and had no option to leave a message.  Left 
no other contact information. 

17. Mary S Thigpen – called on June 4, 2021, at 11:31 am and said that she would contact Mr. 
Arnold and will call back with a time. 

18. Timothy Jones – sent email on June 3, 2021, at 11:05 am and have received no response.  He left 
phone number also but illegible. 

19. Linda Barnes – sent email on June 3, 2021, at 11:07 am and have received no response.  Left no 
other contact information. 

20. Cheryl Clark – called on June 3, 2021, at 4:46 pm.  Said that she was at the first public meeting 
and understands the project.  She said that she had a comment sheet that she would complete 
and send in.  Have not received it to date. 

21. Betty Childers – called on June 3, 2021, at 5 pm.  Daughter Katena Willis answered the phone 
said that she was speaking for the family.  She asked that a comment sheet be sent to her.  A 
link to the comment sheet was emailed to her on June 3, 2021, at 5:13 pm.  Have not received 
any response.   

22. Carolyn Arnold-Sterling – not available.  William Arnold’s sister that was visiting and lives out of 
town. 

 

 



1

Damon Torricelli

From: Richie Ashley
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 11:08 AM
To: lindabarnes006@gmail.com
Cc: Damon Torricelli
Subject: Interconnecting Gulfport Community Meeting Follow Up

Ms. Barnes,

Thanks for attending the community meeting on June 1, 2021 on the Interconnecting Gulfport project. We know that
some of the attendees were not able to gain an understanding of the project at the meeting. In light of this, we’d like to
briefly meet with you at your residence to make sure you understand the project and answer any questions you may
have. We’d also like to get any input you may have on the project. Please let us know when would be a good time to
visit with you by replying to this e mail or contacting me at the number below.

Thanks again for your time.
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Richie Ashley, P.E. 
Project Manager 
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS 39530-3820 
Phone:  228.374.1211 
FAX:  228.374.1216 
Website: www.neel-schaffer.com 

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.
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Damon Torricelli

From: Richie Ashley
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 11:06 AM
To: jonestimothyl@yahoo.com
Cc: Damon Torricelli
Subject: Interconnecting Gulfport Community Meeting Follow Up

Mr. Jones,

Thanks for attending the community meeting on June 1, 2021 on the Interconnecting Gulfport project. We know that
some of the attendees were not able to gain an understanding of the project at the meeting. In light of this, we’d like to
briefly meet with you at your residence to make sure you understand the project and answer any questions you may
have. We’d also like to get any input you may have on the project. Please let us know when would be a good time to
visit with you by replying to this e mail or contacting me at the number below.

Thanks again for your time.
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Richie Ashley, P.E. 
Project Manager 
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS 39530-3820 
Phone:  228.374.1211 
FAX:  228.374.1216 
Website: www.neel-schaffer.com 

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.
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Damon Torricelli

From: Richie Ashley
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 11:03 AM
To: monicaemarsh@yahoo.com
Cc: Damon Torricelli
Subject: Interconnecting Gulfport Community Meeting Follow Up

Ms. Marsh,

Thanks for attending the community meeting on June 1, 2021 on the Interconnecting Gulfport project. We know that
some of the attendees were not able to gain an understanding of the project at the meeting. In light of this, we’d like to
briefly meet with you at your residence to make sure you understand the project and answer any questions you may
have. We’d also like to get any input you may have on the project. Please let us know when would be a good time to
visit with you by replying to this e mail or contacting me at the number below.

Thanks again for your time.
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Richie Ashley, P.E. 
Project Manager 
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS 39530-3820 
Phone:  228.374.1211 
FAX:  228.374.1216 
Website: www.neel-schaffer.com 

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.



1

Damon Torricelli

From: Richie Ashley
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 10:49 AM
To: haromcdowe@aol.com
Cc: Damon Torricelli
Subject: Interconnecting Gulfport Community Meeting Follow Up

Mr. McDowell,

Thanks for attending the community meeting on June 1, 2021 on the Interconnecting Gulfport project. We know that
some of the attendees were not able to gain an understanding of the project at the meeting. In light of this, we’d like to
briefly meet with you at your residence to make sure you understand the project and answer any questions you may
have. We’d also like to get any input you may have on the project. Please let us know when would be a good time to
visit with you by replying to this e mail or contacting me at the number below.

Thanks again for your time.
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Richie Ashley, P.E. 
Project Manager 
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS 39530-3820 
Phone:  228.374.1211 
FAX:  228.374.1216 
Website: www.neel-schaffer.com 

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.
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Damon Torricelli

From: Richie Ashley
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 10:28 AM
To: gene7959@gmail.com
Cc: Damon Torricelli
Subject: Interconnecting Gulfport Community Meeting Follow Up

Ms. Pope,

Thanks for attending the community meeting on June 1, 2021 on the Interconnecting Gulfport project. We know that
some of the attendees were not able to gain an understanding of the project at the meeting. In light of this, we’d like to
briefly meet with you at your residence to make sure you understand the project and answer any questions you may
have. We’d also like to get any input you may have on the project. Please let us know when would be a good time to
visit with you by replying to this e mail or contacting me at the number below.

Thanks again for your time.
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Richie Ashley, P.E. 
Project Manager 
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS 39530-3820 
Phone:  228.374.1211 
FAX:  228.374.1216 
Website: www.neel-schaffer.com 

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.
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Damon Torricelli

From: Richie Ashley
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 10:38 AM
To: gene7459@gmail.com
Cc: Damon Torricelli
Subject: Interconnecting Gulfport Community Meeting Follow Up

Ms. Pope,

Thanks for attending the community meeting on June 1, 2021 on the Interconnecting Gulfport project. We know that
some of the attendees were not able to gain an understanding of the project at the meeting. In light of this, we’d like to
briefly meet with you at your residence to make sure you understand the project and answer any questions you may
have. We’d also like to get any input you may have on the project. Please let us know when would be a good time to
visit with you by replying to this e mail or contacting me at the number below.

Thanks again for your time.
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Richie Ashley, P.E. 
Project Manager 
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS 39530-3820 
Phone:  228.374.1211 
FAX:  228.374.1216 
Website: www.neel-schaffer.com 

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.
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Damon Torricelli

From: Richie Ashley
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 10:52 AM
To: gin7227@yahoo.com
Cc: Damon Torricelli
Subject: Interconnecting Gulfport Community Meeting Follow Up

Ms. Williams,

Thanks for attending the community meeting on June 1, 2021 on the Interconnecting Gulfport project. We know that
some of the attendees were not able to gain an understanding of the project at the meeting. In light of this, we’d like to
briefly meet with you at your residence to make sure you understand the project and answer any questions you may
have. We’d also like to get any input you may have on the project. Please let us know when would be a good time to
visit with you by replying to this e mail or contacting me at the number below.

Thanks again for your time.

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Richie Ashley, P.E. 
Project Manager 
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS 39530-3820 
Phone:  228.374.1211 
FAX:  228.374.1216 
Website: www.neel-schaffer.com 

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.



1

Damon Torricelli

From: Richie Ashley
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 10:59 AM
To: 73kchilders@gmail.com
Cc: Damon Torricelli
Subject: Interconnecting Gulfport Community Meeting Follow Up

Ms. Willis,

Thanks for attending the community meeting on June 1, 2021 on the Interconnecting Gulfport project. We know that
some of the attendees were not able to gain an understanding of the project at the meeting. In light of this, we’d like to
briefly meet with you at your residence to make sure you understand the project and answer any questions you may
have. We’d also like to get any input you may have on the project. Please let us know when would be a good time to
visit with you by replying to this e mail or contacting me at the number below.

Thanks again for your time.
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Richie Ashley, P.E. 
Project Manager 
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS 39530-3820 
Phone:  228.374.1211 
FAX:  228.374.1216 
Website: www.neel-schaffer.com 

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.
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Damon Torricelli

From: Richie Ashley
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 5:12 PM
To: 73kchilders@gmail.com
Cc: Damon Torricelli
Subject: RE: Interconnecting Gulfport Community Meeting Follow Up

Katena,

Here is a link to the comment sheet. Please let me know if you have any problems entering the information.

https://096fc205 fdff 4dcb 82bc 9c0a9b0c01c1.filesusr.com/ugd/98ac1d_d78e1c11ef5d4d6e844d38a9a47f4028.pdf

Thanks,
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Richie Ashley, P.E. 
Project Manager 
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS 39530-3820 
Phone:  228.374.1211 
FAX:  228.374.1216 
Website: www.neel-schaffer.com 

From: Richie Ashley
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 10:59 AM
To: 73kchilders@gmail.com
Cc: Damon Torricelli <damon.torricelli@neel schaffer.com>
Subject: Interconnecting Gulfport Community Meeting Follow Up

Ms. Willis,

Thanks for attending the community meeting on June 1, 2021 on the Interconnecting Gulfport project. We know that
some of the attendees were not able to gain an understanding of the project at the meeting. In light of this, we’d like to
briefly meet with you at your residence to make sure you understand the project and answer any questions you may
have. We’d also like to get any input you may have on the project. Please let us know when would be a good time to
visit with you by replying to this e mail or contacting me at the number below.

Thanks again for your time.
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Richie Ashley, P.E. 
Project Manager 
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS 39530-3820 
Phone:  228.374.1211 
FAX:  228.374.1216 
Website: www.neel-schaffer.com 
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Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.



Forest Heights  
PROJECT BEING CONSIDERED 

Interconnecting Gulfport – Airport Road 
Extension & I10 Overpass 
Harrison County 

Website: https://www.interconnectinggulfport.com 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc FAX Number: 228-374-1216 
E-mail: interconnectinggulfport@neel-schaffer.com

 Telephone 

State  Zip 

 
  

Name   

Address   

City    

Email Address 

comments, 
recommendations, and/or questions concerning the project 

Please submit at the meeting or mail to address on reverse side or email to interconnectinggulfport@neel-schaffer.com 

Sylvia Lee 228-867-6721
93 Maple Court

Gulfport MS

Neel-Schaffer personnel met with Ms. Lee at her home on June 4, 2021 and received the following
comments regarding the proposed project:

Ms. Lee is concerned with flooding. She has allergies living on fixed income and cannot afford to
move or start over.

She is concerned about mosquitoes and protection around the proposed pond for children.
However, she liked the concept of amenities at the pond for the community to use such as the
walking track. She said that the City of Gulfport will have to keep this area maintained.

She liked the concept of walking from Forest Heights to Sam's Club and other areas north of
Interstate 10 and keeping pedestrians off of Highway 49.

She had concern about noise from the overpass. It was explained to her that the overpass would
only go over the interstate and the new road would be ground level.

She was glad that she agreed to meet and get a better understanding of the project.



Forest Heights  
PROJECT BEING CONSIDERED 

Interconnecting Gulfport – Airport Road 
Extension & I10 Overpass 
Harrison County 

Website: https://www.interconnectinggulfport.com 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc FAX Number: 228-374-1216 
E-mail: interconnectinggulfport@neel-schaffer.com

 Telephone 

State  Zip 

 
  

Name   

Address   

City    

Email Address 

comments, 
recommendations, and/or questions concerning the project 

Please submit at the meeting or mail to address on reverse side or email to interconnectinggulfport@neel-schaffer.com 

Marla Bajoie
103 Holly Circle

Gulfport MS

Neel-Schaffer personnel arrived at the home of Ms. Bajoie on June 4, 2021. She said that she had
no comments on the project. She also stated that she did not need any further discussion or
information regarding the project and that she received all the necessary information from the
community meeting.



Forest Heights  
PROJECT BEING CONSIDERED 

Interconnecting Gulfport – Airport Road 
Extension & I10 Overpass 
Harrison County 

Website: https://www.interconnectinggulfport.com 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc FAX Number: 228-374-1216 
E-mail: interconnectinggulfport@neel-schaffer.com

 Telephone 

State  Zip 

 
  

Name   

Address   

City    

Email Address 

comments, 
recommendations, and/or questions concerning the project 

Please submit at the meeting or mail to address on reverse side or email to interconnectinggulfport@neel-schaffer.com 

Isaac Pittman 228-323-3308
140 Tulip Court

Gulfport MS

Neel-Schaffer personnel met with Mr. Pittman at the Boys and Girls Club on June 8, 2021 and
received the following comments regarding the proposed project:

Mr. Pittman stated that the community is concerned with flooding issue and that if the community had
assurances that the levee would be raised the opinion of this project would be better. He believes
that there should be cost sharing between this project and the USACE levee project.

He supports the BUILD Grant project but wants the project to be fair for all parties involved.

He understands the use of the pond for drainage but is concerned about security in the area around
the pond and questioned police presence in this area. He said that there should be no amenities in
the pond area in order to save money that could be spent elsewhere and to prevent loitering/crime.

He favored the sidewalk and multi-use pathway along the proposed road and asked about Forest
Heights having direct access to the sidewalk and pathway.

Mr. Pittman said that he would contact others in the Forest Heights Community for additional
feedback.
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Damon Torricelli

From: Damon Torricelli
Sent: Sunday, July 18, 2021 12:52 PM
To: Damon Torricelli
Subject: FW: Gulfport BUILD Grant Project

From: Steve Twedt
Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 11:54 AM
To: sonyawilliamsbarnes@gmail.com
Subject: Gulfport BUILD Grant Project

Sonya,

Thank you for taking the time to speak with me today. We and the City of Gulfport appreciate your willingness to serve
as a stakeholder on this important undertaking and your work to date. This is to further acknowledge your continued
backing of the project and willingness to continue to devote time and effort toward its success. As discussed, we are
working on the design and the Public Involvement process is continuing. Your leadership and voice of support in the
community are critical in getting the message out on the opportunities that will be afforded to citizens through this
project.

I will continue to keep you posted as we move though the process.

Steve

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
Steve Twedt, PE 
Senior Vice President 

Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 
772 Howard Avenue 
Biloxi, MS  39530 
Phone:   228-374-1211 
FAX:  228-374-1216 
Website:  www.neel-schaffer.com 

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal privilege. This
message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s)
within this message without the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message
and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its content.
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Damon Torricelli

From: Steve Twedt
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 5:49 PM
To: Damon Torricelli
Subject: Fwd: Gulfport BUILD Grant Roadway Project

FYI

Begin forwarded message:

From: Daniel Kent Jones <dkjones@co.harrison.ms.us>
Date: July 15, 2021 at 5:46:57 PM CDT
To: Steve Twedt <steve.twedt@neel schaffer.com>
Subject: Re: Gulfport BUILD Grant Roadway Project

Thank you Steve.

Kent Jones
Supervisor, District Four
Harrison County Board of Supervisors
PO Drawer CC Gulfport, MS 39502
228 865 4204 Office
dkjones@co.harrison.ms.us

On Jul 15, 2021, at 1:58 PM, Steve Twedt <steve.twedt@neel schaffer.com> wrote:

Kent,

Thank you for taking the time to meet with me today. We and the City of Gulfport
appreciate your willingness to serve as a stakeholder on this important undertaking and
your work to date. This is to further acknowledge your continued backing of the project
and willingness to continue to devote time and effort toward its success. As discussed,
we are working on the design and the Public Involvement process is continuing. Your
leadership and voice of support in the community are critical in getting the message out
on the opportunities that will be afforded to citizens through this project.

I will continue to keep you posted as we move though the process.

Steve

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
Steve Twedt, PE
Senior Vice President

Neel-Schaffer, Inc.
772 Howard Avenue
Biloxi, MS  39530
Phone:   228-374-1211
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FAX:  228-374-1216
Website:  www.neel-schaffer.com

Neel Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and
protected by legal privilege. This message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom
it is addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s) within this message without
the expressed permission of Neel Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient
of this message, Neel Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the
error and that you delete this message and all attachments without modifying, copying or
distributing its content.



From: Steve Twedt
To: Damon Torricelli
Cc: Jeff Bruni; Wayne Miller; Tyler Gentry
Subject: Fwd: [EXT] Gulfport BUILD Grant Roadway
Date: Thursday, July 22, 2021 1:28:39 PM
Attachments: image001.png

FYI

Begin forwarded message:

From: Pam Meinzinger <pmeinzinger@simon.com>
Date: July 22, 2021 at 1:22:11 PM CDT
To: Steve Twedt <steve.twedt@neel-schaffer.com>
Subject: RE: [EXT] Gulfport BUILD Grant Roadway

Steve,
I very much support the project and think it is in the best interest of the entire
community to have this completed as soon as possible.  If I can assist in any way, please
let me know. 
 
 
Best regards,

Pam Meinzinger, CSM 
General Manager, Gulfport Premium Outlets

 
10000 Factory Shops Blvd.
Gulfport, MS  39503
T 228.867.6101  F 228.867.6121
pmeinzinger@simon.com

SIMON.COM 
The preceding email message (including any attachments) contains information that may be confidential, proprietary, privileged or constitute non-
public information. If you are not an intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender by replying to this message and then delete it from
your system. Use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction of this message by unintended recipients is prohibited.

 

 

 
 
 

From: Steve Twedt <steve.twedt@neel-schaffer.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 11:25 AM
To: Pam Meinzinger <PMeinzinger@simon.com>
Subject: [EXT] Gulfport BUILD Grant Roadway
 



Pam,
 
Thank you for taking the time to speak with me today. We and the City of Gulfport
appreciate your willingness to serve as a stakeholder on this important undertaking and
your work to date.  This is to further acknowledge your continued backing of the
project and willingness to continue to devote time and effort toward its success.  As
discussed, we are working on the design and the Public Involvement process is
continuing.  Your leadership and voice of support in the community are critical in
getting the message out on the opportunities that will be afforded to citizens through
this project.
 
I will continue to keep you posted as we move though the process.
 
Steve
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
Steve Twedt, PE
Senior Vice President
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc.
772 Howard Avenue
Biloxi, MS  39530
Phone:   228-374-1211
FAX:  228-374-1216
Website:  www.neel-schaffer.com
 

Neel-Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:
Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and
protected by legal privilege. This message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is
addressed. Viewing or the use of information and attachment(s) within this message without the
expressed permission of Neel-Schaffer, Inc. is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, Neel-Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate action to notify the sender of the error and
that you delete this message and all attachments without modifying, copying or distributing its
content.



From: Steve Twedt
To: Damon Torricelli
Subject: FW: Interconnecting Gulfport
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 10:07:48 AM

FYI
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
Steve Twedt, PE
Senior Vice President
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc.
772 Howard Avenue
Biloxi, MS  39530
Phone:   228-374-1211
FAX:  228-374-1216
Website:  www.neel-schaffer.com

 

From: Steve Twedt 
Sent: Monday, July 26, 2021 10:07 AM
To: joshking23@gmail.com
Subject: Interconnecting Gulfport
 
Mr. King,
Thank you for your inquiry. The project is currently in the environmental review process with
anticipation of a public meeting later this fall. Updates will be posted on the website prior to
the meeting.
Steve Twedt
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
Steve Twedt, PE
Senior Vice President
 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc.
772 Howard Avenue
Biloxi, MS  39530
Phone:   228-374-1211
FAX:  228-374-1216
Website:  www.neel-schaffer.com
 
 

Message Details:
Email: joshking23@gmail.com
Name: Josh King
Subject: Project Updates
Message: Good Evening, is there a way to follow progress on this
project?

 

Neel-Schaffer, Inc. Confidentiality Note:



Information contained in this message along with any attachment(s) may be confidential and protected by legal
privilege. This message is meant solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Viewing or the use of
information and attachment(s) within this message without the expressed permission of Neel-Schaffer, Inc. is
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, Neel-Schaffer, Inc. requests you take immediate
action to notify the sender of the error and that you delete this message and all attachments without modifying,
copying or distributing its content.


