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February 18, 2019 

TO: Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

FROM: Ken Cornell, Chair 

SUBJECT: Meeting Announcement 

The Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area will meet on 

February 25, 2019 at 3:00 p.m. This meeting will be held in the John R. "Jack" Durrance 
Auditorium, Alachua County Administration Building, Gainesville, Florida. 

Attached are copies of the meeting agenda. 

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact Scott Koons, AICP, Executive Director, 

at 352.955.2200, extension 101. 

Attachments 

Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, 

by enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, 

promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments. 
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AGENDA 
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

John R. "Jack" Durrance Auditorium 
Alachua County Administration Building 
Gainesville, Florida 

3:00 p.m. 
February 25, 2019 

Page #143 

Page #145 

Page #155 

Page #173 

I. Approval of Meeting Agenda 
and Consent Agenda Items 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

APPROVE BOTH AGENDAS 

The Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization needs to approve the meeting; 
agenda and the consent agenda items. 

II. Kermit Sigmon Citizens Participation Award - 2018 PRESENT A WARD 

The Citizens Advisory Committee has selected Dr. Charles "Charlie" Lane as the recipient 
of the 2018 Kermit Sirrmon Citizen Partic ipation Award. 

III. Citizens Advisory Committee - Vacant Positions FILL VACANT POSITIONS 

The Metropo litan Transportat ion Plannin g Organizat ion needs to fi ll two vacant posit ions. 

IV. Year 2045 Long-Range Transportation Plan Update -
Draft Vision, Principles and Strategies 

APPROVE JOINT 
RECOMMENDATION 

The Metropoli tan Transportation Planning Organization needs to update its long4 range 
transportation plan visi.on, principles and strategies to be consistent with the Fixing 
America' Surface Transportation Act. 

V. Intelligent Transportation System and 
Traffic Management System Update 

RECEIVE 
PRESENTATION 

The Metropolitan Transportation Plarn1ing Organization req uested updates of Lhe intelligent 
transportation system and traffic mana12:ement system. 
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Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, 
by enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, - 3-

promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments . 
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VI. Next Meeting NO ACTION REQUIRED 

The next Metropolitan Transporiation Planning Organization meeting is scheduled for 
April 22, 2019 at 3:00 p.m. 

VII. Comments 

A. Metropolitan Transportation Pl_anning Organization Members* 
B. Citizens Comments* 
C. Chair's Report* 

If you have any questions concerning agenda items, please contact Scott Koons, AICP, 
Executive Director, at 352.955.2200, extension 101. 

*No backup material included with the attached agenda material. 
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CONSENT AGENDA 
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

John R. "Jack" Durrance Auditorium 
Alachua County Administration Building 
Gainesville Florida 

3:00 p.m. 
February 25, 2019 

Page #19 

Page #21 

Page #49 

Page #87 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

CA. 1 Minutes - December 17, 2018 APPROVE MINUTES 

This set of Metropo litan Transportation Planning Organization minutes is ready for rev iew. 

CA. 2 Continuity of Operations Plan APPROVE STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION 

This plan is reviewed each year and rev isions are made as needed. 

CA. 3 Fiscal Year 2018 Audit ACCEPT AUDIT 
AND APPROVE PAYMENT 

The Metropolitan Tran portat ion Planning Organization need to accept the audit report 
and approve payment of the invoice for auditor services. 

CA. 4 Florida Transportation Performance Management FOR INFORMATION ONLY 
Consensus Planning Agreement -
Florida Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council 
and Florida Department of Transportation - Status Report 

The Metropolitan Planning OrganizationAdv isorv Council has drafted revisions to the 
Consensus Planning Agreement to address Federa l Highway Administration requirements. 

CA. 5 State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) Crosswalk Update FOR INFORMATION ONLY 

The Florida Department of Transportation has responded to the Metropolitan 
Transportation Planning Organization request concerning the midblock crossing. 

CA. 6 State Highway System Roundabout Update FOR INFORMATION ONLY 
State Road 121 (NW 34th Boulevard) at NW 53rd Avenue 

The Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization requested additional infonnation 
concerning the inter ection analys i and recommended roundabout configuration. 
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Page#99 CA. 7 Draft Fiscal Years 2019-20 to 2023-24 Five-Year 
Tentative Work Program Comments -
Florida Department of Transportation Response 

FOR INFORMATION ONLY 

The Florida Department of Transportation has provided a response to the Metropolitan 

Transportation Planning Organization comments on the draft Tentative Work Program. 

Page #105 CA. 8 State Road 26 (West Newberry Road) Bikelanes FOR INFORMATION ONLY 

Page #111 

Update - Florida Department of Transportation Response 

The Florida Department of Transportation bas provided a response concerning the 

Metropolitan Transportatfon Planning Organization request to restripe a portion of State 

Road 26 (West Newberry Road) for instreet bikelanes. 

CA. 9 Archer Road Rail-Trail Update FOR INFORMATION ONLY 

The Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization requested additional information 

concerning the Archer Road Rail-Trail project. 

Page #117 CA. 10 Florida Senate Committee on Transportation 
Reorganization 

FOR INFORMATION ONLY 

The Florida Senate Committee on Transportation has been reorgru1ized to become the 

Florida enate Committee on Infrastructure and Security and has been asked by Senate 

President Galvano to develop legislation for three new rural multi-use corridors. 

Page #121 CA. 11 Florida Metropolitan Planning Organization 
Advisory Council - Legislative Update 

FOR INFORMATION ONLY 

The Florida Meb·opolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council discussed this update at 

it Januruy 30, 2019 meeting. 

Page #127 CA. 12 Transportation Disadvantaged Program - Fiscal Year 2019-20 
Planning Grant Program Agreement Resolution 

APPROVE 
RESOLUTION 

The Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization needs to annuallv adopt a 

resolution authorizing the Chair to sign the Transportation Disadvantaged Program 

Planning Grant Agreement. 

Page #133 CA. 13 Transportation Disadvantaged Program -
Status Report 

FOR INFORMATION ONLY 

The Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization has requested regular status reports 

concerning this program. 

t: lscott\sk 19\mtpo\agenda \february25 .docx 
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CA.i: 

MINUTES 
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

John R. "Jack" Durrance Auditorium 
Alachua County Administration Building 
Gainesville, Florida 

MEMBERS PRESENT 
Mike Byerly 
Charles Chestnut IV 
Ken Cornell, Chair 
Linda Dixon/Curtis Reynolds 
Adrian Hayes-Santos 
Gail Johnson 
Lauren Poe 
Gigi Simmons 
Mari Schwabacher/Greg Evans 
Helen Warren 

CALL TO ORDER 

MEMBERS ABSENT 
David Arreola, Vice-Chair 
Robert Hutchinson 
Doug Jones 
Harvey Ward 
Marihelen Wheeler 

December 17, 2018 
5:00 p.m. 

OTHERS PRESENT 
See Exhibit A 

STAFF PRESENT 
Michael Escalante 
Scott Koons 

Chair Ken Cornell called the meeting to order at 5:02 p.m. He recognized Philip Mann, City of Gainesville 

Public Works Director, concerning the establishment of the City of Gainesville Department of Mobility and 

its new director. 

Mr. Mann stated that the City of Gainesville established the Department of Mobility on October 1, 2018. 

He said that the Department includes: transportation; traffic engineering; traffic management; development 

review for transportation and traffic impact studies; strategic planning for transportation and parking 

infrastructure and smart city projects (including planning, development, implementation and analysis); 

regional transit; parking; and coordination and control of work performed in City rights-of-way. He 

introduced Malisa McCreedy, the new City of Gainesville Mobility Department Director. 

I. APPROVAL OF THE MEETING AGENDA AND CONSENT AGENDA 

Chair Cornell asked for approval of the meeting agenda and consent agenda. 

A member requested discussion of item CA. 7 U.S. Highway 441 Resurfacing Project/Linear Park- Florida 

Department of Transportation Response. 

MOTION: Commissioner Byerly moved to approve the 

1. Consent Agenda as amended to move CA. 7 U.S. Highway 441 Resurfacing 
Project/Linear Park - Florida Department of Transportation Response to the 

Meeting Regular Agenda; and 
2. Place CA. 7 U.S. Highway 441 Resurfacing Project/Linear Park - Florida 

Department of Transportation Response on the Meeting Agenda after item VII. 

State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) Crosswalk Update. 

Commissioner Chestnut seconded; motion passed unanimously. 

1 
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Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization Minutes 
December 17, 2018 

II. CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE - VACANT POSITIONS 

Scott Koons, Executive Director, stated that the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization needs 
to fill seven vacant positions on its Citizens Advisory Committee. He reported that one position has a term 
ending December 31, 2019 ; one position has a term ending December 31, 2020; and five positions have a 
term ending December 31, 2021. He noted that there are only five candidates at this time. 

Chair Cornell asked ifthere were any applicants present to speak concerning their candidacy. 

There were no applicants present at the meeting. 

MOTION: Commissioner Byerly moved to reappoint Mary Ann De Matas, Jan Frentzen, Chandler 
Otis and Ruth Steiner to the Citizens Advisory Committee for terms ending December 
31, 2021 and appoint Joshua Williams to the Citizens Advisory Committee for a term 
ending December 31, 2021. Commissioner Hayes-Santos seconded; motion passed 
unanimously. 

III. BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY BOARD - VACANT POSITIONS 

Mr. Koons stated that the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization needs to fill two vacant 
positions on the Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Board. He noted that the two positions have a term ending 
December 31, 2021. He reported that there were no applicants present to speak concerning their candidacy. 

MOTION: Commissioner Byerly moved to reappoint Allyson Gill to the Bicycle/Pedestrian 
Advisory Board for a term ending December 31, 2021 and appoint Christine Larsen to 
the Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Board for a term ending December 31, 2021. 
Commissioner Chestnut seconded; motion passed unanimously. 

IV. TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AMENDMENT -
SAFETY LIGHTING PROJECTS 

Mr. Koons stated that the Florida Department of Transportation has requested an amendment to the 
Transportation Improvement Program to add four safety lighting projects for preliminary engineering in 
Fiscal Year 2018-19. 

Mari Schwabacher, Florida Department of Transportation Planning Specialist IV, and Karen Taulbee, 
Florida Department of Transportation Urban Planning Manager, discussed the safety lighting projects and 
answered questions. 

MOTION: Commissioner Hayes-Santos moved to: 

1. Approve an amendment to the Fiscal Years 2018-19 to 2022-23 Transportation 
Improvement Program to add the Preliminary Engineering Phase in Fiscal Year 
2018-19 for the following Safety Lighting Projects: 

• State Road 25/U.S. Highway 441 from SW 8th Avenue to NW 29th Road [4398061]; 
• State Road 26 from Tower Road to East 9th Street [4398081]; 
• State Road 26 from East 14th Street to East 15th Street [4398031]; and 
• State Road 26 from East 15th Street to NE 25th Street [4398021] (see Exhibit 1); and 

2 



Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization Minutes 
December 17, 2018 

2. Request that the Florida Department of Transportation coordinate with the City of 
Gainesville concerning the scoping and installation of the Safety Lighting Projects. 

Commissioner Byerly seconded. Mr. Koons conducted a show-of-hands vote. 

CitvMember Yes No County Member Yes No 
Mike BYERLY x 
Charles CHESTNUT IV x 

Adrian HA YES-SANTOS x 
Gail JOHNSON x 
Lauren POE x 
Gigi SIMMONS x 
Helen WARREN x 

Ken CORNELL x 
Totals 5 0 3 0 

Motion passed unanimously. 

V. FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
TENTATIVE FIVE-YEAR WORK PROGRAM 2019-20 TO 2023-24 

Mr. Koons stated that the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization received the draft Tentative 
Work Program on October 3, 2018. He reviewed new projects included in the Tentative Work Program. 
He and Ms. Schwabacher discussed the Tentative Work Program and answered questions. 

MOTION: Commissioner Byerly moved to authorize the Chair to send a letter to the Florida 
Department of Transportation District 2 Secretary requesting that the Florida 
Department of Transportation consider funding the following projects in the Tentative 
Work Program and involve the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization in 
the scoping of the following projects: 

A. Priority 1- West University Avenue (State Road 26) Enhanced Pedestrian Crossing 
Installations at NW 16th Street, NW 17th Street and NW 19th Street; 

B. Priority 2 - East University Avenue (State Road 26) Pedestrian-Oriented Intersection 
Design at Waldo Road (State Roads 26, 331) intersection; 

C. Priority 3 - Fund the U.S. 441 (SW 13th Street) Road Safety Audit, State Road 26 
(University Avenue) Road Safety Audit and State Road 26 (West University Avenue) 
Multimodal Corridor Study recommendations; 

D. Priority 4-NW 34th Street (State Road 121) 2-Lane Divided Continuous Left 
Turnlane installation from NW 16th Avenue to U.S. 441 as described in the Year 
2040 Long-Range Transportation Plan funded with State Highway System funds; 

E. Priority 5 - U.S. Highway 441 (SW 13th Street) at State Road 24 (Archer Road) 
Intersection Removal of Sliplanes; and 

F. Priority 6 - U.S. Highway 441 (SW 13th Street) at State Road 24 (Archer Road) 
Intersection Traffic Signal Update Project [4358911] consideration of the removal of 
the sliplanes in scoping and design of the traffic signal update. 

Commissioner Hayes-Santos seconded, motion passed unanimously. 

3 
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Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization Minutes 
December 17, 20 l S 

VI. STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM ROUNDABOUT-STATE ROAD 121(NW34THBOULEVARD) 
ATNW 53RD AVENUE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION RESPONSE 

Mr. Koons stated that the Florida Department of Transportation has proposed a bowtie roundabout 
configuration for the State Road 121 (NW 34th Boulevard) at NW 53rd Avenue intersection. He discussed 
the proposed bowtie roundabout, answered questions and reported the advisory committees and staff 
recommendations. 

A member asked for reasons why a traditional roundabout was not feasible. 

Ms. Taulbee discussed the proposed roundabout and answered questions. 

Mr. Koons noted that this issue was not time sensitive., 

MOTION: Commissioner Byerly moved to request that staff provide additional backup information 
concerning why a traditional roundabout does not work for the State Road 121 
(NW 34th Boulevard) at NW 53rd Avenue intersection, including roundabout capacities. 
Commissioner Hayes-Santos seconded; motion passed unanimously. 

VII. STATE ROAD 222 (NE 39TH AVENUE) CROSSWALK UPDATE 

· Mr. Koons stated that the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization received a notification of the 
conditional variance for the installation of a crosswalk on State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) in the vicinity 
of NE 28th Drive. He discussed the variance and answered questions. He reported the advisory committees 
and staff recommendations. 

MOTION: Mayor Poe moved to authorize the Chair to send a letter to the: 

1. Florida Department of Transportation District 2 Secretary requesting that the Florida 
Department of Transportation: 

• Install a crosswalk on State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) adjacent to the NE 28th 
Drive intersection; and 

• Coordinate with the City of Gainesville Mobility Department, Regional Transit 
System and its Regional Transit System Advisory Board concerning the 
installation of crosswalk on State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) and broader 
mobility issues for accessing the Grace Marketplace area; and 

2. Legislative delegation asking for support for the: 

• Installation of a crosswalk on State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) adjacent to the 
NE 28th Drive intersection; and 

• Coordination among the Florida Department of Transportation, City of 
Gainesville Mobility Department, Regional Transit System and its Advisory 
Board concerning the installation of crosswalk on State Road 222 (NE 39th 
Avenue) and broader mobility issues for accessing the Grace Marketplace area. 

Commissioner Warren seconded; motion passed unanimously. 

4 



Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization Minutes 
December 17, 2018 

CA. 7 U.S. HIGHWAY 441 RESURFACING PROJECT/LINEAR PARK -
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION RESPONSE 

Chair Cornell stated that this item was requested to be moved from the Consent Agenda for discussion. 

A member discussed correspondence between Alachua County and the Florida Department of 
Transportation concerning a linear park on U.S. Highway 441(State Road 25) through Paynes Prairie. He 
suggested a separated multi-use path along the east side of U.S. Highway 441 (State Road 25). He noted 
that the Florida Department of Environmental Protection Florida Park Service has not yet participated in the 
process. He also suggested asking the Florida Department of Transportation for any limitations to the linear 
park development. 

Ms. Taulbee discussed the U.S. Highway 441 (State Road 25) resurfacing project design timetable and 
answered questions. She stated that the Florida Department of Transportation would not be the lead agency 
for the linear park development. She noted the need for coordination with the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection Florida Park Service. 

A member suggested getting support from the legislative delegation. 

Jeffrey Hays, Alachua County Transportation Planning Manager, stated that a sketch and scope report is 
being developed to be presented to the Alachua County Board of County Commissioners. 

MOTION: Commissioner Byerly moved to: 

1. Have staff keep the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization apprised of 
developments of the U.S. Highway 441 (State Road 25) resurfacing project and the 
linear park proposal; and 

2. Authorize the Chair to send a letter to the Florida Department of Environmental 
Protection Florida Park Service requesting coordination with Alachua County and 
the Florida Department of Transportation for development and provision of linear 
park infrastructure along the Paynes Prairie portion of the U.S. 441 Highway (State 
Road 25) corridor and the U.S. Highway 441 (State Road 25) resurfacing project 
[4361571]. 

Commissioner Simmons seconded; motion passed unanimously. 

VIII. FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION INNOVATIVE HIGHWAY PROJECT 
GRANT AW ARD - BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY ENHANCEMENT PROJECT 

Mr. Koons stated that the Federal Highway Administration awarded an Accelerated Innovation Deployment 
Demonstration Grant to the Florida Department of Transportation, University of Florida and City of 
Gainesville. He introduced Dr. Clark Letter, University of Florida Research Assistant Professor, to discuss 
the project. 

Dr. Letter discussed the project and answered questions. 

Emmanuel Posadas, City of Gainesville Traffic Operations Manager, reported that the project funding 
includes $1,000,000 each from the Federal Highway Administration and the Florida Department of 
Transportation. 

5 
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IX. ELECTION OF OFFICERS 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization Minutes 
December 17, 20 I 8 

Mr. Koons stated that the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization needed to elect a Chair, 
Vice-Chair and Secretaryffreasurer for the coming year. He identified the current officers and noted that 
the Chair traditionally alternates between the City Commission and Board of County Commissioners. He 
stated that the Bylaws do not preclude officers from serving consecutive terms. 

MOTION: Mayor Poe moved to elect Commissioner Cornell as Chair, Commissioner Arreola as 
Vice-Chair and Commissioner Chestnut as Secretaryffreasurer. Commissioner Byerly 
seconded; motion passed unanimously. 

X. AUDIT REVIEW COMMITTEE 

Mr. Koons asked that the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization appoint two members to an 
Audit Review Committee. He noted that the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 
Secretary/Treasurer traditionally chairs this committee. 

MOTION: Mayor Poe moved to appoint Commissioner Chestnut and Commissioner Arreola to the 
Audit Review Committee and to have Commissioner Chestnut serve as Committee 
Chair. Commissioner Simmons seconded; motion passed unanimously. 

XI. FLORIDA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION ADVISORY COUNCIL 

Mr. Koons asked the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization to appoint a voting representative 
and two alternate representatives to the Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council for 2019. He 
noted that currently Commissioner Hayes-Santos serves as the voting representative and Commissioner 
Arreola and Commissioner Chestnut serve as the alternate representatives. 

MOTION: Mayor Poe moved to appoint Commissioner Hutchinson as the voting representative and 
Commissioner Arreola and Commissioner Johnson as the alternate representatives to 
the Florida Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council. Commissioner 
Byerly seconded; motion passed unanimously. 

XII. NEXT METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION MEETING 

Mr. Koons announced that the next Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization meeting is 
scheduled for February 25, 2019 at 3:00 p.m. 

A member asked that meeting times for discussion of long-range transportation plan agenda items be 
reviewed by the Chair and staff. 

XIII. COMMENTS 

A. METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION MEMBERS 

Members thanked Chair Cornell for his service as Chair of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning 
Organization. 

6 



Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization Minutes 
December 17,2018 

B. CITIZENS 

There were no citizen comments. 

C. CHAIR'S REPORT 

Mr. Koons noted consent agenda items, including the: 

• Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council Institute dates; 
• Appointment of Michael Escalante, Senior Planner, as Florida Statewide Model Task Force Transit 

Committee Chair; and 
• Recognition of Commissioner Cornell as Chair for 2018 by presenting a plaque recognizing his 

service. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at 6:30 p.m. 

Date Charles Chestnut IV, Secretary/Treasurer 

7 
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Interested Citizens 

Gloria Jones 
Clark Letter 
Joshua Williams 

* Via telephone 

Alachua County 

Jeffrey Hays 
Sylvia Torres 

# Spoke and provided written comments 

t:\mike\em 19\mtpo\minutes\dec 17min.doc 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization Minutes 
December 17, 2018 

EXHIBIT A 
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City of Gainesville 

Deborah Leistner 
Anthony Lyons 
Jesus Gomez 
Emmanuel Posadas 

Florida Department 
of Transportation 

Karen Taulbee 
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CONSENT AGENDA 
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

John R. "Jack" Durrance Auditorium 5:00 p.m. 
Alachua County Administration Building, Gainesville, Florida December 17, 2018 

Page #17 

Page #21 

Page #29 

Page #51 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

CA. 1 Minutes - October 22, 2018 APPROVE MINUTES 

This set of Metropolitan Transpo11ation PJanning Organization minutes is ready fo r rev iew. 

CA. 2 2019 Meeting Schedule APPROVE STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION 

The Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 2019 Meeting Schedule needs to 
be approved. 

CA. 3 List of Priority Projects for Fiscal Years 2019-20 to 2023-24 
Amendment 

APPROVE STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION 

The Metropolitan Transpo1tation Planning Organization need to amend its List of Prioritv 
Projects to include projects that the City of Gainesville and Alachua County anticipate 
submitting Transportation Alternatives Program applications to the Florida Department of 
Transportation. 

CA. 4 Transportation Alternatives Program -
2019 Applications 

APPROVE APPLICATIONS 

The Metropolitan Transpo1tation Planning Organization needs to approve the submission of 
Transportation Alternatives Program applications prior to the January 25, 2019 application 
deadline. 

CA. 5 Safe Routes to School Program - 2019 Applications APPROVE APPLICATIONS 

The Metropolitan Transportation Plannin g Omanization needs to support the submission of 
Safe Routes to School applications prior to the December 30, 2018 application deadline. 

Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, 

by enhancing public safety, protecting reg ional resources, 

promoting economic development end providing technical services to local governments. -15-
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Page#73 

Page #81 

Page #87 

Page #93 

Page #99 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization Minutes 
December I 7, 2018 

CA. 6 Safety Performance Measures and Targets APPROVE JOINT 
RECOMMENDATION 

The Metropolitan Tran portation Planning Organization needs to set safety perfonnance 
measures and targets (see Exhibit 2). 

CA. 8 Florida Department of Transportation Statewide 
Model Task Force Transit Committee Chair 

FOR INFORMATION ONLY 

The Florida Department of Transportation has selected Michael Escalante, Senior Planner, 
to serve as Chair of the Statewide Model Task Force Transit Committee. 

CA. 9 Florida Metropolitan Planning Organization 
Advisory Council - 2019 Weekend Institute 

NO ACTION REQUIRED 

The Florida Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council has announced meeting 
dates for its Weekend Institute and provided application forms. 

CA. 10 Florida Metropolitan Planning Organization NO ACTION REQUIRED 
Advisory Council - Legislative Priorities and Policy Positions 

The Florida Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory CouncU has adopted a series of 
legislative priorities and policy positions for the 2019 Florida Legi lative Session. 

CA. 11 Transportation Disadvantaged Program -
2018 Award Recipients 

FOR INFORMATION ONLY 

The Florida Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged awarded Edward Griffin, 
MV Transportation, Inc. General Manager, the William G. and Budd Bell Lifetime 
Achievement Award and James East. Alachua County Transportation Disadvantaged Board 
Citizen Advocate, the Volunteer of the Year Award. 

Page #101 CA. 12 Transportation Disadvantaged Program -
Status Report 

NO ACTION REQUIRED 

-16-

The Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization has requested regular status reports 
concerning this program. 
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EXHIBIT 1 

Florida Department of Transportation 
RICK SCOTT 
GOVERNOR 

November 16, 2018 

Mr. Scott Koons, AICP 

Executive Director 

Gainesville MTPO 
2009 NW 671h Place 

Gainesville, FL 32653 

2198 Edison Avenue 
Jacksonville, FL 32204-2730 

MIKE DEW 
SECRETARY 

Re: FDOT Request: Amendments to the Gainesville MTPO Transportation Improvement 

Program (TIP) FY 2018/ 19 - 2022/23 

Dear Mr. Koons: 

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) requests an amendment to the Transportation 

Improvement Program (TIP) for FY 2018/19- 2022/2023. Please add the following TIP 

Amendment request for action by the TCC, CAC and TPO Board at their December meetings. 

ALACHUA COUNTY 

439802-1 SR26 from 15th Street to SE 25th Street 

Safety Lighting 
Fund 
ACSS 

Phase 
PE 

FY 2019 
42,000 

439803-1 SR26 from SE 14th Street to SE 15th Street 

Safety Lighting 
Fund 
ACSS 
Fund 
HSP 

Phase 
PE 
Phase 
PE 

FY 2019 
50,000 
FY 2019 
3,000 

www.fdot.gov 
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439806-1 SR25/SR24 & U.S. 441 from Museum Road to NW 29th Road 
Safety Lighting 

Fund Phase FY 2019 
ACSS PE 99,500 
Fund Phase FY 2019 
HSP PE 1,000 

439808-1 SR26 from Tower Road to SE 9th Street 
Safety Lighting 

Fund 
ACSS 
Fund 
HSP 

Phase 
PE 
Phase 
PE 

FY 2019 
182,000 
FY 2019 
5,000 

Approval of this TIP Amendment will not affect the funding or advancement of other projects in 
the FY 2018/19 - 2022/23 TIP. 

Please contact me if you have any questions or need additional information for these requests . 

Sincerely, 

Mari Schwabacher 
Gainesville MTPO Liaison 
FDOT District Two 
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February 18, 2019 

TO: Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

SUBJECT: 

Scott R. Koons AICP, Executive Director? [ ( ----

Continuity of Operations Plan 

FROM: 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Approve the updated Continuity. of Operations Plan as a completed planning document. 

BACKGROUND 

Each year, staff review, and make needed revisions to, the Continuity of Operations Plan as part of 

addressing consideration of safety and security in the transportation planning process. The Plan addresses 

how the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area will 

continue to function in the event of a natural or man-made disaster. The changes made to the document 

were administrative revisions that were not substantive in nature. Attached is the draft Continuity of 

Operations Plan. 

Attachment 

t:\scott\sk 19\mtpo\memo\coop _ mtpo _feb25 .docx 
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February 18, 2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons, AICP, Executive Dircctor7\l 1~ 
Fiscal Year 2017-18 Audit 

RECOMMENDATION 

Accept the audit report for Fiscal Year 2017-18 and approve the invoice for payment to the auditor 
as recommended by the Audit Review Committee. 

BACKGROUND 

Attached please find a copy of the auditor's report for the fiscal year ended September 30, 2018. In 
December 2018, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized 
Area appointed Commissioner Arreola and Commissioner Chestnut to an Audit Review Committee. The 
Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area also decided to 
have Commissioner Chestnut serve as Committee Chair. 

First, it should be noted that the audit conforms to both federal regulations and the rules of the Auditor 
General of the State of Florida. Therefore, the auditor is required to take into account not only internal 
accounting controls, but administrative controls as well. In addition, the audit has been completed in 
compliance with Governmental Accounting Standards Board Statement 34 and 54 requirements. 

More specific comments relating to the report are given in sequence as they appear in the document. On 
Page 5, you can see that the auditor's report indicates that the records audited " ... present fairly, in all 
material respects, the respective financial position of the governmental activities, each major fund, and 
the aggregate remaining fund information of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for 
the Gainesville Urbanized Area, as of September 3 0, 2018, and the changes in financial position and the 
respective budgetary comparisons for the year then ended in accordance with accounting principles 
generally accepted in the United States of America." 

Pages 7 through 11 contain the "Management's Discussion and Analysis" that is intended to present 
easily understood analyses of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization's financial 
activities, but technically is not a part of the audit. This expanded information gives a more detailed look 
at the financial position of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization from a business 
perspective. 

Pages 12 through 13 present the statements that were audited. In general, you will find that the 
information in each of these statements are fairly routine and report no unusual circumstances. In 
particular, page 12 presents the "Governmental Funds Balance Sheet." 

Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, -21-
by enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, 

promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments. 
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Page2 
Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 
February 18, 2019 

Page 13 is a "Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in General Fund Balance." Please note 
that with respect to revenues collected versus those budgeted, revenues received were 8.6 percent more 
than budgeted amounts. With respect to expenditures, funds expended were 8.5 percent more than 
budgeted amounts. The difference in the revenues received and the expenditures made are reflected in the 
increase in the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization's "General Fund Balance" of $1, 197. 

The auditor's notes begin on page 14 and include Note 1, Summary of Significant Accounting Policies 
and Note 2, Budgetary Process, Note 3, Concentration of Risk and Note 4, Contingent Liabilities. 

The audit also contains various reports on compliance, internal control and management on Pages 20 
through 26. In these reports, no material weaknesses or problems were cited. Consequently, there were 
no findings of non-compliance or reportable conditions (see Page 22). 

Overall, management and financial staff are pleased with the audit report. If you would like additional 
information concerning the audit before the meeting, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Audit Review Committee Meeting 

The Audit Review Committee met with the Auditor to review the audit and recommends to the 
Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization acceptance of the audit report for Fiscal Year 2017-18 
and approval of the invoice for payment in the amount of $6,926 to the auditor. 

Attachment 

T:\Scott\SKl9\MTPO\Memo\auditjeb25.docx 
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....... 

To Metropolitan Transportation 
Planning Organization for the 
Galnesvflle Urbanized Area 
Gainesville, Florida 

I ) 

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT 

1:~59 S.W. · ·, i3ivo. 

_ai.. A Citv F-1r.rid;i 82025 

~86 I 755--1200 
l=-;-.i' '3Hi1 I ; 1 H-S'iUC 

adm1mo,;.iuwellandioo.A::..cna.corr, 

We have audited the accompanying financial statements of the governmental activities, each 
major fund, and the aggregate remaining fund Information of the Metropolitan Transportation 
Planning Organization for the Galnesville Urbanized Area (the Organization), as of and for the year 
ended September 30, 2018, and the related notes to the financial statements, which collectively 
comprise the Organization's basic financial statements as listed in the table of contents. 

Management's Responsiblllty for the Financlal Statements 

Management is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of these financial statements 
in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America; this 
includes the design, implementation, and maintenance of int,ernal control relevant to the 
preparation and fair presentation of financial statements fhat are free from material 
misstatement, whether due to fraud or error. 

Auditor's Responslbllity 

Our responsibility Is to express an opinion on these financial statements based on our audit. We 
conducted our audit In accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States 
of America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing 
Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States. Those standards require that 
we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial 
statements are free from material misstatement. 

An audit Involves performing procedures to obtain audit evidence about the amounts and 
disclosures In the flnaricial statements. The procedures selected depend on the auditor's 
judgment, including the assessment of the risks of material misstatement of the financial 
statements, whether due to fraud or error. In making those risk assessments, the auditor 
considers Internal control relevant to the entity's preparation and fair presentation of the financial 
statements in order to design audit procedures that are appropriate In the circumstances, but not 
for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the entity's Internal control. 
Accordingly, we express no such opinion. An audit also Includes evaluating the appropriateness of 
accounting policies used and the reasonableness of significant accounting estimates made by 
management, as well as evaluating the overall presentation of the financial statements. 
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We believe that the audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a 
basis for our audit opinion. 

Opinion 

In our opinion, the financial statements referred to above present fairly, in all material respects, the 
respective financlal position of the governmental activities, each major fund and the aggregate 
remaining fund information of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the 
Gainesville Urbanized Area as of September 30, 2018, and the changes In financial position and 
the respective budgetary comparisons for the year then ended In accordance with accounting 
principles generally accepted In the United States of America. 

Other Matters 

Required Supplementary Information 

Accounting principles generally accepted In the United States of America require that the 
management's discussion and analysis on pages 7 - 9 be presented to supplement the basic 
financial statements. Such Information, although not a part of the basic financial statements, is 
required by the Governmental Accounting Standards Board, who considers It to be an essential part 
of financial reporting for placing the basic financial statements in an appropriate operational, 
economic or historical context. We have applied certain limited procedures to the required 
supplementary Information In accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United 
States of America, which consisted of inquiries of management about the methods of preparing 
the Information and comparing the information for consistency with management's responses to 
our inquiries, the basic financial statements, and other knowledge we obtained during our audit of 
the basic financial statements. We do not express an opinion or provide any assurance on the 
Information because the limited procedures do not provide us with sufficient evidence to express 
an opinion or provide any assurance. 

Other Information 

Our audit was conducted for the purpose of forming an opinion on the financial statements that 
collectively comprise Metropolitan Transportation Plannjng Organization for the Gainesville 
Urbanized Area's basic financial statements. The schedule of expenditures of federal awards and 
state financial assistance is presented for purposes of additional analysis, and is not a required 
part of the basic financial statements. 

The schedule of expenditures of federal awards and state financial assistance is the responslblllty 
of management and was derived from and relates directly to the underlying accounting and other 
records used to prepare the basic financial statements. Such information has been subjected to 
the auditing procedures applied in the audit of the basic financial statements and certain 
additional procedures, Including comparing and reconciling such Information directly to the 
underlying accounting and other records used to prepare the basic financial statements or to the 
basic financial statements themselves, and other additional procedures In accordance with 
auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America In our opinion, the schedule 
of expenditures of federal awards and state financial assistance Is fairly stated in all material 
respects in relation to the basic financial statements as a whole. 
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Other Reporting Required by Government Auditing Standards 

In accordance with Government Auditing Standards, we have also issued our report dated 
November 28, 201.8, on our consideration of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning 
Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area's Internal control over financial reporting and on 
our tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, and grant 
agreements and other matters. The purpose of that report is to describe the scope of our testing of 
Internal control over financial reporting and compliance and the results of that testing, and not to 
provide an opinion on Internal control over financial reporting or on compliance. That report Is an 
integral part of an audit performed In accordance with Government Auditing Standards In 
considering Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area's 
Internal control over financial reporting and compliance. 

POWELL Be JONES 
Certified Public Accountants 
November 28, 2018 
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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 
Management's Discussion and Analysls 

This discussion and analysis Is Intended to be an easily readable analysis of the Metropolitan 
Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area's (the Organization) 
financial activities based on currently known facts, decisions or conditions. This analysis focuses 
on current year activities and should be read in conjunction with the financial statements that 
follow. 

Report Layout 

The Organization has implemented Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) Statement 
34, "Basic Financial Statements • and Management's Discussion and Analysis - for State and Local 
Governments". This Statement requires governmental entities to report finances in accordance 
with specific guidelines. Among those guidelines are the components of this section dealing with 
management's discussion and analysis. Besides this Management's Discussion and Analysis 
(MD&A), the report consists of government-wide statements, fund financial statements, and the 
notes to the financial statements. The first two statements are condensed and present a 
government-wide view of the Organization's finances. Within this view, all the Organization's 
operations are categorized as applicable, and reported as either governmental or business-type 
activities. Governmental activities Include basic planning related services and general 
administration. The Organization had no business-type activities in this fiscal year. These 
government-wide statements are designed to be more corporate-like in that all activities are 
consolidated into a total for the Organization. 

Basic Financial Statements 

The Statement of Net Position focuses on resources available for future operations. In simple 
terms, this statement presents a snap-shot view of the assets of the Organization, the liabilities it 
owes and the net difference. The net difference is further separated into amounts restricted for 
specific purposes and unrestricted amounts. Governmental activities are reported on the accrual 
basis of accounting. 

• The Statement of Activities focuses gross and net costs of the Organization's programs and 
the extent, if any, to which such programs rely upon general revenues. This statement 
summarizes and simplifies the user's analysis to determine the extent to which programs 
are self-supporting and/or subsidized by general revenues. 

• Fund financial statements focus separately on governmental and proprietary funds, as 
applicable. Governmental fund statements follow the more traditional presentation of 
financial statements. As stated above, the Organization has no proprietary funds and 
business-type activities. 

• The notes to the financial statements provide additional disclosures required by 
governmental accounting standards and provide information to assist the reader in 
understanding the Organization's financial condition. 

• The MD&A is intended to serve as an Introduction to the Organization's basic financial 
statements and to explain the significant changes in financial position and differences in 
operations between the current and prior years. 
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Condensed Financial Information 

Condensed financial information from the Statements of Net Position as of September 30, 2018 
and 2017, follow: 

Governmental Activities 
Total Government 
Se~tember 30, 

2018 2017 
Assets: 

Cash $ 68,855 $ 66,787 
Receivables 187,505 154,914 
Prepaid expenses 250 

Total assets 2561610 2211701 

Liabilities: 
Accounts payable 1941407 1601695 

Total liabilities 194,407 160,695 

Net Position 
Unrestricted 621203 61.1006 

Total net position $ 621203 ! 6!.006 

During the year ended September 30, 2018, there was an increase of $1,197 in net position, due 
to normal operations during the year. 

Condensed versions of the Statement of Activities for the years ended September 30, 2018 and 
2017 follow: 

Governmental Activities 
Total Government 

Fiscal Year Ended Seetember 30, 
2018 2017 

Revenues 
Program revenues 

Member dues $ 24,000 $ 24,000 
Operating grants 727,544 674,551 
In-kind contributions 106,870 106,870 
Contract services 71054 

Total revenues 865,468 805i421 

Expenses 
Transportation planning services 8641271. 8051208 

Total expenses 864,271 805,208 

Change in net position 1,197 213 
Beginning net position 611006 60,793 
Ending net position $ 62,203 s 61.QQ6 
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Governmental activities 

Transportation planning program activities remained similar to the prior year except that total 

expenses increased approximately 7.34%, which were the result of grant revenues also Increasing 
approximately 7.86%. 

capital Assets and Debt Administration 

Capital Assets 

At September 30, 2018, the Organization had no capital assets titled in Its name. All of the capital 

assets utilized in the Organization's programs are owned by North Central Florida Regional 

Planning Council, its administering agency. 

Debt Outstanding 

At September 30, 2018, the Organization had no outstanding debt. 

Financial Contact 

The Organization's financial statements are designed to present users (citizens, taxpayers, 

customers, and creditors) with a general overview of the Organization's finances and to 

demonstrate the Organization's accountability. If you have questions about the report or need 

additional financial Information, please contact the Organization's Executive Director at 2009 NW 

67th Place, Gainesville, Florida 32653-1603. 
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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

STATEMENT OF NET POSITION 

September 30, 2018 

ASSETS 
Current assets 

Cash 

Accounts receivable 

Prepaid expenses 

Total assets 

LIABILITIES 

Current liabilities 

Accounts payable 

Total liabilities 

NET POSITION 

Unrestricted 

Total net position 

Total liabilities and net position 

- 3 2 See notes to financial statements. 10 

Governmental 

Activities 

$ 68,855 

187,505 

250 

$ 256,610 

$ 194,407 

194,407 

62,203 

62,203 

$ 256,610 



METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

STATEMENT OF ACTIVITIES 

For the Fiscal Year Ended September 30, 2018 

Governmental activities: 
General government 

Transportation planning services 
Total governmental activities 

General revenues: 
Member dues 

Increase In net position 

Net position - October 1., 2017 

Net position ·September 30, 201.8 

See notes to financial statements. 

Expenses 

$ 864,271 
$ 864,271 

11. 

Program 
Revenues 
Operating 

Grants and 
Contributions 

$ 841,468 
$ 841,468 

Net Expenses 
and Change 

In Net Position 
Govern men ta! 

$ 

$ 

Activities 
Total 

(22,803) 
(22,803) 

24,000 
24,000 

1.,1.97 

61,006 

62,203 
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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

ASSETS 

Cash 

Accounts receivable 

Prepaid expenses 

Total assets 

LIABILITIES 

Accounts payable 

Total liabilities 

FUND BALANCE 

Unassigned 

Total fund balance 

Total liabilities and fund balance 

GOVERNMENTAL FUND 

BALANCE SHEET 

September 30, 2018 

Total fund balance is the same as net position In the Statement of Net Position. 

- 3 4See notes to financial statements. 12 

General Fund 

$ 68,855 

187,505 

250 

$ 256,610 

$ 194,407 
194,407 

62,203 

62,203 

$ 256,610 



METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

GENERAL FUND 

STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND CHANGES 

IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGET AND ACTUAL 

For the Flscal Year Ended September 30, 2018 

Budgeted Amounts Actual 

Original Flnal Amounts 

REVENUES 

State of Florida, Department 

of Transportation grants and contracts $ 626,600 $ 638,500 $ 707,294 

State of Florida, Transportation 

Disadvantaged Commission 25,000 27,300 27,304 

Member dues -Alachua County 9,600 9,600 9,600 

Member dues - City of Gainesville 14,400 14,400 14,400 

In-kind contributions (FDon 106,800 106,800 106,870 

Total revenues 782,400 796,600 865,468 

EXPENDITIJRES 

Professional contractual services 657,800 675,000 750,435 

Other 17,800 14,800 6,966 

In-kind services (FDon 106,800 106,800 106,870 

Total expenditures 782,400 796,600 864,271 

Net change In fund balance 1,197 

Fund balance, October 1, 2017 61,006 61,006 61,006 

Fund balance, September 30, 2018 $ 61,006 $ 61,006 $ 62,203 

The amounts in the Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes In Fund Balance of the 

General Fund are the same as the corresponding amounts reported for governmental activities 

in the Statement of Activities. 

See notes to financial statements. 13 

Variance 

Flnal Budget 

Positive 

(Negative) 

$ 68,794 

4 

70 

68,868 

(75,435) 

7,834 

(70) 

(67,671) 

1,197 

$ 1,197 
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NOTE1. 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 

September 30, 2018 

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area (the 
Organization), is a political subdivision created pursuant to provisions of Chapter 163, Florida 
Statutes. The Organization was established In 1977 by an lnterlocal agreement between the City of 
Gainesville, Alachua County and Florida Department of Transportation. It Is governed by a fourteen­
member board, Including the five members of the Alachua County Board of County Commissioners, 
the seven members of the City of Gainesville City Commission, and non-voting representatives of 
the University of Florida, and a rural advisor selected by the Alachua County League of Cities. The 
Organization is not currently subject to state or federal income taxes. Staff services are provided by 
the North Central Florida Regional Planning Council. 

The financial statements of the Organization have been prepared In conformity with generally 
accepted accounting principles (GAAP) as applied to government units. The Government 
Accounting Standards Board (GASS) Is the accepted standard-setting body for establlshing 
governmental accounting and financial reporting principles. The more significant of the 
Organization's accounting policies are described below: 

A. Reporting entity - As required by generally accepted accounting principles, these financial 
statements present the Organization and any component units, entities for which the primary 
government is considered to be financially accountable. There are no entities that would be 
considered component units of the Organization. 

B. Basic financial statements - Basic financial statements are presented at both the government­
wide and fund financial level. Both levels of statements categorize primary activities as either 
governmental or business-type. 

Government-wide financial statements report information about the reporting unit as a whole. For 
the most part, the effect of any lnterfund activity has been removed from these statements. These 
statements focus on the sustainability of the Organization as an entity and the change In aggregate 
financial position resulting from the activities of the year. These aggregated statements consist of 
the Statement of Net Position and the Statement of Activities. 

The Statement of Activities demonstrates the degree to which the direct expenses of a given 
function are offset by program revenues. Direct expenses are those that are clearly identifiable 
with a specific function. Program revenues include charges to customers or applicants who 
purchase, use, or directly benefit from goods, services, or privileges provided by a given function. 
Any other items not reported as program revenues are reported instead as general revenues. 

Fund financial statements report Information at the individual fund level. Each fund is considered 
to be a separate accounting entity. The Organization only reports a general fund which is a 
governmental fund. 

C. Measurement focus, basis of accounting, and basis of presentation - The government-wide 
financial statements are reported using the economic resources measurement focus and the 
accrual basis of accounting. Revenues are recorded when earned and expenses are recorded when 
a liability Is incurred, regardless of the timing of related cash flows. 

14 



Governmental fund financial statements are reported using the current financial resources 
measurement focus and the modified accrual basis of accounting. Revenues are recognized as 
soon as they are both measurable and available. A 120· day avallabllity period after year end is 
used for revenue recognition. Expenditures are recorded when the related fund liability is Incurred. 

The Organization reports deferred revenue as applicable on its governmental fund balance sheet. 
Deferred revenues arise when a potential revenue does riot meet both the "measurable" and 
"available" criteria for recognition on the current period. In subsequent periods, when both revenue 
recognition criteria are met, the liablllty for deferred revenue is removed from the balance sheet 
and revenue Is recognized. 

Private-sector standards of accounting and financial reporting Issued prior to December 1, 1989, 
generally are followed in the government-wide financial statements to the extent that those 
standards do not conflict with or contradict guidance of the Governmental Accounting Standards 
Board. 

The Organization reports the following fund: 

General Fund 
This Is the general operating fund of the Organization. It Is used to account for all financial 
resources of the government, except those required to be accounted for In another fund. 

D. Cash and cash equivalents - As applicable year to year, the Organization considers all highly 
liquid investments with a maturity of three months or less when purchased to be cash equivalents. 

E. Cash and Investments - Cash deposits are held by a bank qualified as a public depository under 
Florida law. All deposits are insured by Federal depository Insurance and collateralized with 
securities held In Florida's multiple financial Institution collateral pool as required by Chapter 280, 
Florida Statutes. 

F. Pervasiveness of Estimates - The preparation of financial statements In conformity with 
generally accepted accounting principles required management to make estimates and 
assumptions that affect the reported amounts of assets and liablllties and disclosure of contingent 
assets and liabilities at the date of the financial statements and the reported amounts of revenues 
and expenses during the reporting period. Actual results could differ from those estimates. 

G. Fund Balances - As of September 30, 2018, fund balances of the governmental funds are 
classified as follows: 

Non-spendable - amounts that cannot be spent either because they are in non-spendable 
form or because they are legally or contractually required to be maintained intact. 

Restricted - amounts that can be spent only for specific purpose because of constitutional 
provisions, charter requirements or enabling legislation or because of constraints that are 
externally Imposed by creditors, grantors, contributors, or the laws or regulations of other 
governments. 

Committed - amounts that can be used only for specific purposes determined by a formal 
action of the Governing Board. The Governing Board is the highest level of decision making 
authority for the Organization. Commitments may be established, modified or rescinded 
only through ordinances or resolutions approved by the Governing Board. 

Assigned - amounts that do not meet the criteria to be classified as restricted or 
committed but that are Intended to be used for specific purposes. Under the Organization's 
general policy, only the Governing Board may assign amounts for specific purposes. 

15 -37-



-38-

Unassigned - all other spendable amounts. 

As of September 30, 2018, fund balances are composed of the followlng: 

Unassigned $ 62,203 

NOTE 2. BUDGETARY PROCESS 

The Organization fol\ows these procedures in establishing the budgetary data reflected in the 
financial statements: 

a. In March, staff members begin preparing a budget for the fiscal year commencing the 
following October 1, based on work outlined in the Unified Planning Work Program. 

b. In June, the Organization adopts and approves the budget. 

c. Actual contracts accepted by the Organization throughout the year necessarily have an 
impact on approved budget operating levels. Should any major changes be needed, due to 
unforeseen contracts or the need to appropriate additional funds, the budget is then 
redeveloped for consideration by the OrganizatlOn. 

d. The budget Is adopted on a basis consistent with generally accepted accounting principles. 
The legal level of budgeting control is the fund level. 

NOTE3. CONCENTRATION OF CREDIT RISK 

Significant concentration of credit risk for financial Instruments owned by the Organization are as 
follows: 

a. Accounts and grants receivable - Substantially all of the Organization's receivables are for 
amounts due from federal, state and local governmental agencies under cost 
reimbursement contracts. The Organization has no policy requiring collateral or other 
security to support Its receivables. 

b. cash and cash equlvalents - At September 30, 2018, the carrying amount of the 
Organization's bank deposits was $68,855. All deposits with financial Institutions were 
100% insured by federal depository Insurance or by collateral provided by qualified public 
depositories to the State Treasurer pursuant to the Public Deposltory Security Act of the 
State of Florida. The Act established a Trust Fund, maintained by the State Treasurer, 
which is a multiple financial institution pool with the ability to assess Its member financial 
institutions for collateral shortfalls if a member fails. 

NOTE4. CONTINGENT LIABILITIES 

Amounts received or receivable from granter agencies are subject to audit and adjustment by 
granter agencies, principally the Federal government. Any disallowed claims, including amounts 
already collected, may constitute a liability to the Organization. The amount, If any, of expenditures 
which may be disallowed by the granter cannot be determined at this time although the 
Organization expects such amounts, if any, to be Immaterial. 
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I METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

SCHEDULE OF EXPENDITURES OF FEDERAL AWARDS AND STATE FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 

Federal Grantor/Pass-Through Grantor/ CFDA/ 
State Grantor CSFA 
Program Title Number 

FEDERAL AWARDS 

U.S. Department of Transportation 
Passed through the State of Florida 
Department of Transportation: 
Highway Planning and Construction 

FPID # 43931.S-1-14-01 
FAIN # 0241(54) 

Grant award: 2017-18 20.205 
FPID # 43931.S-2-14-01 
FAIN # 0241-056-M 

Grant award: 2018-19 20.205 
State Match: 2017-18 

Federal Transit: Metropolitan 
Planning Grants 
FPID # 411762-3-14-18 

Grant award 20.505 
State match 

Total Federal Awards 

Total State Match 

STATE FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 

State of Florida Department of Transportation 
Transportation Disadvantaged 

FPID # 432029-1-14-01 
Grant award: 2017-18 55.002 

Total State Financial Assistance 

Total federal and state financial assistance 

See notes to Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards 

and State Financial Assistance 

Grantor's 
Number 

GOA89 

GOU69 

GOl20 

GON07 

Program Received/ Current 
Award/Matching Reported Year 

Amount Prior Year Revenues 

$ 484,554 $ 87,226 $ 397,328 

1,332,674 . 118,613 
106,870 - 1.06,870 

1,924,098 87,226 622,811 

380,361 168,007 170,092 
42,262 21,001 21,261 

422,623 189,008 191,353 

2,197,589 255,233 686,033 

149,132 21,001 128,131 

25,000 4,750 20,250 
25,000 4,750 20,250 

$ 2,371,721 $ 280,984 $ 834,41.4 
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Current 
Year 

~enditures 

$ 397,328 

118,613 
106,870 
622,811 

.170,092 
21,261 

191,353 

686,033 

128,131 

20,250 
20,250 

$ 834,41.4 



METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

Notes to Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards and State Financial Assistance 

For the Fiscal Year Ended September 30, 2018 

NOTE 1. SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES 

The accounting policies and presentation of the Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards and 
State Financial Assistance of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the 
Gainesville Urbanized Area (the Organization) have been designed to conform to generally accepted 
accounting principles as appllcable to governmental units, including the reporting and compliance 
requirements of the Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations and Office 
of Management and Budget Uniform Guidance. 

A~ Reporting Entity 

This reporting entity consists of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the 
Gainesville Urbanized Area. The Organization Includes a Schedule of Expenditures of Federal 
Awards and State Financial Assistance In the compliance Section for the purpose of additional 
analysis. 

B. Basis of Accounting 

Basis of accounting refers to when revenues and expenditures or expenses are recognized in the 
accounts and reported In the financial statements. Basis of accounting relates to the timing of the 
measurements made, regardless of the measurement focus. 

The accrual basis of accounting is followed In the Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards and 
State Financial Assistance. Under the modified accrual basis, revenues are recognized when they 
become measurable and available. Revenues are considered to be available when they are 
collectible within the current period or soon enough thereafter to pay llablllties of the current 
period. For this purpose, the Organization considers revenues to be available If they are collected 
within :1.20 days after the end of the current fiscal period. Expenditures generally are recorded 
when a liability Is incurred, as under accrual accounting. 
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INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT ON INTERNAL CONTROL OVER FINANCIAL REPORTING AND ON 
COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MATTERS BASED ON AN AUDIT OF FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 

PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH GOVERNMENT AUDITING STANDARDS 

To Metropolitan Transportation Planning 
Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 
Gainesville, Florida 

We have audited, In accordance with the auditing standards generally accepted in the United 
States of America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government 
Auditing Standards Issued by the Comptroller General of the United States, the financial 
statements of the governmental activities, each major fund, and the aggregate remaining fund 
Information of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized 
Area, as of and for the year ended September 30, 2018, and the related notes to the financial 
statements, which collectively comprise Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the 
Gainesville Urbanized Area's basic financial statements, and have issued our report thereon dated 
November 28, 2018. 

Internal Control Over Financial Reporting 

In planning and performing our audit of the financial statements, we considered the Metropolitan 
Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area's internal control over 
financial reporting (Internal control) to determine the audit procedures that are appropriate in the 
circumstances for the purpose of expressing our opinions on the financial statements, but not for 
the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the Metropolitan Transportation 
Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area's internal control. Accordingly, we do not 
express an opinion on the effectiveness of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 
for the Gainesville Urbanized Area's internal control. 

A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow 
management or employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to 
prevent, or detect and correct, misstatements on a· timely basis. A material weakness Is a 
deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, In internal control, such that there Is a reasonable 
possibility that a material misstatement of the entity's financial statements will not be prevented, 
or detected and corrected on a timely basis. A significant deficiency Is a deficiency, or a 
combination of deficiencies, In Internal control that is less severe than a material weakness, yet 
Important enough to merit attention by those charged with governance. 

Our consideration of Internal control was for the limited purpose described in the first paragraph of 
this section and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control that might be 
material weaknesses or, significant deficiencies. Given these limitations, during our audit we did 
not Identify any deficiencies In internal control that we consider to be material weaknesses. 
However, material weaknesses may exist that have not been identified. 

Compliance and Other Matters 

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the Metropolitan Transportation Planning 
Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area's financial statements are fre~ from material 
misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, 
contracts, and grant agreements, noncompliance with which could have a direct and material 
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effect on the determination of financial statement amounts. However, providing an opinion on 
compliance with those provisions was not an objective of our audit, and accordingly, we do not 
express such an opinion. The results of our tests disclosed no Instances of noncompliance or other 
matters that are required to be reported under Government Auditing Standards. 

Purpose of this Report 

The purpose of this report Is solely to describe the scope of our testing of internal control and 
compliance and the results Qf that testing, and not to provide an opinion on the effectiveness of the 
entity's internal control or on compliance. This report is an Integral part of an audit performed In 
accordance with Government Auditing Standards In considering the entity's internal control and 
compliance. Accordingly, this communication is not suitable for any other purpose. 

POWELL & JONES 
Certified Public Accountants 
November 28, 2018 
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INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S MANAGEMENT LETTER REQUIRED BY 
CHAPTER 10.550, RULES OF THE AUDITOR GENERAL 

To Metropolitan Transportation 
Planning Organization for the 
Gainesville Urbanized Area 

We have audited the basic financial statements of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning 
Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area (the Organization) as of and for the year ended 
September 30, 2018, and have issued our report thereon dated November 28, 2018. 

We have issued our Report on Internal Control Over Financial Reporting and on Compliance and 
Other Matters Based on an Audit of Financial Statements Performed In Accordance with 
Government Auditing Standards, dated November 28, 2018. Disclosures in that report, if any, 
should be considered in conjunction with this management letter. 

We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United 
States of America and Government Auditing Standards issued by the Comptroller General of the 
United States. Additionally, our audit was conducted in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 
10.550, Rules of the Auditor General, which govern the conduct of local governmental entity audits 
performed in the State of Florida and require that the following items be addressed in this letter. 

PRIOR YEAR FINDINGS - There were no reportable findings in the prior year. 

CURRENT YEAR FINDINGS ·There were no reportable findings in the current year. 

FINANCIAL COMPLIANCE MATTERS 

Financial Emergencv Status - We determined that the Organization did not meet any of the 
conditions described in Section 218.503(1), Florida Statutes, that might result in a financial 
emergency. 

Financial Condition Assessment - As required by the Rules of the Auditor General (Sections 
10.5447(c) and 10.556(7}), we applied financial condition assessment procedures. It is 
management's responsibility to monitor the entity's financial condition, and our financial condition 
assessment was based in part on representations made by management and the review of 
financial information they provided. 

We noted no deteriorating financial conditions as defined by Rule 10.544(2)(f). 

Our audit did not disclose any further items that would be required to be reported under Rules of 
the Auditor General Chapter 10.550. 
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CONCLUSION 

We very much enjoyed the challenge and experiences with this audit of the Organization. We 
appreciate the helpful assistance of the Organization staff In completing our audit and also the 
generally high quality of the Organization's financial records and Internal controls. 

POWELL & JONES 
Certified Public Accountants 
November 28, 2018 
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INDEPENDENT ACCOUNTANT'S REPORT 

To Metropolitan Transportation 
Planning Organization for the 
Gainesville Urbanized Area 

We have examined the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the 
Gainesville Urbanized Area's compliance with Section 218.415, Florida Statutes, regarding 
the investment of public funds during the year ended September 30, 2018. Management 
is responsible for the Organization's compliance with those requirements. Our 
responsibility Is to express an opinion on the Organization's compliance based on our 
examination. 

Our examination was conducted in accordance with attestation standards established by 
the American Institute of Certified Public Accountants and, accordingly, included 
examining, on a test basis, evidence about the Organization's compliance with those 
requirements and performing such other procedures as we considered necessary in the 
circumstances. We believe that our examination provides a reasonable basis for our 
opinion. Our examination does not provide a legal determination on the Organization's 
compliance with specified requirements. 

In our opinion, the Organization complied, In all material respects, with the aforementioned 
requirements for the year ended September 30, 2018. 

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the Organization and the 
Auditor General, State of Florida, and is not intended to be and should not be used by 
anyone other than these specified parties. 

POWELL & JONES 
Certified Public Accountants 
November 28, 2018 
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Communication with Those Charged with Governance 

To Metropolitan Transportation 
Planning Organization for the 
Gainesville Urbanized Area 

We have audited the financial statements of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 
for the Gainesville Urbanized Area for the year ended September 30, 201.8. Professional standards 
require that we provide you with Information about our responsibilities under generally accepted 
auditing standards and Government Auditing Standards, as well as certain information related to 
the planned scope and timing of our audit. Professional standards also require that we 
communicate to you the following Information related to our audit. 

Significant Audit Findings 

Qualitative Aspects of Accounting Practices 

Management Is responsible for the selection and use of appropriate accounting policies. The 
significant accounting policies used by the Organization are described Note 1. to the financial 
statements. No new accounting policies were adopted and the application of existing policies was 
not changed during 2018. We noted no transactions entered into by the governmental unit during 
the year for which there Is a lack of authoritative guidance or consensus. 

All significant transactions have been recognized in the financial statements In the proper perlod. 

Accounting estimates are an integral part of the financial statements prepared by management 
and are based on management's knowledge and experience about past and current events and 
assumptions about future events. Certain accounting estimates are partlcularly sensitive because 
of their significance to the financial statements and because of the possibility that future events 
affecting them may differ significantly from those expected. There are no sensitive estimates 
affecting the Organization's financial statements. 

Certain financial statement disclosures are partlcularly sensitive because of their significance to 
financial statement users. There are no sensitive disclosures affecting the financial statements. 

Difficulties Encountered In Performing the Audit 

We encountered no significant difficulties in dealing with management in performing and 
completing our audit. 

Corrected and Uncorrected Misstatements 

Professional standards require us to accumulate all known and likely misstatements identified 
during the audit, other than those that are trivial, and communicate them to the appropriate level 
of management. There were no such misstatements Identified during our audit. 

Disagreements with Management 

For purposes of this letter, professional standards define a disagreement with management as a 
financial accounting, reporting, or auditing matter, whether or not resolved to our satisfaction, that 
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could be significant to the financial statements or the auditor's report. We are pleased to report 
that no such disagreements arose during the course of our audit. 

Management Representations 

We have requested certain representations from management that are Included in the 
management representation letter dated November 28, 2018. 

Management Consultations with Other Independent Accountants 

In some cases, management may decide to consult with other accountants about auditing and 
accounting matters, similar to obtaining a "second opinion" on certain situations. If a consultation 
involves application of an accounting principle to the governmental unit's financial statements or a 
determination of the type of auditor's opinion that may be expressed on those statements, our 
professional standards require the consulting accountant to check with us to determine that the 
consultant has all the relevant facts. To our knowledge, there were no such consultations with 
other accountants. 

Other Audit Findings or Issues 

We generally discuss a variety of matters, Including the application of accounting principles and 
auditing standards, with management each year prior to retention as the governmental unit's 
auditors. However, these discussions occurred In the normal course of our professional 
relationship and our responses were not a condition to our retention. 

Other Information in Documents Containing Audited Financial Statements 

With respect to the supplementary information accompanying the financial statements, we made 
certain Inquiries of management and evaluated the form, content, and methods of preparing the 
information . to determine that the information complies with accounting principles generally 
accepted in the United States of America, the method of preparing it has not changed from the 
prior period, and the information is appropriate and complete In relation to our audit of the 
financial statements. We compared and reconciled the supplementary information to the 
underlying accounting records used to prepare the financial statements or to the financial 
statements themselves. 

This Information Is Intended solely for the use of the Governing Board and management of the 
Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area, and is not 
intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties. 

Very truly yours, 

POWELL & JONES 
Certified Public Accountants 
November 28, 2018 
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Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 

Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

Dixie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafayette • Levy • Madison 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

2009 NW 67th Place, Gainesville, FL 32653-1603 • 352.955.2200 

February 18, 2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons AICP, Executive Director~ }~------

Florida Transportation Performance Management Consensus Planning Agreement -
Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council and 
Florida Department of Transportation - Status Report 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

For Information Only. 

BACKGROUND 

At its June 25, 2018 meeting, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization received 
notification of the Florida Transportation Performance Management Consensus Planning Agreement 
between the Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council and the Florida Department of 
Transportation (see Exhibit 1). 

Since then, discussions among the Federal Highway Administration, the Florida Department of 
Transportation and the Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council have resulted in the Federal 
Highway Administration requiring an agreement from the Florida Department of Transportation and each 
metropolitan planning organization. To accommodate this requirement, the Metropolitan Planning 
Organization Advisory Council revised the agreement for each metropolitan planning organization to 
approve (see Exhibit 2). These revisions, which were discussed at the January 30, 2019 Metropolitan 
Planning Organization Advisory Council meeting, are shown in strikeout and underline text in Exhibit 3. 
The revisions further address Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act requirements. 

Exhibit 4 is the transmittal email for the revised Florida Transportation Performance Management 
Consensus Planning Agreement. 

The purpose of the Florida Transportation Performance Management Consensus Planning Agreement is 
to provide statewide collaboration, coordination and consistency among the metropolitan planning 
organizations and the Florida Department of Transportation in addressing Fixing America's Surface 
Transportation Act performance management requirements. As stated in the draft agreement, approval of 
the Florida Transportation Performance Management Consensus Planning Agreement is intended to occur 
when the Fiscal Years 2019-20 to 2023-24 Transportation Improvement Program is approved. 

Attachments 

t:\scott\skl9\mtpo\memo\florida_tpm_cpa_revised_mtpo_feb25.docx 
Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, -49-

by enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, 
promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments. 
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EXHIBIT 1 

FDOI\) 
~ ... 

Florida Department oj' Transportation 
RICKSCOTI 
GOVER."'IOR 

605 Suwannee Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0450 

May 25, 2018 

Mr. James Christian, Division Administrator 
Florida Division, Federal Highway Administration 
3500 Financial Plaza, Suite 400 
Tallahassee, FL 32312 

Dear Mr. Christian, 

l'vDKEDEW 
SECRETARY 

We are pleased to transmit the attached statement of our "Collaborative Process for Federal 

Performance Measures" pursuant to 23 CFR 450.314(h)(2). This document was prepared by the 

Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) and Florida's 27 Metropolitan Planning 

Organizations (MP Os) through the MPO Advisory Council (MPOAC). Each MPO is 

responsible for coordinating with its board and coillilrittees in the development and 

implementation of this document. This includes the providers of public transportation in MPO 

planning areas, through their participation on 'MPO boards and committees and in metropolitan 

planning activities as documented in agreements required of each MPO in Section 339.175(10), 

Florida Statutes. 

This document is intended to assist with initial implementation of the Transportation 

Performance Management requirements. It is anticipated that this document will be revised over 

time as FDOT and the MPOAC work cooperatively to fully implement all applicable federal 

requirements. 

Whether through annual Florida Metropolitan Planning Partnership meetings or the continuous 

efforts of so many to develop the state's long-range transportation plan (the Florida 

Transportation Plan) and our coordinated and prioritized Work Program, Florida enjoys a strong 

history of effective collaboration in state and metropolitan transportation planning. FDOT and 

the MPOs have been coordinating regarding performance measures for several years in 
preparation for meeting federal requirements. A 2018 Transportation Research Board Annual 

Meeting session moderated by the Federal Highway Administration and the Federal Transit 

Administration highlighted the model performance partnership between FDOT and Florida's 

MPOs. The attached process is the next step in that effort, documenting our cooperative 

approach to developing and reporting federal transportation performance measures and targets. 

www.fdot.gov 
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May 25, 2018 
Page 2 of2 

We look forward to our future work together in delivering Florida's high performing 
transportation system. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Dew, Secretary 
Florida Department of Transportation 

~dox,Chair 
MPOAC Governing Board 

Cc: Tom Byron, Assistant Secretary for Strategic Development, FDOT 
Jim Wood, Chief Planner, FDOT 
Carl Mikyska, Executive Director, MPOAC 
Executive Directors of Florida's 27 MPOs 



Purpose and Authority 

Transportation Performance Measures 

Consensus Planning Document 

This document has been cooperatively developed by the Florida Department of Transportation 

(FDOT) and Florida's 27 Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) through the Florida 

Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council (MPOAC), and, by representation on the 

MPO boards and committees, the providers of public transportation in the MPO planning areas. 

The purpose of the document is to outline the minimum roles ofFDOT, the MPOs, and the 

providers of public transportation in the MPO planning areas in satisfying the transportation 

performance management requirements promulgated by the United States Department of 

Transportation in Title 23 Part 450 of the Code of Federal Regulations (23 CFR). Specifically: 

• 23 CFR 450.314(h)(l) requires that "The MPO(s), State(s), and providers of public 

transportation shall jointly agree upon and develop specific written procedures for 

cooperatively developing and sharing information related to transportation performance data, 

the selection of performance targets, the reporting of performance targets, the reporting of 

performance to be used in tracking progress toward achievement of critical outcomes for the 

region of the MPO, and the collection of data for the State asset management plan for the 

National Highway System (NHS)." 

• 23 CFR 450.314(h)(2) allows for these provisions to be "Documented in some other means 

outside the metropolitan planning agreements as determined cooperatively by the MPO(s), 

State(s), and providers of public transportation." 

Section 339.175(11), Florida Statutes creates the MPOAC to "Assist MPOs in carrying out the 

urbanized area transportation planning process by serving as the principal forum for collective 

policy discussion pursuant to law" and to "Serve as a clearinghouse for review and comment by 

MPOs on the Florida Transportation Plan and on other issues required to comply with federal or 

state law in carrying out the urbanized transportation planning processes." The MPOAC 

Governing Board membership includes one representative of each MPO in Florida. 
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Roles and Responsibilities 

This document describes the general processes through which FOOT, the MPOs, and the 
providers of public transportation in MPO planning areas will cooperatively develop and share 
information related to transportation performance management. 

FDOT and the MPOAC agree that email communications shall be considered written notice for 
all portions of this document. Communication with FOOT related to transportation performance 
management generally will occur through the Administrator for Metropolitan Planning in the 
Office of Policy Planning. 

1. Transportation performance data: 

a) FDOT: FDOT will collect and maintain data, perform calculations of performance 
metrics and measures, and provide to each MPO the results of the calculations used to 
develop statewide targets for all applicable federally required performance measures. 
FDOT also will provide to each MPO the results of calculations for each applicable 
performance measure for the MPO planning area, and the county or counties included in 
the MPO planning area: 12 

b) MPOs: Each MPO will share with FOOT any locally generated data that pertains to the 
federally required performance measures, if applicable, such as any supplemental data the 
MPO uses to develop its own targets for any measure. 

2. Selection of performance targets: 

FOOT, the MPOs, and providers of public transportation will set their respective 
performance targets in coordination with one another. Coordination will include as many of 
the following opportunities as deemed appropriate for each measure: in-person meetings, 
webinars, conferences calls, and email/written communication. 

a) FDOT: FDOT will establish a statewide target for each applicable federally required 
performance measure. 

1. FDOT will provide each MPO and relevant provider of public transportation, as 
applicable, an opportunity to provide comments on proposed statewide targets 
prior to FDOT' s establishment of statewide targets. 

ii. FDOT will provide written notice to the MPO when FDOT sets a target. This 
notice will provide the targets and the date FOOT set the target, which will begin 
the 180-day time-period during which the MPO must set performance targets. 

1 When an MPO planning area covers portions of more than one state, as in the case of the Florida-Alabama TPO, 
FDOT will collect and provide data for the Florida portion of the planning area. 
2 If any Florida urbanized area becomes nonattainment for the National Ambient Air Quality Standards, FDOT also 
will provide appropriate data at the urbanized area level for the specific urbanized area that is designated. 
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b) MPOs: Each MPO will establish a target for each applicable federally required 

performance measure and provide the selected target to FOOT. To the extent possible, 

MPOs will establish their targets through existing processes including, but not limited to, 

the annual transportation improvement program update. For each performance measure, 

an MPO will have the option of establishing a target by either3
: 

i. Choosing to support the statewide target established by FDOT, and providing 

documentation (typically in the form of meeting minutes, a letter, a resolution, or 

incorporation in a document such as the transportation improvement program) to 

FDOT that the MPO agrees to plan and program projects so that they contribute 

toward the accomplishments of FDOT's statewide target for that performance 

measure. 

ii. Choosing to set its own target, using a quantifiable methodology for its MPO 

planning area. If the MPO chooses to set its own target, the MPO will develop 

the target in coordination with FDOT and, as applicable, providers of public 

transportation. The MPO will provide FOOT and, as applicable, providers of 

public transportation documentation (typically in the form of meeting minutes, a 

letter, a resolution, or incorporation in a document such as the transportation 

improvement program) that includes the target and when the MPO sets its target. 

iii. Public transportation related targets: FDOT and the MPOAC recognize the role of 

providers of public transportation in MPO planning areas in meeting federal 

performance management requirements for transit asset management and transit 

safety (final rule pending). The transit asset management requirements are being 

implemented through the transit asset management plans being developed by Tier 

I providers of public transportation and by FDOT on behalf of participating Tier 

II providers. FDOT will notify MPOs and participating Tier II providers 

following establishment of transit-related targets in the Group Transit Asset 

Management Plan. Each MPO will provide to FDOT documentation of whether it 

agrees to support these targets, or choose to develop its own targets. Specific 

coordination processes between MPOs and providers of public transportation are 

defined in existing Intergovernmental Coordination and Review agreements or 

can be defined in funding agreements, as appropriate. 

3. Reporting performance targets: 

a) FDOT: FDOT will provide its established performance targets to either the Federal 

Highway Administration (FHWA) or the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) as 

mandated by the federal requirements. FDOT will notify the MPOs when it reports final 

statewide targets. 

3 When an MPO planning area covers portions of more than one state, as in the case of the Florida-Alabama TPO, 

that MPO will be responsible for coordinating with each state DOT in setting and reporting targets and associated 

data. 

3 )Page 
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1. FDOT will include applicable infonnation outlined in 23 CFR 450.216 (f) in any 
statewide long-range transportation plan amended or adopted after May 27, 2018, 
and infonnation outlined in 23 CFR 450.218 ( q) in any statewide transportation 
improvement program amended or adopted after May 27, 2018. 

ii. Reporting of targets and perfonnance by FDOT will confonn to 23 CFR 490, 49 
CFR 625, and 49 CFR 673. 

b) MPOs: Each MPO will report its respective perfonnance targets as mandated by federal 
requirements to FDOT in a format to be mutually agreed upon by FDOT and the 
MPOAC. To the extent possible, MPOs will report their targets through existing 
processes including, but not limited to, the annual transportation improvement program 
update. 

1. MPOs will include applicable information outlined in 23 CFR 450.324 (f) (3-4) in 
any metropolitan long-range transportation plan amended or adopted after May 
27, 2018, and infonnation outlined in 23 CFR 450.326 (d) in any transportation 
improvement program amended or adopted after May 27, 2018. 

ii. Reporting of targets and performance by the MPOs will conform to 23 CFR 490, 
49 CFR 625, and 49 CFR 673. 

4. Reporting perfonnance to be used in tracking progress toward attainment of perfonnance 
targets for the MPO planning area: 

a) FDOT: FDOT will provide to FHWA or FTA as designated, and share with each MPO, 
the transportation perfonnance data for the state showing the progress being made 
towards attainment of each target set by FDOT, in a fonnat to be mutually agreed upon 
by FDOT and the MPOAC. 

b) MPOs: Each MPO will provide to FDOT on an annual basis transportation perfonnance 
data for the MPO showing the progress being made towards attainment of each target 
established by the MPO, in a format to be mutually agreed upon by FDOT and the 
MPOAC. To the extent possible, MPOs will report progress through existing processes 
including, but not limited to, the annual transportation improvement program update. 

5. Collection of data for the State asset management plans for the National Highway System 
(NHS): 

a) FDOT: FDOT will be responsible for collecting bridge and pavement condition data for 
the State asset management plan for the NHS. This includes NHS roads that are not on 
the State highway system but instead are under the ownership of local jurisdictions, if 
such roads exist. 
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EXHIBIT2 

FOOT\) 
--=: .. . 

Purpose and Authority 

Transportation Performance Measures 

Consensus Planning Document 

This document has been cooperatively developed by the Florida Department of Transportation 

(FDOT) and Florida's 27 Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) through the Florida 

Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council (MPOAC), and, by representation on the 

MPO boards and committees, the providers of public transportation in the MPO planning areas. 

The purpose of the document is to outline the minimum roles of FDOT, the MPOs, and the 

providers of public transportation in the MPO planning areas to ensure consistency to the 

maximum extent practicable in satisfying the transportation performance management 

requirements promulgated by the United States Department of Transportation in Title 23 Parts 

450, 490, 625, and 673 of the Code of Federal Regulations (23 CFR). Specifically: 

• 23 CFR 450.314(h)(l) requires that "The MPO(s), State(s), and providers of public 

transportation shall jointly agree upon and develop specific written procedures for 

cooperatively developing and sharing information related to transportation performance data, 

the selection of performance targets, the reporting of performance targets, the reporting of 

performance to be used in tracking progress toward achievement of critical outcomes for the 

region of the MPO, and the collection of data for the State asset management plan for the 

National Highway System (NHS)." 

• 23 CFR 450.314(h)(2) allows for these provisions to be "Documented in some other means 

outside the metropolitan planning agreements as determined cooperatively by the MPO(s), 

State( s ), and providers of public transportation." 

Section 339.175(11), Florida Statutes creates the MPOAC to "Assist MPOs in carrying out the 

urbanized area transportation planning process by serving as the principal forum for collective 

policy discussion pursuant to law" and to "Serve as a clearinghouse for review and comment by 

MPOs on the Florida Transportation Plan and on other issues required to comply with federal or 

state law in carrying out the urbanized transportation planning processes." The MPOAC 

Governing Board membership includes one representative of each MPO in Florida. 

Each individual MPO will adopt this document by incorporation in its annual Transportation 

Improvement Program (TIP), which will serve as documentation of agreement by the MPO and 

the provider(s) of public transportation in the MPO planning area to carry out their roles and 

responsibilities as described in this general document. 
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Roles and Responsibilities 

This document describes the general processes through which FDOT, the MPOs, and the 
providers of public transportation in MPO planning areas will cooperatively develop and share 
information related to transportation performance management. 

Email communications will be considered written notice for all portions of this document. 
Communication with FDOT related to transportation performance management generally will 
occur through the Administrator for Metropolitan Planning in the Office of Policy Planning. 
Communications with the MPOAC related to transportation performance management generally 
will occur through the Executive Director of the MPOAC. 

1. Transportation performance data: 

a) FDOT will collect and maintain data, perform calculations of performance metrics and 
measures, and provide to each MPO the results of the calculations used to develop 
statewide targets for all applicable federally required performance measures. FDOT also 
will provide to each MPO the results of calculations for each applicable performance 
measure for the MPO planning area, and the county or counties included in the MPO 
planning area. 12 FDOT and the MPOAC will document the coordination and agreement 
on the travel time data set and the defined reporting segments of the Interstate System 
and non-Interstate National Highway System for the purposes of calculating the travel 
time-based measures specified in 23 CFR 490.507, 490.607, and 490.707, as applicable. 

b) Each MPO will share with FDOT any locally generated data that pertains to the federally 
required performance measures, if applicable, such as any supplemental data the MPO 
uses to develop its own targets for any measure. 

c) Each provider of public transportation is responsible for collecting performance data in 
the MPO planning area for the transit asset management measures as specified in 49 CFR 
625.43 and the public transportation safety measures as specified in the National P_ublic 
Transportation Safety Plan. The providers of public transportation will provide to FDOT 
and the appropriate MPO(s) the transit performance data used to support these measures. 

2. Selection of performance targets: 

FDOT, the MPOs, and providers of public transportation will select their respective 
performance targets in coordination with one another. Selecting targets generally refers to 
the processes used to identify, evaluate, and make decisions about potential targets prior to 
action to formally establish the targets. Coordination will include as many of the following 
opportunities as deemed appropriate for each measure: in-person meetings, webinars, 
conferences calls, and email/written communication. Coordination will include timely 
sharing of information on proposed targets and opportunities to provide comment prior to 
establishing final comments for each measure. 

1 When an MPO planning area covers portions of more than one state, as in the case of the Florida-Alabama TPO, 
FDOT will collect and provide data for the Florida portion of the planning area. 
2 If any Florida urbanized area becomes nonattainment for the National Ambient Air Quality Standards, FDOT also 
will provide appropriate data at the urbanized area level for the specific urbanized area that is designated. 
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The primary forum for coordination between FDOT and the MPOs on selecting targets and 

related policy issues is the regular meetings of the MPOAC. The primary forum for 

coordination between MPOs and providers of public transportation on selecting targets is the 

TIP development process. 

Once targets are selected, each agency will take action to formally establish the targets in its 

area of responsibility. 

a) FDOT will select and establish a statewide target for each applicable federally required 

performance measure. 

i. To the maximum extent practicable, FDOT will share proposed statewide targets 

at the MPOAC meeting scheduled in the calendar quarter prior to the dates 

required for establishing the target under federal rule. FDOT will work through 

the MPOAC to provide email communication on the proposed targets to the 

MPOs not in attendance at this meeting. The MPOAC as a whole, and individual 

MPOs as appropriate, will provide comments to FDOT on the proposed statewide 

targets within sixty (60) days of the MPOAC meeting. FDOT will provide an 

update to the MPOAC at its subsequent meeting on the final proposed targets, 

how the comments received from the MPOAC and any individual MPOs were 

considered, and the anticipated date when FDOT will establish final targets. 

1i. FDOT will provide written notice to the MPOAC and individual MPOs within 

two (2) business days of when FDOT establishes final targets. This notice will 

provide the relevant targets and the date FDOT established the targets, which will 

begin the 180-day time-period during which each MPO must establish the 

corresponding performance targets for its planning area. 

b) Each MPO will select and establish a target for each applicable federally required 

performance measure. To the extent practicable, MPOs will propose, seek comment on, 

and establish their targets through existing processes such as the annual TIP update. For 

each perfonnance measure, an MPO will have the option of either3
: 

i. Choosing to support the statewide target established by FDOT, and providing 

documentation (typically in the form of meeting minutes, a letter, a resolution, or 

incorporation in a document such as the TIP) to FDOT that the MPO agrees to 

plan and program projects so that they contribute toward the accomplishments of 

FDOT' s statewide targets for that performance measure. 

ii. Choosing to establish its own target, using a quantifiable methodology for its 

MPO planning area. If the MPO chooses to establish its own target, the MPO will 

coordinate with FDOT and, as applicable, providers of public transportation 

regarding the approach used to develop the target and the proposed target prior to 

establishment of a final target. The MPO will provide FDOT and, as applicable, 

providers of public transportation, documentation (typically in the form of 

3 When an MPO planning area covers portions of more than one state, as in the case of the Florida-Alabama TPO, 

that MPO will be responsible for coordinating with each state DOT in setting and reporting targets and associated 

data. 
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meeting minutes, a letter, a resolution, or incorporation in a document such as the 
TIP) that includes the final targets and the date when the targets were established . 

c) The providers of public transportation in MPO planning areas will select and establish 
performance targets annually to meet the federal performance management requirements 
for transit asset management and transit safety under 49 U.S.C. 5326(c) and 49 U.S.C. 
5329(d). 

1. The Tier I providers of public transportation will establish performance targets to 
meet the federal performance management requirements for transit asset 
management. Each Tier I provider will provide written notice to the appropriate 
MPO and FDOT when it establishes targets. This notice will provide the final 
targets and the date when the targets were established, which will begin the 180-
day period within which the MPO must establish its transit-related performance 
targets. MPOs may choose to update their targets when the Tier I provider( s) 
updates theirs, or when the MPO amends its long-range transportation plan by 
extending the horizon year in accordance with 23 CFF 450.324(c). 

IL FDOT is the sponsor of a Group Transit Asset Management plan for subrecipients 
of Section 5311 and 5310 grant funds. The Tier II providers of public 
transportation may choose to participate in FDOT's group plan or to establish 
their own targets. FDOT will notify MPOs and those participating Tier II 
providers following of establishment of transit-related targets. Each Tier II 
provider will provide written notice to the appropriate MPO and FDOT when it 
establishes targets. This notice will provide the final targets and the date the final 
targets were established, which will begin the 180-day period within which the 
MPO must establish its transit-related performance targets. MPOs may choose to 
update their targets when the Tier II provider(s) updates theirs, or when the MPO 
amends its long-range transportation plan by extending the horizon year in 
accordance with 23 CFF 450.324(c). 

m. FDOT will draft and certify a Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan for any 
small public transportation providers (defined as those who are recipients or 
subrecipients of federal financial assistance under 49 U.S.C. 5307, have one 
hundred (100) or fewer vehicles in peak revenue service, and do not operate a rail 
fixed guideway public transportation system). FDOT will coordinate with small 
public transportation providers on selecting statewide public transportation safety 
performance targets, with the exception of any small operator that notifies FDOT 
that it will draft its own plan. 

1v. All other public transportation service providers will provide written notice to the 
appropriate MPO and FDOT when they establish public transportation safety 
performance targets. This notice will provide the final targets and the date the 
final targets were established, which will begin the 180-day period within which 
the MPO must establish its transit safety performance targets. MPOs may choose 
to update their targets when the provider( s) updates theirs, or when the MPO 
amends its long-range transportation plan by extending the horizon year in 
accordance with 23 CFF 450.324(c). 
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v. If the MPO chooses to support the asset management and safety targets 

established by the provider of public transportation, the MPO will provide to 

FDOT and the provider of public transportation documentation that the MPO 

agrees to plan and program MPO projects so that they contribute toward 

achievement of the statewide or public transportation provider targets. If the 

MPO chooses to establish its own targets, the MPO will develop the target in 

coordination with FDOT and the providers of public transportation. The MPO 

will provide FDOT and the providers of public transportation documentation 

(typically in the form of meeting minutes, a letter, a resolution, or incorporation in 

a document such as the TIP) that includes the final targets and the date the final 

targets were established. In cases where two or more providers operate in an 

MPO planning area and establish different targets for a given measure, the MPO 

will coordinate with the providers to establish MPO targets. 

3. Reporting performance targets: 

Reporting targets generally refers to the process used to report targets, progress achieved in 

meeting targets, and the linkage between targets and decision making processes. Reporting of 

targets and related information generally will occur through established long-range planning 

and programming processes. 

a) FDOT will report its final statewide performance targets to the Federal Highway 

Administration (FHW A) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) as mandated by 

the federal requirements. 

L FDOT will include in future updates or amendments of the statewide long-range 

transportation plan a description of all applicable performance measures and 

targets and a system performance report, including progress achieved in meeting 

the performance targets, in accordance with 23 CFR 450.216(f). 

IL FDOT will include in future updates or amendments of the statewide 

transportation improvement program a discussion of the anticipated effect of the 

program toward achieving the state's performance targets, linking investment 

priorities to those performance targets, in accordance with 23 CFR 450.218 ( q). 

m. FDOT will report targets and performance data for each applicable highway 

performance measure to FHW A, in accordance with the reporting timelines and 

requirements established by 23 CFR 490; and for each applicable public transit 

measure to FT A, in accordance with the reporting timelines and requirements 

established by 49 CFR 625 and 40 CFR 673. 

b) Each MPO will report its final performance targets as mandated by federal requirements 

to FDOT. To the extent practicable, MPOs will report final targets through the TIP 

update or other existing documents. 

L Each MPO will include in future updates or amendments of its metropolitan long­

range transportation plan a description of all applicable performance measures 

and targets and a system performance report, including progress achieved by the 
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MPO in meeting the performance targets, in accordance with 23 CFR 
450.324(£)(3-4). 

11. Each MPO will include in future updates or amendments of its TIP a discussion of 
the anticipated effect of the TIP toward achieving the applicable performance 
targets, linking investment priorities to those performance targets, in accordance 
with 23 CFR 450.326(d). 

m. Each MPO will report other target-related information to FDOT upon request to 
support FDOT's reporting requirements to FHW A. 

c) Providers of public transportation in MPO planning areas will report all established 
transit asset management targets to the FTA National Transit Database (NTD) consistent 
with FTA's deadlines based upon the provider's fiscal year and in accordance with 49 
CFR Parts 625 and 630, and 49 CFR Part 673. 

4. Reporting performance to be used in tracking progress toward attainment of performance 
targets for the MPO planning area: 

a) FDOT will report to FHW A or FT A as designated, and share with each MPO and 
provider of public transportation, transportation performance for the state showing the 
progress being made towards attainment of each target established by FDOT, in a format 
to be mutually agreed upon by FDOT and the MPOAC. 

b) If an MPO establishes its own targets, the MPO will report to FDOT on an annual basis 
transportation performance for the MPO area showing the progress being made towards 
attainment of each target established by the MPO, in a format to be mutually agreed upon 
by FDOT and the MPOAC. To the extent practicable, MPOs will report progress through 
existing processes including, but not limited to, the annual TIP update. 

c) Each provider of public transportation will report transit performance annually to the 
MPO(s) covering the provider's service area, showing the progress made toward 
attainment of each target established by the provider. 

5. Collection of data for the State asset management plans for the National Highway System 
(NHS): 

a) FDOT will be responsible for collecting bridge and pavement condition data for the State 
asset management plan for the NHS. This includes NHS roads that are not on the State 
highway system but instead are under the ownership of local jurisdictions, if such roads 
exist. 

For more information, contact: 

Mark Reichert, Administrator for Metropolitan Planning, Office of Policy Planning, Florida 
Department of Transportation, 85 0-414-4901, mark. reichert@dot. state.fl. us 

Carl Mikyska, Executive Director, MPOAC, 850-414-4062, carl.mikyska@mpoac.org 
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Purpose and Authority 

EXHIBIT 3 

Transportation Performance Measures 

Consensus Planning Document 

This document has been cooperatively developed by the Florida Department of Transportation 

(FDOT) and Florida's 27 Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) through the Florida 

Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council (MPOAC), and, by representation on the 

MPO boards and committees, the providers of public transportation in the MPO planning areas. 

The purpose of the document is to outline the minimum roles ofFDOT, the MPOs, and the 

providers of public transportation in the MPO planning areas to ensure consistency to the 

maximum extent practicable in satisfying the transportation performance management 

requirements promulgated by the United States Department of Transportation in Title 23 Parts 

450, 490, 625, and 673 of the Code of Federal Regulations (23 CFR). Specifically: 

• 23 CFR 450.314(h)(l) requires that "The MPO(s ), State(s), and providers of public 

transportation shall jointly agree upon and develop specific written procedures for 

cooperatively developing and sharing information related to transportation performance data, 

the selection of performance targets, the reporting of perfotmance targets, the reporting of 

performance to be used in tracking progress toward achievement of critical outcomes for the 

region of the MPO, and the collection of data for the State asset management plan for the 

National Highway System (NHS)." 

• 23 CFR 450.314(h)(2) allows for these provisions to be "Documented in some other means 

outside the metropolitan planning agreements as determined cooperatively by the MPO(s), 

State(s), and providers of public transportation." 

Section 339.175(11), Florida Statutes creates the MPOAC to "Assist MPOs in carrying out the 

urbanized area transportation planning process by serving as the principal forum for collective 

policy discussion pursuant to law" and to "Serve as a clearinghouse for review and comment by 

MPOs on the Florida Transportation Plan and on other issues required to comply with feder(!I or 

state law in carrying out the urbanized transportation planning processes." The MPOAC 

Governing Board membership includes one representative of each MPO in Florida. 

+l:tts-GeettA'lem-was-clevele~t-ed.aF1~~ein1 agreement ef tke 

H) - eereler)'-and-l:he-MPGA-G-GtWerniFlg BoafEI.: Each individual MPO will adopt this 

document by incorporation in its annual Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) which will 

serve as documentation of agreement by the MPO and the provider(s) of public transportation in 

the MPO planning area to carry out their roles and responsibilities as described in this general 

document. 
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Roles and Responsibilities 

This document describes the general processes through which FDOT, the MPOs, and the· 
providers of public transportation in MPO planning areas will cooperatively develop and share 
information related to transportation performance management. 

Email communications will be considered written notice for all portions of this document. 
Communication with FDOT related to transportation performance management generally will 
occur through the Administrator for Metropolitan Planning in the Office of Policy Planning. 
Communications with the MPOAC related to transportation performance management generally 
will occur through the Executive Director of the MPOAC. 

1. Transportation performance data: 

a) FDOT will collect and maintain data, perform calculations of performance metrics and 
measures, and provide to each MPO the results of the calculations used to develop 
statewide targets for all applicable federally required performance measures. FDOT also 
will provide to each MPO the results of calculations for each applicable performance 
measure for the MPO planning area, and the county or counties included in the MPO 
planning area. 12 FDOT and the MPOAC will document the coordination and agreement 
on the travel time data set and the defined reporting segments of the Interstate System 
and non-Interstate National Highway System for the purposes of calculating the travel 
time-based measures specified in 23 CFR 490.507, 490.607, and 490.707, as applicable. 

b) Each MPO will share with FDOT any locally generated data that pertains to the federally 
required performance measures, if applicable, such as any supplemental data the MPO 
uses to develop its own targets for any measure. 

c) Each provider of public transportation is responsible for collecting performance data in 
the MPO planning area for the transit asset management measures as specified in 49 CFR 
625.43 and the public transportation safety measures as specified in the National Public 
Transportation Safety Plan. The providers of public transportation will provide to FDOT 
and the appropriate MPO(s) the transit performance data used to support these measures. 

2. Selection of performance targets: 

FDOT, the MPOs, and providers of public transportation will set select their respective 
performance targets in coordination with one another. elecline. larl!ets e.enerallv refers lo 
the processes used to identifv. evaluate, and make decision aboul potential target pri r to 
action to form all cslab!ish U1e La1·gets. Coordination will include as many of the following 
opportunities as deemed appropriate for each measure: in-person meetings, webinars, 
conferences calls, and email/written communication. oordination will include tirnalv 
sharing ofinformalion on proposed targets and opoo11unitie. to pr vide comment prior to 
stablishing linal co111 111ents for each measure. 

The primary forum for coordination between FDOT and the MPOs on setltflg-selectine. 
targets and related policy issues is the regular meetings of the MPOAC. The primary forum 

1 When an MPO planning area covers portions of more than one state, as in the case of the Florida-Alabama TPO, 
FDOT will collect and provide data for the Florida portion of the planning area. 
2 If any Florida urbanized area becomes non attain ment for the Nauonal Ambient Air Quality Standards, FDOT also 
will provide appropriate data at the urbanized area level for the specific urbanized area that is designated. 
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for coordination between MPOs and providers of public transportation on eH-iflg sel cling 

targets is the TIP development process. 

Once lan.?:Cts ure selected. each agency\ ill take action to formallr establish the LarJ?els in its 

arcu ol"rl!spon!>ibilitv. 

a) FOOT will lect im<l establish a statewide target for each applicable federally required 

performance measure. 

1. To the maximum extent practicable, FDOT will share proposed statewide targets 

at the MPOAC meeting scheduled in the calendar quarter prior to the date!i 

required for establishing&eH+Rg the target under federal rule. FOOT will work 

through the MPOAC to provide email communication on the proposed targets to 

the MPOs not in attendance at this meeting. The MPOAC as a whole, and 

individual MPOs as appropriate, will provide comments to FOOT on the proposed 

statewide targets within sixty (60) days of the MPOAC meeting. FDOT will 

provide an update to the MPOAC at its subsequent meeting on the final proposed 

targets, how the comments received from the MPOAC and any individual MPOs 

were considered, and the anticipated date when FDOT will e tablish l1nalf0n=11ally 

et-Ifie target!i. 

ii. FDOT will provide written notice to the MPOAC and individual MPOs within 

two (2) business days of when FOOT establishes finalSt!t-s-a target!i. This notice 

will provide the relevant targets and the date FOOT e tablished et the targets, 

which will begin the 180-day time-period during which each MPO must establish 

the correspondingset performance targets for its plannina areo. 

b) Each MPO will elect and establish a target for each applicable federally required 

performance measure, M~fO', ide Iha selested t:arge1 IO FDG1 and the proviElers ef 

p1:1alie transporlatioA withiFl MPO plamiing areas "vithifl-l-Y,-0 (2) b1:1siness days of selling 

~*'-To the extent practicable, MPOs will propose. seek commt!nt on. nd establish 

their targets through existing processes such as .ffieh1cling b1:11 not lifAileEI to. the annual 

TJP update. For each performance measure, an MPO will have the option of~~ 

a target b)' either3
: 

i. Choosing to support the statewide target established by FDOT, and providing 

documentation (typically in the form of meeting minutes, a letter, a resolution, or 

incorporation in a document such as the TIP) to FDOT that the MPO agrees to 

plan and program projects so that they contribute toward the accomplishments of 

FDOT's statewide target.§. for that performance measure. 

ti,__Choosing to stablishseL its own target, using a quantifiable methodology for its 

MPO planning area. If the MPO chooses to establishset its own target, the MPO 

will Eleve!op Lite~ coordinat~iSR with FDO and as applicabl providers 

of public transportation regarding the approach u ed to d..:velop Lhe target and U1e 

proposed target prior to establishment fa fina l target. The MPO will provide 

FDOT and, as applicable, providers of public transportation, documentation 

(typically in the form of meeting minutes, a letter, a resolution, or incorporation in 

3 When an MPO planning area covers portions of more than one state, as in the case of the Florida-Alabama TPO, 

that MPO will be responsible for coordinating with each state DOT in setting and reporting targets and associated 

data. 
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a document such as the TIP) that includes the final target~ and the date when the 
targets wen! established M-PG--5ets il$ 1:arge1. 

c) The providers of public transportation in MPO planning areas will e lecl and 
cstabl ishsl't performance targets annually to meet the federal performance 
management requirements for transit asset management and transit safety under 49 
U.S.C. 5326(c) and 49 U.S .C. 5329(d).. 

i. The Tier I providers of public transportation will estabtishset performance 
targets to meet the federal performance management requirements for transit 
asset management. Each Tier I provider will provide written notice to the 
appropriate MPO and FDOT when it L>stablishesse\5 targets. This notice will 
provide the final targets and the date when the target~ were e ·tablishcd, which 
was set. The da~e-ifl.i+ia-1-target-s · 110re st* will begin the 180-day period 
within which the MPO must establish its transit-related performance targets. 
MPOs may choose to update their targets when the Tier I provider(s) updates 
theirs, or when the MPO amends its long-range transportation plan by 
extending the horizon year in accordance with 23 CFF 450.324(c). 

ii. FDOT is the sponsor ofa Group Transit Asset Management plan for 
subrecipients of Section 5311 and 5310 grant funds. The Tier II providers of 
public transportation may choose to participate in FDOT's group plan or to 
cstabll hse! their own targets. FDOT will notify MPOs and those 
participating Tier II providers following of establishment of transit-related 
targets. Each Tier II provider will provide written notice to the appropriate 
MPO and FDOT when it establ ishes sel5 targets . This notice will provide the 
final targets and the date the final target~ wer· est.abl ished.was-s&. which 
+fl~~e lAe iRitia! ll:lrgel:S were set will begin the 180-day period within 
which the MPO must establish its transit-related performance targets. MPOs 
may choose to update their targets when the Tier II provider(s) updates theirs, 
or when the MPO amends its long-range transportation plan by extending the 
horizon year in accordance with 23 CFF 450.324(c). 

iii. FDOT will draft and certify a Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan for 
any small public transportation providers (defined as those who are recipients 
or subrecipients of federal financial assistance under 49 U.S.C. 5307, have 
one hundred (100) or fewer vehicles in peak revenue service, and do not 
operate a rail fixed guideway public transportation system). FDOT will 
coordinate with small public transportation providers on setting electing 
statewide public transportation safety performance targets with the exception 
of any small operator that notifies FDOT that it will draft its own plan. 

iv. All other public transportation service providers will provide written notice to 
the appropriate MPO and FDOT when they establish public transportation 
safety performance targets. This notice will provide the flnal targets and the 
date the final targets were establi shed. -which was set Th&-aale U'IE:! iAi lia l 
targe~ were set will begin the 180-day period within which the MPO must 
establish its transit safety performance targets. MPOs may choose to update 
their targets when the provider(s) updates theirs, or when the MPO amends its 
long-range transportation plan by extending the horizon year in accordance 
with 23 CFF 450.324(c). 
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v. If the MPO chooses to support the asset management and safety targets 

cstnbl ishcd501 by the provider of public transportation, the MPO will provide 

to FDOT and the provider of public transportation documentation that the 

MPO agrees to plan and program MPO projects so that they contribute toward 

achievement of the statewide or public transportation provider targets. If the 

MPO chooses to cstablishseto its own target~, the MPO will develop the target 

in coordination with FDOT and the providers of public transportation. The 

MPO will provide FOOT and the providers of public transportation 

documentation (typically in the form of meeting minutes, a letter, a 

resolution, or incorporation in a document such as the TIP) that includes the 

Jina! target~ and the date the ti nal targ ts were wh~A-H1e-NWQ.. establi hcd ~ 

i~i:get. In cases where two or more providers operate in an MPO planning 

area and establishs~ different targets for a given measure, the MPO will 

coordinate with the providers to eslablish~fl MPO targetl!. 

L Reporting performance targets: 

Reporting targets !!enerall\ refers to the proces. u ed LO report tarncts. progress achieved in 

mecling tare.et.s. and the linka2e between tarnets and decis ion makinit proccs ·e . Repcirtimz of 

taru.ets and reh11cd information geni.:ro ll \\~II occur through established long-range planning 

und proerammin!.! proces cs. 

El-)a) FOOT will reportj)ffi¥i-6i:! its esiaelished fi nal SUit wide performance targets 10 

the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration 

(FTA) as mandated by the federal requirements. i;.QQT will preyide wrilleA Aotice lo the 

MPOAC and eaeh ineli' i1:hia l ~tQQ wl1eff-i+.f~Aal slate>1. ide targets. 

i. FDOT will include in future updates or amendments of the statewide long-range 

transportation plan a description of all applicable performance measures and 

targets and a system performance report, including progress achieved in meeting 

the performance targets, in accordance with 23 CFR 450.216(£). 

ii. FOOT will include in future updates or amendments of the statewide 

transportation improvement program a discussion of the anticipated effect of the 

program toward achieving the state's performance targets, linking investment 

priorities to those performance targets, in accordance with 23 CFR 450.218 (q). 

iii. FDOT will report targets and performance data for each applicable highway 

performance measure to FHW A, in accordance with the reporting time lines and 

requirements established by 23 CFR 490; and for each applicable public transit 

measure to FT A, in accordance with the reporting timelines and requirements 

established by 49 CFR 625 and 40 CFR 673. 

&)hl_ ___ Each MPO will report its linalfE!5t~ performance targets as mandated by 

federal requirements to FDOT-HT-a-fermal to ee FfH±luall} agreed upon ey ¥'DOT and the 

MPOAC. To the extent practicable MPOs will repOrl finalllleif targets through the T IP 

update or other e.xisting documentsp~e annual TIP wi;>date. 

1. Each MPO will include in future updates or amendments of its metropolitan long­

range transportation plan a description of all applicable performance measures 

and targets and a system performance report, including progress achieved by the 

MPO in meeting the performance targets, in accordance with 23 CFR 

450.324(£)(3-4). 
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ii. Each MPO will include in future updates or amendments of its TIP a discussion of 
the anticipated effect of the TIP toward achieving the applicable performance 
targets, linking investment priorities to those performance targets, in accordance 
with 23 CFR 450.326(d). 

iii . eaeh 1\ IPO will repeFHEH'~FIEi-peFfermaAee data for eo~~J:l-ighway 
~Ge-ffieasure to i;'l I \VA_ in aoeeFElaRoe with the-fei*tFl-HTg--tj.1t1olines cmcl 
requiremenlS eslabJ.ish ~· 23 CFR 190. Each MPO will report other tare.et· 
relatcu in formation LO FDOT upon request Lo support FDOT"s reQQ!1i.ng 
requirements Lo ·I I \ A. 

f}f)_Providers of public transportation in MPO planning areas will report all established 
transit asset management targets to the FTA National Transit Database (NTD) consistent 
with FT A's deadlines based upon the provider' s fiscal year and in accordance with 49 
CFR Parts 625 and 630, and 49 CFR Part 673. 

;;h-1_.Reporting performance to be used in tracking progress toward attainment of performance 
targets for the MPO planning area: 

a) FDOT will report~ to FHW A or FT A as designated, and share with each 
MPO and provider of public transportation, transportation performance for the state 
showing the progress being made towards attainment of each target eslablishedset by 
FDOT, in a format to be mutually agreed upon by FDOT and the MPOAC. 

b) !fan MPO cstablishcsse\5 its own targets the MPO wi ll reporleenununiaale to FOOT on 
an annual basis transportation performance for the MPO area showing the progress being 
made towards attainment of each target established by the MPO, in a format to be 
mutually agreed upon by FDOT and the MPOAC. To the extent practicable, MPOs will 
report progress through existing processes including, but not limited to, the annual TIP 
update. 

c) Each provider of public transportation will rcpo1teommunioate transit performance 
annually to the MPO(s) covering the provider's service area, showing the progress made 
toward attainment of each target eslabl ishedsel by the provider. 

~.2_..Collection of data for the State asset management plans for the National Highway System 
(NHS): 

a) FDOT will be responsible for collecting bridge and pavement condition data for the 
State asset management plan for the NHS. This includes NHS roads that are not on 
the State highway system but instead are under the ownership of local jurisdictions, if 
such roads exist. 

For more information, contact: 

Mark Reichert, Administrator for Metropolitan Planning, Office of Policy Planning, Florida 
Department of Transportation, 850-414-4901,.mark.reichert@dot.state.fi. us 

Carl Mikyska, Executive Director, MPOAC, 850-414-4062, parl.mikyska@mpoac.org 

Page 6 of6 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Scott Koons 
Mike Escalante 

EXHIBIT 4 

FW: MPO/FDOT Consensus Document 

Thursday, January 24, 2019 12:00 :26 PM 

E!ortda JllM Consensus Plannlng Aareemeot 012219 clean docx 

Florida JllM consensus p!annina Agreement 012219 edlts.doex 

From: Mikyska, Carl [mailto:Carl.Mikyska@dot.state.fl.us] 
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2019 11:41 AM 
Subject: MPO/FDOT Consensus Document 

Dear MPOAC Staff Directors, 

As all of you know from previous efforts and presentations at MPOAC meetings, MPOs and State 

DOTs are required to develop a document outlining the roles and responsibilities of both the MPOs 

and the State DOT in the creation, establishment and implementation of the federally required 

Transportation Performance Measures. A previous version of what we are calling the consensus 

document was shared with you and our partners for comments a little while ago. We received 

comments from some MPOs and FHWA. The attached documents reflect changes made based 

upon the comments received. Included in this email is the revised version and another document 

showing the previous version with changes reflected as strikethroughs and underlines. We hope 

this will aid you in understanding what changes were made. 

We have a meeting of the MPOAC Staff Directors on Wednesday of next week in Orlando. The 

agenda for our meeting is quite full and while we can discuss this document I would prefer to 

receive any communications about this via email so that we do not consume a large portion of our 

meeting talking about this document. If you wish to provide a comment or feedback via email 

please send your email to both Mark Reichert and myself. 

I thank you for your time and look forward to seeing you next week, 

earl. mikyska@mpoac.org 
850/414-4062 
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Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 

CA.s 
Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

Dixie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafayette • Levy • Madison 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

2009 NW 67th Place, Gainaaville, FL 32653 -1 603 • 352 . 955. 2200 

February 18, 2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons AlCP Executive Director 7 \( } 
SUBJECT: State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) Crosswalk Update 

STAFF RECOMMENDATLON 

For Information Only. 

BACKGROUND 

At its meeting on February 26, 2018, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the 

Gainesville Urbanized Area discussed the installation of a crosswalk on State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) at 

or near the NE 28th Drive intersection. This discussion included reference to the Florida Department of 

Transportation District 2 request for a variance to install a crosswalk (see Exhibit 1 ). Subsequent to the 

discussion, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization approved a motion to: 

Request that the Florida Department of Transportation proceed with the evaluation for the installation of 

a midblock crosswalk with control on State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) at or near NE 28th Drive. 

The Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization has received a Florida Department of Transportation 

District 2 email (see Exhibit 2) that the Florida Department of Transportation Central Office has notified 

District 2 of conditional approval of the variance to install a mi db lock crossing on State Road 222 

(NE 39th Avenue) in the vicinity of NE 28th Drive (see Exhibit 3). 

At its meeting on December 17, 2018, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the 

Gainesville Urbanized Area discussed the variance for the midblock crossing on State Road 222 (NE 39th 

Avenue). Subsequent to the discussion, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization approved a 

motion to: 

Request that the Florida Department of Transportation: 

I . Install a crosswalk on State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) adjacent to the NE 28th Drive intersection; and 

2. Coordinate with the City of Gainesville Mobility Department, Regional Transit System and its Advisory 

Board concerning the installation of crosswalk on State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) and broader 

mobility issues for accessing the Grace Marketplace area (see Exhibit 4). 

Exhibit 5 is the Florida Department of Transportation response. Metropolitan Transportation Planning 

Organization staff and City of Gainesville staff are coordinating with Florida Department of Transportation 

District 2 staff concerning the midblock crossing. 

Attachments 

t:\scott\sk 19\mtpo\memo\ne39ave _xwalk _update _feb25 _ mtpo.docx 
Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, -71-

by enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, 

promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments. 
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EXHIBIT 1 

RECEIVED 

NOV 0 7 2018 

NORTH CENTRAL FLORIDA 
REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 

District Two Traffic Operations 
2198 Edison Avenue 

Jacksonville, Florida 32204-2730 

TEM Section 3.8 Variation 
Request 

SR 222 (NE 39th Avenue) at NE 28th Drive 

Alachua County 

Section Number: 26005000, Mile Post 9.902 

Assignment Report Number: 2016.00745 

~~ rv/;w;o C.1po!a, P.E. 
P.f. #: 76418 

·.District Safety Engineer 
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State Road 222 Mid block Crossing Variation Request 
In accordance with Chapter 1, Section 6, of the Traffic Engineering Manual (TEM), District Two is requesting a 

variation for a midblock crosswalk from Section 3.8 of the Traffic Engineering Manual. The variation is to 

allow District 2 to install a mid block crosswalk with the following locations and characteristics. 

1. Location {State Road ID, Mile Post) 
• SR 222 (NE 39th Avenue), Section 26005000, MP 9.902 

2. Summary 
This variation request is to allow the installation of a midblock crosswalk with the following characteristics, 

even though the following criteria is not met: 

Characteristics 

., 2-stage midblock crosswalk 

• Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon (aka HAWK) 

• Option 1: Close median and relocate bus 

stops so HAWK can be installed 300' to the 

east of the intersection. 

• Option 2: Install HAWK -go' east of 

intersection at existing bus stops. 

Criteria Not Met 

• Pedestrian threshold volumes not met 

• Warrant in MUTCD for HAWK not met, since 

pedestrian volumes not met 

• For option to locate at existing bus stops, we need 

flexibility to install across intersection influence 

area (turn lane, potentially less than 100' ). 

• If we move east, we still need variation if median 

cannot be closed, since back-to-back turn lanes. 

3. Applicable standard or criterion (Chapter & Section Number) 

1. Traffic Engineering Manual (TEM), Se ction 3.8.5 (1) (b): 

" ... The following minimum thresholds should be met when considering a new marked crosswalk at an 

uncontrolled approach: 

• 20 or more pedestrians during a single hour (any four consecutive 15-minute 

periods) of an average day .... " 

2. The Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) 4F 01 (07): 

• "For a major street where the posted or statutory speed limit or the 85th-percentile speed 

exceeds 35 mph, the need for a pedestrian hybrid beacon should be considered if the 

engineering study finds that the plotted point representing the vehicles per hour on the major 

street (total of both approaches) and the corresponding total of all pedestrians crossing the 

major street for 1 hour (any four consecutive 15-minute periods) of an average day falls above 

the applicable curve in Figure 4F-2 for the length of the crosswalk." 

3. TEM, Section 3.8.5 (4) (d): 

• "The proposed location must be outside the influence area of adjacent signalized intersections, 

including the limits of the auxiliary turn lanes. Where an adjacent intersection is signalized, the 

design must ensure that the ends of standing queues do not extend to the proposed marked 

crosswalk location." 

4 . TEM, Section 3.8.6 (5) (b) and MUTCD 4F.02 (04) (A): 

• TEM: " ... This device is not intended for use at intersections or driveways, as MUTCD 

recommends maintaining a distance of 100 feet from side streets or driveways controlled by 

Stop or Yield signs ." 
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• MUTCD: "The pedestrian hybrid beacon should be installed at least 100 feet from side streets or 

driveways that are controlled by STOP or YIELD signs, .. .. " 

4. Statement of reasons why required criteria/standards are not 

applicable to site-specific conditions 

1. TEM 3.8.5 (1) (b)-pedestrian crossing thresholds should be applied with flexibility at 

this location for the following reasons. 

1. Location has history of complaints regarding safety. Since study was completed, there have been 

two pedestrian crashes at this location (November 2017, January 2018). 

2. Location has bus stops on both sides of the road, and pedestrians must frequently cross. 

3. The Santa Fe Work Release Center and GR.~CE Marketplace, two service providers to the homeless 

population, are located in the southeast corner of the intersection and generate pedestrian traffic. 

4. We have been emailed other unconfirmed reports of additional pedestrian crashes to this 

underserved population of vulnerable road users. 

5. We observed a limited timeframe, and still came close to meeting standards (19 PPH vs. 20). We did 

not note any slower peds to be doubled, but acknowledge the probability that some impoverished 

road users may have mobility lim itations ... as was shown in a recent news video (link below). 

2. (MUTCD) 4F.01 (07)-thresholds for pedestrian hybrid beacon should be given 

flexibility for the volume reasoning above, as well as the following. 

1. The crossing length is 84', so additional treatments above a marked crosswalk need consideration. 

2. Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFBs) have had recent patentability issues as a suitable 

supplemental treatment. Moreover, they provide no stop-control. 

3. While RRFBs provide inadequate control, a signal is unnecessary for our number of pedestrians. 

4. A pedestrian hybrid beacon may be the best, and only feasible, sufficient remaining alternative. 

5. Speeds are high-45 mph posted-and this crosswalk is on a multilane roadway. 

3. TEM, Chapter 3, Section 3.8.5 (4) (d)-requirement to be outside the influence area of 

a signalized intersection, including auxiliary lanes, should be given flexibility as follows. 

1. People are already crossing here since this location is the most convenient path for pedestrians. 

2. The bus stops, located east of the intersection, appropriately serve the destination. It is 

questionable if they could be moved west, which could present challenges due to proximity with 

NE Waldo Road . Moving bus stops further east would require crossing a left turn lane since they 

are back-to-back. Therefore, moving bus stops would not solve the issue. 

3. The only way to not cross a turn lane is closing a median opening. While an option, a public 

hearing would be required, so closing may not be possible. Furthermore, it may be infeasible 

due to the pedestrian demand and the desired bus stop locations by Ga inesville RTS. 

4. TEM, Chapter 3, Section 3.8.6 (5) (b) and MUTCD 4F.02 (04) (A)-requiring 100' from 

the existing intersection may be infeasible for the reasons listed above, and the following. 

1. Moving pedestrians further from the intersection is infeasible without closing a median opening 

to the east and reconstructing, and without moving bus stops east. These external constraints 

may be impossible, and financial implications may also prove infeasible. Moreover, the resulting 

route would be less advantageous for disadvantaged pedestrians with further travel distances. 

5. Statement of the proposed variation 
Install a mid block crosswalk with a pedestrian hybrid beacon at the intersection of SR 222 (NE 39th Avenue) 

and NE 28th Drive in Alachua County, FL. The crosswalk may need to be in the influence area of the 

intersection, crossing turn lanes within 100' of NE 2gth Drive. 



6. Statement of how the proposal can be as safe by not following the 

criteria or standard 
Pedestrians already cross SR 222 in this area. Recent complaints, testimonials, news stories, and 

documented/undocumented crashes have been presented. There are generators tor underserved 

(homeless) pedestrians as well as non-homeless pedestrians on both sides of the road. By providing a 

predictable, conspicuous marked pedestrian crosswalk, safety/mobility of pedestrians should be improved. 

7. Description of other impacts {operations, environmental and 

community needs) 
All other criteria of TEM Section 3.8 for the installation of a mid block crossing are met. Pedestrians will cross 

this location whether or not there is a signed, marked crosswalk, as shown by current behavior. The Santa Fe 

Work Release Center and GRACE Marketplace are on the south side of SR 222 and there is high demand 

generated between the south and north side of SR 222, with bus stops located across from each other. 

8. Resources 
1. Midblock proposal and site map 

2. Revised data table from Kimley Horn's report 

3. MUTCD Figure 4F-2 showing our vehicle and pedestrian traffic 

4. Gainesville RTS map: http://ufl.transloc.com/ 

5. Straight Line Diagram showing crossing distance {used for 2-stage determination and for Figure 4F-2) 

6. FOOT Florida Traffic Online (2016): http:Uflto.dot.state.fl.us/website/FloridaTrafficOnllne/viewer.html 

7. FOOT Florida Traffic Online count station details for use in Figure 4F-2 

8. Link-Another fatality in the news (it was a couple weeks ago): 

https://www.wuft.org/news/2018/01/22/dignity-vi llage-residents-seek-an-answer-to-this-dangerous­

intersection/ 

9. Kimley Horn Midblock report 
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Mike Escalante 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

EXHIBIT2 

Dipola, Mario [Mario.Dipola@dot.state .fl .us] 
Wednesday, November 07, 2018 1 :05 PM 
Mike Escalante 
Scott, Jeffrey 
2018.01945; NE 29th Ave at NE 28th Dr. in Gainesville 

Good afternoon, Mike! 

It was good talking to you on the phone yesterday about Safe Routes to School. 

I wanted to provide an update to a request we'd received earlier this year. We analyzed the area around GRACE 

Marketplace earlier this year. Unfortunately, pedestrian volumes are too low to warrant improvements. Still, we saw a 

benefit to improving mobility and hopefully safety in this stretch, so submitted a variation to Central Office. 

CO approved it with some conditions, so our intent is to design a 2-stage pedestrian crossing in the vicinity of the subject 

intersection. Once complete, we hope to use our pushbutton (PB) construction contract to implement this 

improvement, which we hope to supplement with a pedestrian hybrid beacon (HAWK) and lighting. If you'd like to 

discuss, feel free to contact me. I'd be glad to provide more details. 

Thank you! 

Yours truly, 
c/'latioJJ~ola.,cJ'~.c/'lrfJ<:Tl.t!t:J'df 

District Safety Engineer 

District Two Traffic Operations, Jacksonville Urban Office 

Mario.Dipola@dot.state.fl .us 

904-360-5633 
'2nn.ovatl.ve, Jffi.ci.en.t, J.Kcepti.anal 
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EXHIBIT 3 

RECEIVED 

FDOI\) NOV 0 7 2018 

NORTH CENTRAL FLORIDA 
REGIONAL PLANNIN~iAY Department of Transportation 

RICK scorr 605 Suwannee Street 
GOVERNOR Tallahassee, FL 32399-0450 

MEMORANDUM 

Date: July 6, 2018 

MIKE DEW 
SECRETARY 

To: Jerry Ausher, P.E., District Traffic Operations Engineer, District 2 ~ ~ 

Trey Tillander, P.E., Director, Office ofTraffic Engineering and Operations I~' 11" From: 

Subject: Traffic Engineering Manual Variation Request# D226005000-9.902-3.8.5(3)(b) 

Central Office Staff has reviewed the request for variation of standards and criteria set forth in 
the Traffic Engineering Manual (TEM), Section 3.8.5 (3) (b) for minimum level of pedestrian 
demand, for a midblock pedestrian crossing at mile post 9.902 of roadway section 26005000, 
SR222 (NE 3 9th A venue) at NE 28th Drive in Alachua County. 

In accordance with the Traffic Engineering Variation Process, TEM Chapter 1.6, the referenced 
variation is authorized subject to the following conditions. 

• Relocate bus stops so that the pedestrian Hybrid Beacon (HA WK) signal could be installed 
300' east of the intersection. 

• Close the median and install a pedestrian refuge island for the crossing. 
• Install pedestrian HA WK for a two-phase crossing. 
• Provide training and outreach on HA WK and two-phase crosswalk operation to GRACE 

Marketplace and Santa Fe Work Release Center. 
• Install crosswalk lighting per TEM, Chapter 3, Section 3.8.5 (5)(c), 
• Design and install all traffic signing and pavement markings in accordance with FDOT 

Standards. 
• Conduct a follow up study one year after installation to evaluate pedestrian demand, vehicle 

and pedestrian interaction, and associated crash data in consideration for additional 
treatments, warning devices, and or modifications. 

IT:jp. 

www. f dot. gov 
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EXHIBIT4 Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

Dixie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafayette • Levy• Madison 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 2009 NW 67th Place, Gainesville, FL 32653-1 603 • 352. 955. 2200 

December 20, 2018 

Mr. Greg Evans, P. E., District 2 Secretary 
Florida Department of Transportation 
l l 09 South Marion A venue 
Lake City, FL 32025-5841 

RE: State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) Crosswalk at NE 28th Drive 

Dear Secretary Evans: 

At its meeting on December 17, 2018, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the 
Gainesville Urbanized Area discussed the Florida Department of Transportation conditional variance 
(see Exhibit 1) for a State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) Crosswalk adjacent to NE 28th Drive. 
Subsequent to the discussion, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization approved a 
motion to: 

Authorize the Chair to send a letter to the Florida Department of Transportation District 2 Secretary 
requesting that the Florida Department of Transportation: 

I. Install a crosswalk on State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) adjacent to the NE 28th Drive 
intersection; and 

2. Coordinate with the City of Gainesville Mobility Department, Regional Transit System and its 
Advisory Board concerning the installation of crosswalk on State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) 
and broader mobility issues for accessing the Grace Marketplace area. 

It is the concern of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized 
Area that the crosswalk requirements specified in the conditional variance do not adequately mitigate the 
pedestrian safety concerns. 

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Scott Koons, AICP, 
Executive Director, at 352.955.2200, extension 101. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Ken Cornell, Chair 
Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 
for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

xc: Mari Schwabacher, Florida Department of Transportation District 2 Planning Specialist IV 
Karen Taulbee, Florida Department of Transportation District 2 Urban Planning Manager 

T:\Scott\SK 19\MTPO\Letter\sr222 _x-walk_ fdot_l217 l 8. docx 

Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, 
by enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, -83-

promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments. 
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EXHIBITS 

FOOT\) 
Florida Department of Transportation 

RON DESANTIS 
GOVERNOR 

January 17, 2019 

The Honorable Ken Cornell, Chair 

1109 South Marion Avenue 
Lake City, Florida 32025-5874 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 

For the Gainesville Urbanized Area 
2009 NW 67th Place 
Gainesville, Florida 32653 

RE: State Road 222 (NE 39th Avenue) Crosswalk at NE 28th Drive 

Dear Chair Cornell, 

ERIK R. FENNIMAN 
INTERIM SECRET ARY 

RECEIVED 

.JAN 2 2 2019 

NORTH CENTRAL FLORJUA 
REGIONAL PLANNlNG COUNCJL 

The Department has received the Gainesville MTPO's letter dated December 20th, 2018 

regarding the proposed crosswalk on SR 222 at NE 281
h Drive in Gainesville, FL. The location 

and design of the pedestrian crosswalk was selected to provide the following benefits: 

• By placing the crosswalk approximately 300 feet east of NE 28th Drive and closing the 

full median opening immediately east of NE 28th Drive, the crosswalk will be outside the 

influence area of the SR 222/NE 28th Drive intersection. The crossing distance will be 

reduced compared to a crossing at the intersection and can occur in two-stages. 

• There are fewer conflicts at a midblock location as compared to an intersection. At the 

intersection, there are turning vehicles which could conflict with a crossing pedestrian. 

• A staggered crossing (or Z-crossing) can be accommodated. Staggered crossings force 

pedestrians to turn in the median and face oncoming traffic before turning again to cross 

the second half of the crosswalk, making the crosswalk movement safer for pedestrians. 

• The current crosswalk is designed as a Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon [HA WK] . The HA WK 

requires vehicles to come to a complete stop, making it safer for pedestrians to cross. The 

Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices [MUTCDJ does not recommend installing a 

HA WK at an intersection. 

For these reasons, the Department has determined the proposed design approximately 300 feet 

east of NE 281
h Drive creates the safer crossing opportunity for pedestrians. If the RTS bus stop 

on the north side of SR 222 can be relocated to the midblock crosswalk, pedestrian usage of the 

new crosswalk should be high, considering there would not be a route to/from the bus stop and 

NE 28th Drive that is a shorter distance. The Department's Traffic Engineering Office would be 

glad to meet with the city of Gainesville Mobility Department and MTPO staff to discuss this 

crossing at their convenience. 

www.fdot.gov -85-
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Please contact the Department's Traffic Operations Engineer Jerry Ausher at (904) 360-5630 or 
at Jerry . u her@dot. tate.tl.u for any questions or further information on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Greg Evans 
District Two Secretary 

cc: Karen Taulbee, FDOT District 2 Planning Manager 
Mari Schwabacher, FDOT District 2 Gainesville MTPO Liaison 
Jerry Ausher, District 2 Traffic Operations Engineer 



Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 

CA.6 
Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

D ixie • G ilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafay ette • Levy • Madison 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

2009 NW S7th Place, Gainesville, FL 32653-1 603 • 352 . 955 . 2200 

February 18,2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons AICP, Executive Director s-rc) ~-------
State Highway System Roundabout -
State Road 121(NW34th Boulevard) at NW 53rd Avenue 
Florida Department of Transportation Supplemental information 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

For Information Only. 

BACKGROUND 

At its October 22, 2018 meeting, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization referred the 
Florida Department of Transportation response for consideration of a roundabout at the State Road 121 
(NW 34th Boulevard) at NW 53rd Avenue to its advisory committees. Exhibit 1 includes the Florida 
Department of Transportation response. 

At its December 17, 2018 meeting, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization discussed the 
recommendation of its advisory committees concerning the proposed bowtie configuration for a 
roundabout at the State Road 121 (NW 34th Boulevard) at NW 53rd Avenue. After the discussion, the 
Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization approved a motion to: 

Request that the Florida Department of Transportation discontinue further consideration of a 
roundabout at the State Road 121 (NW 34th Boulevard) at NW 53rd Avenue since there are higher 
priority projects, such as the State Road 121 NW 34th Street Turnlane Project or the University 
Avenue Pedestrian Modifications Project, for the expenditure of State Highway System funds. 

In addition, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization requested additional information from 
the Florida Department of Transportation concerning the data and analysis of the intersection. Exhibit 2 
includes the additional information provided by the Florida Department of Transportation. Below are 
links to morning and evening peak period analysis using the Federal Highway Administration Capacity 
Analysis for Planning of Junctions (CAP-X) tool. 

hlln;//ncfroo nrglml(lo.l!'ull PnckmfTAC CAC/2019/Exjsiing AM FHWA Capnci1 y Analysis for Planning or Jimc!ions ICAP·Xl FINAi. XLSX 

h1 tp·//ncfrpc org/mIPolf111!Packe1s(fAC CAC/2019/E,isiioM PM FllWA Cilpncj!y Ann!vs js for Planning or Jnn~ ions ICAP-Xl FINAL.XLSX 

According to the Federal Highway Administration, the Capacity Analysis for Planning of Junctions 
(CAP-X) tool is a simple and cost-effective sketch-planning tool that will help users focus on more 
effective intersection and interchange designs prior to conducting more demanding traffic simulation. 

Attachments 

t:\scott\skl91mtpolmemo\shs_roundabout_srl21_nw53av_mtpo_feb25.docx 
D e dicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, 

b y enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, 
promoting economic dev elopment and providing technical services to local governments. 
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EXHIBIT 1 

FDOTI) 
....r2 ... 

Florida Department of Transportation 
RICK SCOTT 
GOVERNOR 

October 5th, 2018 

Mr. Scott Koons, AlCP 
Executive Director 

2198 Edison Avenue 
Jacksonville, FL 32204-2730 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 
2009 NW 67th Place 
Gainesville, FL 32653 

RE: State Highway System Roundabouts Status Report 

Dear Mr. Koons, 

MIKE DEW 
SECRETARY 

We are in receipt of your letter dated June l 81h, 2018 regarding State Highway System 
Roundabouts Status Reports. The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has reviewed a 

potential Roundabout (RAB) concept at SR 12 l/34th and 53rd/CR 23, in lieu of the current year 

traffic signal project (FPID 434397-1). 

A traditional RAB or RAB design will not operate at this location. FDOT studied alternative 

RAB options and concluded that a "bowtie" type RAB is the safest and most efficient option for 

this intersection (see photo 1). If the MTPO wishes to pursue this as a project, please add it to the 

list of priority projects. The estimated cost for this type of RAB is around $3.5 million plus right­

of-way costs. 

If you have any additional questions or comments please contact 
Mari.Schwabacher@dot. state.fl.u s or by phone (904)360-5647. 

Mari Schwabacher 
Gainesville MTPO Liaison 

cc: Karen Taulbee, FDOT District 2 Urban Planning Manager 
Mike Escalante, Gainesville MTPO Senior Planner 

www.fdot.gov 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 

Schwabacher. Man 
Scott Koons 
Mjke Escalante 

EXHIBIT 2 

Subject: 
Date: 

Follow -up on Roundabout Request for SR 121/NW53rd 

Thursday, January 17, 2019 9:47:16 AM 

Attachments: 

Dear Scott, 

SR 121 and NW 53rd Aye.Qdf 
Existing AM FHWA Capacity Analysis for Planning of Junctions CCAP-Xl ANAL XLSX 

Existing PM FHWA Capacity Analvs!s for p!aon!ng of Jynctions CCAP·Xl FINAL.XLSX 

At the December 17, 2018 MTPO board meeting, the board asked for more information on the 

reason a standard round a bout (RAB) design will not operate at SR 121/NW 53rd Ave intersection . 

To follow up on this request, I have attached recent counts and the FHWA capacity analysis 

spreadsheets comparing the existing intersection (Conventional Full) versus a one-lane roundabout 

(lxl). The existing intersection is currently operating at a volume to capacity ratio of 0.65 in the 

AM and 0.70 in the PM. The one-lane roundabout would have an existing volume to capacity ratio 

of 1.03 in the AM and 1.05 in the PM (slightly over capacity with existing volumes). 

Over time the volumes are expected to increase at the intersection and the volume to capacity 

ratios will also increase. Therefore, the one lane roundabout would open over capacity and 

undergo excessive queueing with any growth in traffic; whereas, the existing intersection is 

operating 30% below capacity leaving some room for traffic growth before excessive queueing 

occurs. FOOT does not recommend converting the intersection to a single lane roundabout due to 

the roundabout not having adequate capacity to convey even existing traffic volumes. 

Let me know if you have any questions, 

Mari Schwabacher 
Gainesville MTPO Liaison 

02 Complete Streets Coordinator 

Jacksonville Urban Office 

904.360.5647 

Florida Department of Transportation, District 2 

2198 Edison Avenue MS 2806 

Jacksonville, FL 32204 
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I SR 121 
Southbound 

I Start Time Right I Thro I Left I Peds I App. T..,I 

06:30 A>\11 9 56 
06:45 AM 32 58 

To10\ 41 114 

07:00 AM 30 52 
07:15 AM 28 55 
07:30AM 36 72 
07 :~5 AM 24 70 

Total 118 249 

08:00 AM 23 47 
08:15AM 21 73 
08:30 AM 13 50 
08:45 AM 19 54 

Tor,11 76 224 

09:00 AM 19 72 
09:15AM 10 62 

Grand Total 264 721 
Apprch % 22.7 62 

Total% 4.8 13.2 

14 0 
10 0 
24 0 

38 0 
31 0 
19 0 
8 0 

Q6 0 

15 0 
9 0 
9 0 
7 0 

40 0 

8 0 
9 0 

177 0 
15.2 0 
3.2 0 

SR 121 
Southbound 

79 
100 
179 

120 
114 
127 
102 
463 

85 
103 
72 
80 

340 

99 
81 

1162 

21.2 

Start Time Ri bt Thru Left A . Total 

P .. k flour An>lysis From 06:30 AM to 09:JS A~1 . PtAk I of I 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:00 AM 

07:00 AM 30 52 38 
07:15 AM 28 55 31 
07:30 AM 36 72 19 
07:45 AM 24 70 8 

Total Volume ll8 249 96 
% Ann, Tollll 25.5 53.8 20.7 

PHF .819 .865 .632 

120 
114 
127 
102 
463 

.91 1 

Peggy Malone & Associates 
(800) 247-8602 

Right I 
3 
5 
8 

8 
13 
11 
17 
49 

12 
8 
7 

15 
42 

9 
15 

123 
7.5 
2.2 

Ri ht 

8 
13 
11 
17 
49 

7.7 
.721 

rOUDS r nte • G PI d C 
NW 53rd Ave 
Westbound 

Thru I Left I Peds I App. Twl 

60 21 0 
76 24 0 

136 45 0 

92 26 0 
109 25 2 
123 27 0 
132 57 0 
456 135 2 

100 53 0 
101 38 0 
68 59 I 
76 40 I 

345 190 2 

58 41 l 
67 39 0 

1062 450 5 
64.8 27.4 0.3 
19.4 8.2 0.1 

NW 53rd Ave 
Westbound 

84 
105 
189 

126 
149 
161 
206 
642 

165 
147 
135 
132 
579 

109 
121 

1640 

29.9 

Thru Left A • Total 

92 26 126 
109 25 147 
123 27 161 
132 51 206 
456 135 640 

71.2 21.l 
.864 .592 .777 

Right I 
22 
40 
6'.! 

47 
45 
57 
39 

188 

45 
34 
49 
50 

178 

47 
41 

516 
33.1 

9.4 

R Ju 

47 
45 
57 
39 

188 
32.1 
.825 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

: SR 121 and NW 53rd Ave AM 

ar 
SR 121 

Northbound 

: 4/24/2018 
: 1 

NW 53rd Ave 
Eastbound 

nuu I Left I Peds I App. Total Right I nuu r Left I Peds I App. T,,..I Jot , TOia\ I 
78 2 
71 3 

149 5 

96 6 
81 4 

103 14 
86 8 

366 32 

73 II 
82 6 
64 13 
77 11 

296 4 1 

70 13 
62 11 

943 102 
60.4 6.5 
17.2 1.9 

SR 121 
Northbound 

Left 

96 6 
81 4 

103 14 
86 8 

366 32 
62.5 5.5 
.888 .571 

0 102 14 
0 114 16 
0 216 30 

0 149 12 
0 130 17 
0 174 21 
0 133 32 
0 586 82 

0 129 15 
0 122 13 
0 126 14 
0 138 25 
0 5 15 67 

0 130 19 
0 114 14 
0 1561 212 
0 19 
0 28.5 3.9 

149 12 
130 17 
174 21 
133 32 
586 82 

19 
.842 .641 

37 6 0 
30 12 0 
67 18 0 

55 18 0 
64 27 0 
61 19 I 
72 33 0 

252 97 I 

54 24 0 
66 22 0 
49 17 0 
91 19 0 

260 82 0 

46 18 0 
46 18 0 

671 233 I 
60.1 20.9 0. 1 
12.2 4.3 

NW 53rd Ave 
Eastbound 

0 

57 322 
58 377 

115 699 

85 480 
108 501 
102 564 
137 578 
432 2123 

93 472 
101 473 
80 413 

135 485 
409 1843 

83 421 
78 394 

1117 5480 

20.4 

Thru Left A • Total lnl, Total 

55 18 85 480 
64 27 108 499 
61 19 IOI 563 
72 33 137 578 

252 97 431 2120 
58.5 22.5 
.875 .735 .786 .917 

-93-



I 
SR 121 

Southbound 
I Start Time Right I Turu I Le1t I Pcds I App To~I 

06:30 AM I 
06:45AM 2 

Toto I 3 

07:00 AM 0 
07:15 AM 1 
07:30 AM 0 
07:45 AM l 

Total 2 

08:00 AM 1 
08:15 AM 2 
08:30AM I 
08:45 AM 0 

Tor.ii 4 

09:00AM 
09:15 AM 

Grand Total 11 
Apprch % 15.9 

Total % 3.5 

2 
6 
8 

1 
3 

10 
4 

18 

8 
4 
8 
2 

22 

I 
I 

50 
72.5 
15.8 

0 0 
I 0 
1 0 

0 0 
0 0 
2 0 
0 0 
2 0 

0 0 
2 0 
I 0 
1 0 
4 0 

0 0 
I 0 
8 0 

11.6 0 
2.5 0 

SR 121 
Southbound 

Peak Hour An•l)'<is Frum 06:30 AM to 09; 1S1\1>1 • Peu I of I 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 08:30 AM 

08:30 AM 1 8 1 
08:45 AM 0 2 I 
09:00 AM l I 0 
09:1SAM I I I 

Totnl Volume J 12 J 
~ Aon. Totnl 16.7 66.7 16.7 

PllF .750 .375 .150 

-94-

3 
9 

12 

I 
4 

12 
5 

22 

9 
8 

10 
3 

30 

2 
3 

69 

21.8 

10 
3 
2 
3 

18 

.450 

Right I 
0 
0 
0 

0 
I 
0 
0 
I 

0 
1 
1 
0 
2 

0 
I 
4 

8.5 
l.3 

Peggy Malone & Associates 
(800) 247-8602 

roups r nte • rue G Pl dT k 
NW 53rd Ave 
Westbound 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

SR 121 
Northbound 

: SR 121 and NW 53rd Ave AM 

: 4/24/2018 
: 1 

NW 53rd Ave 
Eastbound 

Thru I Left I Pods I App. T00>I Right I Thru I Left I Peds I App T°"'I Right I Thru I Left I Peds I App Total lnl Total I 

1 
0 
0 
I 
2 

LO 

3 I 0 
2 I 0 
5 2 0 

1 2 0 
5 0 0 
2 3 0 
0 1 0 
8 6 0 

0 0 0 
3 I 0 
5 2 0 
5 1 0 

13 0 

2 0 0 
2 I 0 

30 13 0 
63.8 27.7 0 

9.5 4.1 0 

NW 53rd Ave 
Westbound 

4 
3 
1 

3 
6 
5 
I 

IS 

0 
5 
8 
6 

19 

2 
4 

47 

14.8 

Tbru Loft A . Toto! 

5 2 8 
5 1 6 
2 0 2 
2 I 4 

14 4 20 
70 20 

I 
I 
2 

I 
0 
I 
0 
2 

2 
I 
0 
4 

5 
2 

15 
13.5 
4.7 

Ri bt 

l 
0 
5 
2 
8 

14 

0 0 
4 I 
4 I 

4 0 
6 1 
II 0 
7 I 

28 2 

1 0 
4 I 
6 0 
3 0 

20 1 

10 I 
29 0 
91 5 
82 4.5 

28.7 1.6 

SR 121 
Northbound 

0 I 
0 6 
0 7 

0 5 
0 1 
0 12 
0 8 
0 32 

0 8 
0 1 
0 1 
0 3 
0 2.S 

0 16 
0 31 
0 Ill 
0 
0 35 

Lefi A • Total 

6 0 7 
3 0 3 

10 1 16 
19 0 31 
48 1 57 

84.2 1.8 

0 
0 
0 

I 
0 
1 
0 
2 

0 
0 
1 
2 
3 

I 
I 
7 

7.8 
2.2 

R. ht 

l 
2 
l 
I 
5 

14.3 

5 I 
5 I 

10 2 

3 0 
8 3 
4 2 
7 1 

22 6 

4 2 
4 3 
9 0 
5 I 

22 6 

4 3 
6 2 

64 19 
71.l 21.I 
20.2 6 

NW 53rd Ave 
Eastbound 

0 6 14 
0 6 24 
0 12 38 

0 4 13 
0 II 28 
0 1 36 
0 8 22 
0 30 99 

0 6 23 
0 1 27 
0 10 35 
0 8 20 
0 31 105 

0 28 
0 9 47 
0 90 317 
0 
0 28.4 

Thru Left A . Total lnl. To,.I 

9 0 1

i I 
35 

5 I 20 
4 3 28 
6 2 47 

24 6 35 1 130 
68.6 17.1 

.500 .700 .500 .625 .400 .414 .250 .460 .625 .667 .500 .875 I .69 1 



I SR 121 
Southbound 

I Slnrl Time Righi I nuu I Left I Peds I App. T""'l 

06:30AM 10 58 
06:45 AM 34 64 

Total 4'1 122 

07:00AM 30 53 
07:15AM 29 58 
07:30 AM 36 82 
07:45AM 2S 74 

Total 120 267 

08:00 AM 24 55 
08:15 AM 23 77 
08:30 AM 14 58 
08:45 AM 19 56 

Toro! 80 246 

09:00AM 20 73 
09:15 AM 11 63 

Grand Total 275 771 
Apprch % 22.3 62.6 

Total% 4.7 13.3 

14 
11 
25 

38 
31 
21 
8 

98 

15 
11 
10 
8 

44 

8 
10 

l85 
15 

3.2 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

SR 121 
Southbound 

82 
109 
191 

l21 
118 
139 
107 
•185 

94 
111 
82 
83 

370 

101 
84 

1231 

21.2 

Start Time . ht Thru Left I A . Total 
Pcok HoutAMl)'l't. From 06:30 AM to 09: 1S AM· Peok l of l 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:15 AM 

07:15 AM 29 58 31 
07:30 AM 36 82 21 
07:45 AM 25 74 8 
08:00 AM 24 SS 15 

Toiol Volume 114 269 15 
lli Aoo. Total 24.9 58.7 16.4 

PHF .792 .820 .605 

118 
139 
107 
94 

458 

.824 

Peggy Malone & Associates 
(800) 247-8602 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

: SR 121 and NW 53rd Ave AM 

Grouos Printed· Combined 
NW 53rd Ave SR 121 
Westbound Northbound 

: 4/24/2018 
: 1 

NW 53rd Ave 
Eastbound 

Right I nuu I Left I Peds I App. Total Right I Thru I Left I Peds ( App. Tot.al rught I Thru I Lcn I Peds I App Tool lnl Tol'I I 
3 63 
5 78 
8 l4l 

93 
14 114 
ll l25 
17 132 
so 464 

12 100 
9 104 
8 73 

15 81 
44 358 

9 60 
16 69 

127 l092 
7.5 64.7 
2.2 18.8 

22 
25 
47 

28 
25 
JO 
58 

141 

53 
39 
61 
4 l 

194 

41 
40 

463 
27.4 

8 

0 
0 
0 

0 
2 
0 
0 
2 

0 
0 
1 
I 
2 

I 
0 
5 

0.3 
0.1 

NW53rd Ave 
Westbound 

Ri ht Thru Left 

14 114 25 
11 125 30 
17 132 58 
12 100 53 
54 471 166 
7.8 68.2 24 

.794 .892 .716 

88 
108 
l96 

129 
155 
166 
207 
657 

165 
152 
143 
138 
598 

111 
125 

1687 

29.1 

A . Total 

15J 
166 
207 
l65 
69.1 

.835 

2J 78 
41 75 
64 IS3 

48 100 
45 87 
58 ll4 
39 93 

190 39•1 

46 80 
36 86 
50 70 
so 80 

182 316 

52 80 
43 91 

531 1034 
31.8 61.8 
9.2 17.8 

2 
4 
6 

6 
5 

l4 
9 

3•1 

11 
7 

l3 
11 
42 

14 
II 

107 
6.4 
1.8 

SR 121 
Northbound 

Ri bl Thru Left 

45 87 5 
58 114 14 
39 93 9 
46 80 ll 

188 374 39 
31.3 61.2 6.5 
.810 .820 ,696 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

103 
l20 
223 

l54 
137 
186 
141 
618 

137 
129 
133 
Ml 
540 

146 
145 

1672 

28.8 

137 
186 
141 
137 
601 

.808 

14 42 7 
16 35 13 
30 77 20 

l3 58 18 
17 72 30 
22 65 21 
32 79 34 
8<I 274 103 

15 58 26 
13 70 2S 
l5 58 17 
27 96 20 
70 282 88 

20 50 21 
15 52 20 

219 735 252 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
I 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
1 

63 
64 

127 

89 
ll9 
109 
l45 

99 
108 
90 

143 
440 

91 
87 

1207 

J36 
40l 
737 

493 
529 
600 
600 

2222 

495 
500 
448 
505 

1948 

449 
441 

5797 
18.1 60.9 20.9 0.1 
3.8 

17 
22 
32 
15 
86 

18.3 
.6n 

12.7 4.3 

NW53rd Ave 
Eastbound 
Tiuu Lell 

72 JO 
65 21 
79 34 
58 26 

274 111 
58.2 23 .6 
.867 .816 

0 20.8 

A . Toul Im. To<.>I 

119 1 
527 

l08 599 
145 600 

99 495 

471 I 2221 

.812 I .925 

-95-



I SR 121 
Southbound 

I Start Time Right I Turu I Lett I Peds I App Toul 

03:30PM 20 96 
03:4S PM 20 63 

Torn! 40 159 

04:00PM 16 87 
04:15 PM 27 IOI 
04:30 PM 21 106 
04:45 PM 18 93 

Tinn! 82 387 

05:00 PM 29 90 
05:15 PM 16 104 
05:30 PM 36 79 
05:45 PM 26 78 

Toto I 107 351 

06:00PM 26 89 
06:15 PM 20 80 

Grand Total 275 1066 
Apprch % 18.9 73.3 

Toto!% 4.3 16.5 

9 0 
9 0 

18 0 

7 2 
9 0 

II 0 
12 0 
39 2 

5 0 
9 0 
8 0 

15 I 
37 I 

7 0 
8 I 

109 4 
7.5 0.3 
1.7 0. 1 

SR 121 
Southbound 

125 
92 

2 17 

112 
137 
138 
123 
510 

124 
129 
123 
120 
496 

122 
109 

1454 

22.5 

Start Ttme Rf ht Thru Left A • Total 
Pcok Hour AnlllyJ!s Frnm OJ:JO PM to 06: 15 PM • Pea~ I or I 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:45 PM 

04:45 PM 18 93 12 
05:00 PM 29 90 5 
05:15 PM 16 104 9 
05:30PM 36 79 s 

Total Volume 99 366 34 
__ '!o Aoo. Total 19.8 13.3 6.8 

PHF .688 .880 .708 

-96-

123 
124 
129 
123 
499 

.967 

Peggy Malone & Associates 
(800) 247-8602 

Right I 
7 

17 
24 

9 
18 
20 
13 
60 

14 
II 
10 
26 
61 

16 
16 

177 
11.7 
2.7 

Ri ht 

13 
14 
II 
10 
48 

9 
.857 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

: SR 121 and NW 53rd Ave PM 

: 4/24/2018 
: 1 

Groups Printed- Car 
NW 53rd Ave 
Westbound 

Thro I Left I Peds J App Total 

54 64 0 
76 36 0 

130 100 0 

53 52 1· 
57 56 0 
50 45 0 
64 .54 2 

224 207 3 

58 54 0 
78 63 I 
58 59 0 
64 37 I 

258 213 2 

54 47 1 
47 54 I 

713 621 7 
47 40.9 0.5 
11 9.6 0.1 

NW 53rd Ave 
Westbound 

Thro Left 

64 54 
58 54 
78 63 
58 59 

258 230 
48.1 42.9 
.827 .913 

125 
129 
254 

115 
131 
115 
133 
494 

126 
153 
127 
128 
534 

118 
118 

1518 

23.5 

131 
126 
152 
127 
536 

.882 

Right I 
48 
43 
91 

43 
61 
54 
52 

210 

51 
53 
57 
SS 

2 16 

56 
29 

602 
31.6 

9.3 

52 
51 
53 
57 

213 
31.5 
.934 

SR 121 
Northbound 

Thro I Left I Peds I App. Toca\ 

ffT 14 0 
92 14 0 

179 28 0 

86 23 0 
86 18 0 
88 20 I 
95 17 0 

35S 78 I 

83 27 0 
79 24 0 

107 32 0 
84 31 0 

353 114 0 

70 20 0 
77 27 0 

1034 267 l 
54.3 14 0.1 

16 4.1 

SR 121 
Northbound 

0 

149 
149 
298 

152 
165 
163 
16'1 
644 

161 
156 
196 
170 
683 

146 
133 

1904 

29.5 

Right 1 
17 
17 
34 

19 
14 
18 
17 
68 

24 
24 
27 
21 
96 

21 
27 

246 
15.6 
3.8 

Tbru Left A Total Ri ht 

95 17 164 17 
83 27 161 24 
79 24 156 24 

107 32 196 27 
364 JOO 677 92 
53.8 14.8 15.5 
.850 .781 .864 .852 

NW 53rd Ave 
Eastbound 

Thro I Left I Pcds ( App. Tola\ 

63 28 I 
80 34 0 

143 62 I 

82 24 0 
72 21 0 
88 23 I 
94 27 0 

336 95 I 

93 27 0 
108 18 0 
99 34 0 

105 11 0 
405 90 0 

89 18 0 
72 21 0 

1045 286 2 
66.2 18.1 0.1 
16.2 4.4 

NW 53rd Ave 
Eastbound 

0 

109 
l3l 
240 

125 
107 
130 
138 
500 

144 
150 
160 
137 
591 

128 
120 

1579 

24.5 

lnL To1al I 
508 
501 

1009 

504 
540 
546 
558 

2 148 

555 
588 
606 
555 

2304 

514 
480 

6455 

Thru Left A • Total Int. Toto! 

94 27 138 556 
93 27 144 555 

108 18 150 587 
99 34 160 606 

394 106 592 2304 
66.6 L7.9 
.912 .779 .925 .950 



I SR 121 
Southbound 

I Start Time Righi I Thru I Left I Peds I App. Tobi 

03:30 PM 0 3 
03:45 PM 1 6 

Tomi I 9 

04:00PM 0 9 
04:15 PM 0 4 
04:30PM 1 5 
04:45 PM 0 I 

Tollll I 19 

05:00 PM 0 2 
05:15 PM 0 l 
05:30 PM 1 2 
05:45 PM 0 5 

Totnl 1 10 

06:00 PM I 
06:15 PM 0 

Grand Total 4 51 
Apprch % 6.8 86.4 

Total% 2 25.8 

1 0 
1 0 
2 0 

0 0 
0 0 
1 0 
0 u 
I 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
l 0 
I 0 

0 0 
0 0 
4 0 

6.8 0 
2 0 

SR 121 
Southbound 

4 
8 

12 

9 
4 
7 
1 

21 

2 
1 
3 
6 

12 

9 
5 

59 

29.8 

S!art Time Ri hi Thro Lei\ A . Total 

Peak Hour All•l~m From OJ:JO·PM to 06:ll PM - Peak l of l 

Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 03:45 PM 
03:45 PM l 6 I 
04:00PM 0 , 0 
04:15 PM 0 4 0 
04:30 PM I s I 

Totnl Volume 2 24 2 
% Aon. Totlll 7.1 85.7 7.1 

PHF .500 .667 .500 

8 
9 
4 
7 

28 

.778 

Peggy Malone & Associates 
(800) 247-8602 

Righi I 
0 
1 
I 

0 
1 
0 
0 
I 

0 
1 
I 
0 
2 

0 
I 
5 

8.2 
2.5 

R' ht 

1 
0 
1 
0 
2 

7.4 
.soo 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

: SR 121 and NW 53rd Ave PM 

: 4/24/2018 
: 1 

G P l tdT k roups r n e - rue 
NW 53rd Ave 
Westbound 

Thru l Left I Pods I App Tou\ 

4 2 0 
6 0 0 

10 2 0 

3 4 0 
4 1 0 
6 I 0 
4 u 0 

17 6 0 

2 2 0 
3 2 0 
l 0 0 
0 3 0 
6 7 0 

2 0 
2 0 

37 19 0 
60.7 31.1 0 
18.7 9.6 0 

NW 53rd Ave 
Westbound 

6 
7 

13 

7 
6 
7 
4 

24 

4 
6 
2 
3 

15 

5 
4 

61 

J0.8 

Thro Left A • Total 

6 0 7 
3 4 7 
4 1 6 
6 l 7 

19 6 27 
70.4 22.2 
,792 .375 .964 

Righi I 
2 
1 
3 

1 
I 
2 
0 
4 

0 
0 
I 
2 
3 

0 
0 

10 
21.7 

5.1 

Ri ht 

I 
1 
I 
2 
5 

22.7 
.625 

SR 121 
Northbound 

Thru I Left I Pods I App. To<al 

2 1 
4 0 
6 I 

3 0 
2 1 
7 0 
4 0 

16 I 

3 0 
I 0 
3 0 
I 0 
8 0 

I 
0 0 

33 3 
71.7 6.5 
16.7 1.5 

SR 121 
Northbound 

Thru Left 

4 0 
3 0 
2 1 
7 0 

16 1 
72.7 4.5 
.571 .250 

0 5 
0 5 
0 10 

0 4 
0 4 
0 9 
0 4 
0 21 

0 3 
0 l 
0 4 
0 3 
0 11 

0 4 
0 0 
0 46 
0 
0 23.2 

5 
4 
4 
9 

22 

.611 

Right 1 
0 
1 
I 

0 
2 
0 
0 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
3 

9.4 
1.5 

1 
0 
2 
0 
3 

17.6 
.375 

NW 53rd Ave 
Eastbound 

Thru I Left J Pods I App. Toul 

6 4 
1 1 
1 s 

4 I 
3 0 
1 3 
2 0 

10 4 

0 I 
2 0 
0 0 
0 0 
2 I 

0 0 
0 0 

19 10 
59.4 31.2 

9.6 5.1 

NW 53rd Ave 
Eastbound 

0 10 
0 3 
0 13 

0 s 
0 s 
0 4 
0 2 
0 16 

0 l 
0 2 
0 0 
0 0 
0 3 

0 0 
0 0 
0 32 
0 
0 16.2 

Thru Left A , Total 

1 I 3 
4 I s 
3 0 s 
1 3 4 
9 s 17 

52.9 29 .4 
.563 .417 .850 

lnL Tolal J 

25 
23 
48 

25 
19 
27 
II 
82 

10 
10 
9 

12 
41 

18 
9 

198 

Ina. Total 

23 
25 
19 
21 
94 

.870 

-97-



I SR 121 
Southbound 

I Start Time Right I Thru I Left I Peds I App To"'I 

03:30 PM 20 99 
03:45 PM 21 69 

Total 41 168 

04:00 PM 16 96 
04:15 PM 27 105 
04:30 PM 22 Ill 
04:45 PM 18 94 

To1ol 83 406 

05:00 PM 29 92 
05:15 PM 16 105 
05:30 PM 37 81 
05:45 l'M 26 83 

Tomi 108 361 

06:00 PM 27 97 
06:15 PM 20 85 

Grand Total 279 1117 
Apprch% 18.4 73.8 

Total% 4.2 16.8 

10 0 
10 0 
20 0 

7 2 
9 0 

12 0 
12 0 
40 2 

5 0 
9 0 
8 0 

16 
38 

7 0 
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Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 

Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

Dixie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafayette • Levy • Madison 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

2009 NW 67th Piece, Gainesville, FL 32653 -1 603 • 352. 955. 2200 

February 18, 2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons AICP, Executive Director5fZ k---
Draft Fiscal Years 2019-20 to 2023-24 Five-Year Tentative Work Program Comments -

Florida Department of Transportation Response 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

For Information Only. 

BACKGROUND 

At its December 1 7, 2018 meeting, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the 

Gainesville Urbanized Area discussed the draft Florida Department of Transportation Fiscal Years 

2019-20 to 2023-24 Five-Year Tentative Work Program. After the discussion, the Metropolitan 

Transportation Planning Organization approved a motion to forward comments in the attached Exhibit 1 

to the Florida Department of Transportation. 

The attached Exhibit 2 is the Florida Department of Transportation response that indicates that the Florida 

Department of Transportation will consider the requests for projects to be included in the Fiscal Years 

2019-20 to 2023-24 Five-Year Tentative Work Program from the Metropolitan Transportation Planning 

Organization. 

Attachments 

t:\scott\skl9\mtpo\memo\tent_wk_prog_cmt_fdot_response_mtpo_feb25.docx 

Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, 

by enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, 

promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments. 
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EXHIBIT 1 Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

Dixie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafayette • Levy • Madison 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 2009 NW S7th Place, Gainesville, FL 32653 -1 603 • 352. 955. 2200 

December 18, 2018 

Mr. Greg Evans, P. E., District 2 Secretary 
Florida Department of Transportation 
1109 South Marion A venue 
Lake City, FL 32025-5847 

RE: Florida Department of Transportation Tentative Five-Year Work Program Comments 

Dear Secretary Evans: 

At its meeting on December 17, 2018, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville 
Urbanized Area reviewed and discussed the Florida Department of Transportation Tentative Five-Year Work 
Program 2019-20 through 2023-24 . Following this discussion, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning 
Organization approved a motion to: 

"authorize the Chair to send a letter to the Florida Department of Transportation District 2 Secretary 
requesting that the Florida Department of Transportation consider funding the following projects in the 
Tentative Work Program (Exhibit 1) and involve the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization in the 
scoping of the following projects: 

A. Priority 1 - West University Avenue (State Road 26) Enhanced Pedestrian Crossing Installations at 
NW 16th Street, NW 17th Street and NW 19th Street; 

B. Priority 2 - East University Avenue (State Road 26) Pedestrian-Oriented Intersection Design at Waldo 
Road (State Roads 26, 331) intersection; 

C. Priority 3 - Fund the US. 441 (SW 13th Street) Road Safety Audit, State Road 26 (University Avenue) Road 
Safety Audit and State Road 26 (West University Avenue) Multimoda/ Corridor Study recommendations; 

D. . Priority 4 - NW 34th Street (State Road 121) 2-Lane Divided Continuous Left Turnlane installation from 
NW 16th Avenue to US. 441 as described in the Year 2040 Long-Range Transportation Plan funded with 
State Highw·ay System funds; 

E. Priority 5 - US. Highway 441 (SW 13th Street) at State Road 24 (Archer Road) Intersection Removal of 
Sliplanes; and 

F. Priority 6 - US. Highway 44I (SW 13th Street) at State Road 24 (Archer Road) Intersection Traffic Signal 
Update Project [4358911} consideration of the removal of the sliplanes in scoping and design of traffic 
signal update. 

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Scott Koons, AICP, Executive 
Director, at 352.955.2200, extension 101. 

Sincerely, 

~(!~ 
Ken Cornell, Chair 
Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 
for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

xc: James Knight, Florida Department of Transportation District 2 Urban Planning Administrator 
Mari Schwabacher, Florida Department of Transportation District 2 Planning Specialist IV 

T:\Scott\SK 19\MTPO\Letter\FDOT _tent_ work _prog_rex. docx 
Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, 

by enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, -101-
promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments. 
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EXHIBIT2 

Florida Department of Transportation 
RON DESANTIS 

GOVERNOR 

January 15, 2019 

The Honorable Ken Cornell, Chair 

1109 South Marion Avenue 
Lake City, Florida 32025-5874 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 

For the Gainesville Urbanized Area 
2009 NW 671h Place 
32653 

ERIK R. FENNIMAN 
INTERIM SECRETARY 

RECEIVED 

.Jt-\i\J 2 3 20)9 

NORTH CENTRAL FLORIDA 
REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 

RE: Florida Department of Transportation Tentative Five-Year Work Program Comments 

2019/20 - 2023/24 

Dear Chair Cornell, 

Thank you for your letter dated December l 81h, 2018 requesting additional projects to be 

considered for funding in the new tentative five-year work program. The Florida Department of 

Transportation will consider programming the requested projects (A - F). Please note that the 

listed projects also need to be part of the List of Priority Projects in order to be considered. 

Please do not hesitate to contact Mari Schwabacher at (904) 360 5647 or 

lari. chwabacher@dot.state.fl.ns for any further questions or concerns, 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Greg Evans 
District Two Secretary 

www.fdot.gov -103-
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Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 

CA.8 
Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

Dix ie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafayette • Levy • Madison 

Suwannee •Taylor • Union Counties 

2009 NW 67th Place, Geineeville, FL 32653-1 603 • 352. 955. 2200 

February 18,2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons, AICP, Executive Directo'51Z ) L---

SUBJECT: State Road 26 (West Newberry Road) Bikelanes Update -
Florida Department of Transportation Response 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

For Information Only. 

BACKGROUND 

1. Current Status 

On February 14, 2019, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization received a copy of a 
Florida Department of Transportation response concerning restriping State Road 26 (West Newberry 
Road) for instreet bikelanes (Exhibit 1). The response includes a Florida Department of Transportation 
concept for reconstruction of a one-quarter mile portion of State Road 26 (West Newberry Road) to 
accommodate buffered instreet bikelanes for an estimated cost of $5.0 million. Exhibit 2 is a schematic 
of the State Road 26 (West Newberry Road) instreet bikelanes project concept. 

2. Previous History 

At its August 1, 2016, October 3, 2016, December 5, 2016, April 3, 2017 and June 25, 2018 meetings, the 
Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization discussed replacement of onstreet parking on State 
Road 26 (West Newberry Road) with onstreet bikelanes. At the conclusion of discussion at the December 
5, 2016 meeting, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization approved Option 1 and: 

"authorized the Chair to send a letter to request that the Florida Department of Transportation 
program a project to convert onstreet parking to bikelanes on State Road 26 (West Newberry Road) 
between NW 43rd Street and NW 38th Street without loss of the westbound right turnlane at NW 43rd 
Street and schedule a public meeting to remove the onstreet parking. " 

At the conclusion of discussion at the April 3, 2017 meeting, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning 
Organization approved a motion to: 

"request that the Florida Department of Transportation: 

1. Program a project to restripe the pavement to 11-foot general purpose travel lanes with protected 
bikelanes on West Newberry Road (State Road 26) between NW 52nd Terrace and NW 34th 
Street (State Road 121) without loss of the westbound right turnlane at NW 43rd Street; 

Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, -10 5-
by enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, 

promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments . 



West Newberry Road (State Road 26) Bikelanes Update 
February 18, 2019 
Page 2 

2. Conduct a speed zone study between NW 59th Street and NW 40th Drive,· 

3. Prioritize this project for State Highway System funding; and 

4. Provide the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization information regarding any 
Thermoplast treatment related to the West Newberry Road (State Road 26) resurfacing project. " 

At its June 25, 2018 meeting, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization received the Florida 
Department of Transportation State Road 26 Public Information Meeting announcement. 

On July 12, 2018, the Florida Department of Transportation State held a public information meeting 
concerning restriping State Road 26 (West Newberry Road) for instreet bikelanes. 

At its August 27, 2018 meeting, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization was provided a 
status report on its Consent Agenda concerning the Florida Department of Transportation State Road 26 
Public Information Meeting. 

Attachments 

t:\scott\skl 9\mtpo\memo\sr26 _ bikelanes _pavement_ feb25 _ mtpo.docx 
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From: 
To: 

Schwabacher. Marl 
Chris Dawson 

EXHIBIT 1 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Jeffrey L Hays: Mike Escalante; Leistner. Deborah L. ; Knight James· Scott Koons· Taulbee Karen 

RE: Restriping of Parking on SR 26/Newberry Road 

Date: Thursday, February 14, 2019 2:26:43 PM 

Attachments: SR 26 plot3.pdf 

Good Afternoon, 

Due to the public comment received from FDOT's public meeting concerning parking removal in 

favor of bike lanes, FOOT has developed an alternate concept to widen the road so that bike lanes 

may be provided and the parking maintained . The total cost (all phases) will be about $5,000,000 

for X mile of bike lane on each side of the roadway. Attached is a concept showing the roadway 

widening. FOOT is recommending that the parking be maintained . FOOT will look for the 

Gainesville MTPO to prioritize the project for it to be considered for funding. 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

Thanks, 

Mari Schwabacher 
Ga inesville MTPO Liaison 

02 Complete Streets Coordinator 

Jacksonville Urban Office 

904.360.564 7 

Florida Department of Transportation, District 2 

2198 Edison Avenue MS 2806 

Jacksonville, FL 32204 

From: Chris Dawson [mailto :cdawson@alachuacounty.us] 

Sent: Thursday, February 14, 2019 8:25 AM 

To: Schwabacher, Mari <Mari.Schwabacher@dot'.state.fl.us> 

Cc: Jeffrey L. Hays <jhays@alachuacounty.us>; Mike Escalante (escalante@ncfrpc.org) 

<escalante@ncfrpc.org>; Leistner, Deborah L. <leistnerdl@cityofgainesville.org> 

Subject: Restriping of Parking on SR 26/Newberry Road 

EXTERNAL SENDER: Use caution with links and attachments. 

Mari : 

Good morning. At its Tuesday regular meeting, the Board of County Commissioners heard an 

update on the Alachua Countywide Bicycle Master Plan. After the presentation and during 

discussion the Board asked about a recent discussion at the MTPO related to the restriping of on-

-107-
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street parking to a bicycle lane on State Road 26 /Newberry Road generally between West 34th 

Street and West 43rd Street. The MTPO had forwarded its recommendation to the Department that 

the parking be restriped. My recollection is that the Department was going to hold its own public 

workshop on this to receive public comment. I'm curious about the outcome of that hearing. 

In addition, the Board asked whether, if properly permitted, the County and/or City could fund the 

restriping if funding is not available from the Department at this time. 

Thanks for your help, and please feel free to call for clarification if needed. 

Chris Dawson, AICP 
Senior Transportation Planner 
Alachua County Growth Management Department 
(352) 374-5249 
10 Southwest 2nd Avenue 
Gainesville, FL 32601 
http://growth-management alachuacounty.us/ 

Please Note: Under Florida's Public Records laws, most written communications to or from county staff or 
officials regarding county business are public records available to the public and media upon request. Your e-mail 
communications may therefore be subject to public disclosure. 

PLEASE NOTE: Florida has a very broad public records law (F. S. 119). All e-mails to and from 

County Officials and County Staff are kept as public records. Your e-mail communications, including 

your e-mail address, may be disclosed to the public and media at any time. 
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Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 

Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

Dixie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafay ette • Levy • Madison 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

2009 NW 67th Place, Gainesville, FL 32653-1 603 • 352 . 955 . 2200 

February 18, 2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons, AICP, Executive Director~}~ 

Archer Road Rail/Trail Update 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

For Information Only. 

BACKGROUND 

At its December 17, 2018 meeting, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the 

Gainesville Urbanized Area discussed draft Florida Department of Transportation Five-Year Tentative 

Work Program. During this discussion, a member requested additional information concerning the State 

Road 24 (Archer Road) Rail/Trail project [4399342]. Florida Department of Transportation staff has 

provided the following information: 

Exhibit 1 - Florida Department of Transportation email message; and 

Exhibit 2 - Florida Department of Transportation Rail/Trail schematic map. 

Attachments 

t:\scott\skl9\mtpo\memo\archer road rail-trail update_mtpo_feb25.docx 

Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, 

by enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, 

promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments. 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 

Schwabacher. Mad 

Scott Koons 
Mjke Egalante: Taulbee. Karen 

EXHIBIT 1 

Subject: 

Date: 

Archer Road Bike Path Additional Information [FPI: 439934-2] 

Friday, January 11, 2019 3:22:21 PM 

Attachments: prolect 439934-2 lmaae.JPG 

Dear Scott, 

At the December 17th, 2018 Gainesville MTPO meeting, FOOT delivered a presentation on new 

tentative work program projects for Alachua County. The MTPO board asked FOOT for more 

information on the Archer road bike trail project [project ID 439934-2] . To follow up on this 

request, the project will be a lOft asphalt trail located on the south side of Archer Road, within 

GRU and Alachua County right of way. The trail will be constructed under a joint project agreement 

and maintained by Alachua county through an agreement with GRU. FDOT's Design Consultant 

(BES) will deliver Plans & Specs to Alachua County and assist with Post Design Services. Attached is 

a picture of the project design. 

Let me know if you have any questions, 

Mari Schwabacher 
Gainesville MTPO Liaison 

D2 Complete Streets Coordinator 

Jacksonville Urban Office 

904.360.564 7 

Florida Department af Transportation, District 2 

2198 Edison Avenue MS 2806 

Jacksonville, FL 32204 

-113-
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EXHIBIT2 

Archer Road Rail-Trail 

t:\scott\skl 9\mtpo\memo\archer road rail-trail update_x2.docx 



-116-



CA.10 
Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

Dixie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafayette • Levy • Madison 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council . _,,. 2009 NW 67th Place, Gainesville, FL 32653 -1 603 • 352. 955. 2200 

February 18, 2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons, AICP, Executive Director71L }1L-------
Florida Senate Committee on Transportation Reorganization 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

For Information OnJy. 

BACKGROUND 

At its January 30, 2019 meeting, the Florida Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council 
discussed the attached memorandum from the Honorable Bill Galvano, President of the Senate, to 
The Florida Senate (Exhibit 1 ). 

The memorandum discusses the transformation of the Florida Senate Committee on Transportation into 
the Florida Senate Committee on Infrastructure and Security. The memorandum also discusses creation 
of the following multimodal corridors in rural Florida: 

• Polk County to Collier County; 
• Suncoast Parkway Extension to Georgia; and 
• Northern Turnpike Connector (Florida Turnpike extension northwest to the Suncoast Parkway). 

Attachment 

t:\scott\sk 19\mtpo\memo\fl _senate_ transportation_ memo.docx 
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TO: 
FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

DATE: 

All Senators 

Bill Galvano 

EXHIBIT 1 

THE FLORIDA SENATE 
SENATOR BILL GALVANO 

President 

MEMORANDUM 

Innovation in Infrastructure 

January 30, 2019 

At my designation ceremony and again during the Organization Session, I expressed my belief 

that the Senate should lead in developing innovative approaches to enhancing Florida's 

infrastructure. We have a responsibility to not only meet today's needs, but also to anticipate 

tomorrow's demands, including a focus on revitalizing historic rural Florida communities. As we 

approach the regular session, I would like to provide some additional thoughts on this important 

issue for your consideration. 

In my view, infrastructure is more than traditional transportation elements including roads, 

bridges, seaports and airports. Infrastructure also includes utility and communication resources 

that provide access to clean water and reliable broadband connectivity. Our experience with 

hurricanes has taught us how intrinsically linked infrastructure is to security, preparation, and 

recovery, from evacuation routes to speedy restoration of cellular service and electrical power. 

To facilitate an innovative, holistic view of the importance of hardening our existing 

infrastructure, as well as anticipating future needs, the scope of the former Committee on 

Transportation was expanded to include all matters related to infrastructure and security. 

President Lee was appointed to Chair the new Committee on Infrastructure and Security. 

In the past, much of Florida's infrastructure funding has primarily been focused on Florida's 

urban areas in order to improve safety, relieve congestion, create mobility, and to promote 

commerce and tourism. While this funding has improved access and created economic growth 

for our urban areas along our coasts and in Central Florida, there has not always been the same 

focus on large portions of rural Florida. 

SUITE 409, THE CAPITOL, 404 SOUTH MONROE STREET• TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-1100 •TELEPHONE (850) 487-5229 

Senate's Website: www.jlsenate.gov -119-



January 30, 2019 
Page 2 

Over the years, I have had the opportunity to discuss with each of you our shared concerns 
regarding the economic challenges facing Florida's rural communities. These legacy 
communities are the backbone of our state and have powered its economy for generations. In 
recent years, these vital communities have suffered from impacts to farming, resulting in an 
exodus and loss of local rural economies. Florida's success cannot depend solely on the 
perimeter of our state. We must work together to sustain these historic rural communities. 

To this end, I have asked President Lee to lead his committee in developing legislation to 
expedite the creation of three new multi-use corridors in our rural areas of regional economic 
significance. 

• Polk County to Collier County 
• Suncoast Parkway Extension to Georgia 
• Northern Turnpike Connector (Florida Turnpike northwest to the Suncoast Parkway) 

These extensions of our existing infrastructure have been under consideration by the Department 
of Transportation and advocated by leaders of business and industry for many years. The time 
has come to prioritize these critical infrastructure enhancements and to combine those efforts 
with innovations that enhance surrounding communities, while providing new opportunities for 
job creation. 

I am confident these new infrastructure corridors will help achieve Florida's goal of strategically 
planning for future population growth, while at the same time revitalizing rural communities and 
enhancing public safety. In my view, the benefits of this type oflong-term investment in our 
infrastructure include regional connectivity that enhances trade and tourism, congestion 
mitigation and evacuation routes, as well as broadband, water, and sewer connectivity that helps 
preserve our natural resources while improving quality of life for residents in rural areas of our 
state. 

Recent estimates tell us Florida is gaining over 850 people a day and will continue to gain 
population at this rate for the next several years. That means we are seeing our population 
increase by the size of the city of Orlando every year. Florida needs to be ready, and our rural 
communities are a key to our success. 
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North 
Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council . _,.. 

CA.11 
Serving Alachua 

Bradf ord • Columbia 

Dixie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafayette • Lev y • Madison 

Suwannee • Tay lor • Union Counties 

2009 NW B7th Piece, Gainesville, FL 32653 -1 603 • 352 . 955 . 2200 

February 18, 2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons, AICP, Executive Di recto01Z~r-----

Florida Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council - Legislative Update 

STAFF REC MMENDA lON 

For information only. 

BACKGROUND 

The Florida Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council discussed the attached legislative 

update of transportation-related issues at its January 30, 2019 meeting (Exhibit 1). 

Attachment 

t:\scott\skl 9\mtpolmemo\mpoac _legislative _update_ 2019_012519.docx 
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EXHIBIT 1 

The Florida Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council 

Commissioner Nick Maddox 
Chair 

k~gi_s.J~tiy __ pdate for the week ending 

01 :25:20'1 g 

Greetings and welcome to the first MPOAC legislative update of the 2019 Florida legislative session. While the 

session officially begins March 5th, 2019, the capitol is busy with activities which will lead us into the session. 

Some of the anticipated issues that we are likely to see coming up during session will include hurricane 

recovery, education, water quality, school safety, deregulation and certainly a few others will come up. There 

will be committee meetings in the next few months and of course bills are being filed for the upcoming session. 

Below are the dates of events for the 2019 legislative session, and included in this legislative update is a listing 

of bills filed thus far in the session. Updates will occur on an as needed basis until the official start of the 2019 

legislative session, then your MPOAC updates will be issued weekly. 

The new Governor is off to a very busy start and has accomplished a lot in his first few weeks, he has stated it is 

his intention to keep this furious pace going. His efforts have impressed many and hopefully that will help his 

priorities make their way through the legis lature. The Governor recently announced the selection of Kevin 

Thibault as the new Florida Department of Transportation Secretary. He has an extensive transportation 

background and previously worked in senior leadership at Florida DOT so he will be able to hit the ground 

running. We extend a hearty welcome to Secretary Thibault and look forward to working with him to advance 

Florida's mobility solutions. 

After this initial newsletter, all updates to bills shown below will be shown in RED so you can quickly 

distinguish between updates and old news. A few bills have been filed, many more will be filed over the 

coming months. Your MPOAC Legislative Update will keep you apprised of newly filed bills. 

Grab a cup of coffee and enjoy this edition of the MPOAC Legislative Update. 

o January 25, 2019 - deadline for submitting requests for drafts of general bills and joint resolutions, 

including requests for companion bills 

o March 1, 2019 - Deadline for approving final drafts of general bills and joint resolutions, including 

companion bills 
o March 5, 2019 - Regular Session convenes, deadline for filing bills for introduction 

o April 20, 2019- All bills are immediately certified, motion to reconsider made and considered the same 

day 
o April 23, 2019 - Last day for regularly scheduled committee meetings 

o May 3, 2019 - Last day of Regular Session 

Carl Mikyska, Executive Director 
605 Suwannee Street, MS 28B · Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0450 

1-866-374-3368 x 4037 or850-414-4062 · Fax 850-414-4895 
www.mpoac org -123-
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Committee Meeting schedule prior to the official 

legislative Session beginning on March 5th 

January 2019 - Week of the 7th 
January 2019 - Week of the 22nd 
February 2019- Week of the 4th 
February 2019 - Week of the 11th 
February 2019 - Week of the 18th 

This is a summary of transportation related bills filed and published on the legislature's website 
as of January 25, 2019. More bills will be filed during the 2019 session and as they are made 
available the newly filed transportation bills will be added to this list. The bills are listed in 
numerical order for your convenience. As the session and bills progress, this ordering of bills 
will make it easier to follow the status of any particular bill you are tracking. 

SB 68: Transportation Disadvantaged - <Book) - Requiring community transportation 
coordinators, in cooperation with the coordinating board, to plan for and use any available and 
cost-effective regional fare payment systems that enhance cross-county mobility for specified 
purposes for the transportation disadvantaged; requiring each coordinating board to evaluate 
multi county or regional transportation opportunities to include any available regional fare 
payment systems that enhance cross-county mobility for specified purposes for the transportation 
disadvantaged, etc. Referred to Infrastructure and Security; Appropriations Subcommittee on 
Transportation, Tourism, and Economic Development; Appropriations. 

BB 71: Traffic Offenses - (McClain; Co-lntroducers: Stevenson; Stone) - Identical to SB 
158 by Baxley. Provides criminal penalties for person who commits moving violation that 
causes serious bodily injury to or death of vulnerable road user; requires person to pay specified 
fine, serve minimum period of house arrest, & attend driver improvement course; requires court 
to revoke person's driver license for minimum specified period; defines "vulnerable road user". 
Referred to Transportation and Infrastructure Subcommittee; Criminal Justice Subcommittee; 
State Affairs Committee. 

SB 72: Aligator Alley Toll Road- (Passidomo; Co-Introducers: Hooper) - Identical to HB 
6011 by Rommel. Requiring specified fees to be used indefinitely, instead of temporarily, to 
reimburse a local governmental entity for the direct actual costs of operating a specified fire 
station, etc. Referred to Infrastructure and Security; Appropriations Subcommittee on 
Transportation, Tourism, and Economic Development; Appropriations. 

HB 75: Expanded Uses of Unmanned Aircraft - (Yarborough; Co-Introducers: Grieco; 
Killebrew) - Similar to SB 132 by Rouson. Permits use of drones by law enforcement agencies 
& other specified entities for specified purposes. Referred to Criminal Justice Subcommittee; 
State Affairs Committee; Judiciary Committee. 



SB 78: Public Financing of Construction Projects- (Rodriguez) - Identical to HB 169 by 

Fernandez. Prohibiting state-financed constructors from commencing construction of certain 

structures in coastal areas without first conducting a sea level impact projection study and having 

such study published and approved by the Department of Environmental Protection; requiring 

the department to develop by rule standards for such studies; providing for enforcement; 

requiring the department to publish such studies on its website, subject to certain conditions, etc. 

Referred to Environment and Natural Resources; Infrastructure and Security; Appropriations 

Subcommittee on Agriculture, Environment, and General Government; Appropriations. 

SB 116: Motor Vehicle Racing-(Stcwart) - Tncreasing the criminal penalty for a third or 

subsequent violation re.lated to motor vehicle racing within a specified period after the date of a 

prior violation that resulted in a conviction, etc. Referred to Infrastructure and Security; 

Criminal Justice; Judiciary; Rules. 

SB 132: Drones - (Rouson) - Similar to HB 75 by Yarborough. Defining the terms "dangerous 

or deadly weapon" and "large-scale event"; authorizing the use of a drone by a Jaw enforcement 

agency to prepare for or monitor safety and security at a large-scale event; prohibiting a law 

enforcement agency using a drone in an authorized manner from equipping it with specified 

attachments or using it to fire projectiles, etc. Referred to Criminal Justice; Infrastructure and 

Security; Rules. 

SB 158: Traffic Offenses - (Baxlev) - Identical to HB 71 by McClain. Citing this act as the 

"Vulnerable Road User Act"· providing criminal penalties for a person who commits a moving 

violation that causes serious bodily injury to, or causes the death of, a vulnerable road user; 

requiring that the person pay a specified fine, serve a minimum period of house arrest, and attend 

a driver improvement course; requiring that the court revoke the person's driver license for a 

minimum specified period, etc. Referred to Infrastructure and Security; Appropriations 

Subcommittee on Criminal and Civil Justice; Appropriations. 

HB 169: Public Financing of Construction Projects- (Fernandez) - Identical to SB 78 by 

Rodriguez. Prohibiting state-financed constructors from commencing construction of certain 

structures in coastal areas without first conducting a sea level impact projection study and having 

such study published and approved by the Department of Environmental Protection; requiring 

the department to develop by rule standards for such studies; providing for enforcement; 

requiring the department to publish such studies on its website, subject to certain conditions, etc. 

Referred to Agriculture and Natural Resources Subcommittee; Appropriations Committee; State 

Affairs Committee. 

SB 306: Traffic Infraction Detectors- (Brandes) - Similar to RB 6003 by Sabatini. 

Repealing provisions relating to the installation and use oftraffic infraction detectors to enforce 

specified pl"ovisions when a driver fails to stop at a traffic signal, provisions that authorize the 

Department ofHigbway Safety and Motor Vehicles, a county, or a municipality to use such 

detectors, and the distribution of penalties collected for specified violations; amending provisions 

relating to distribution of proceeds, enforcement by traffic infraction enforcement officers using 

such detectors, procedures for disposition of citations, preemption of additional fees or 

surcharges, compliance, amount of penalties, registration and renewal of license plates, and 

points assessed for certain violations, to conform provisions to changes made by the act, etc. 

Referred to Infrastructure and Security; Appropriations Subcommittee on Transportation, 

Tourism, and Economic Development; Appropriations. 
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HB 311: Autonomous Vehicles-(Fisher)-Co-Introducers: Rodriguez; Mayfield) -
Exempts autonomous vehicles & operators from certain prohibitions; provides that human 
operator is not required to operate fully autonomous vehicle; authorizes fully autonomous 
vehicle to operate regardless of presence of human operator; provides that automated driving 
system is deemed operator of autonomous vehicle operating with system engaged; authorizes 
Florida Turnpike Enterprise to fund & operate test facilities; provides requirements for operation 
of on-demand autonomous vehicle networks; revises registration requirements for autonomous 
vehicles. Referred to Transportation and Infrastructure Subcommittee; Transportation and 
Tourism Appropriations Subcommittee; State Affairs Committee. 

HB 341: Motor Vehicles and Railroad Trains- CLaMarca) - Requires that, in event of crash 
involving railroad train, collection of certain information be at discretion of law enforcement 
officer having jurisdiction to investigate crash; specifies that certain persons are not considered 
passengers for purpose of making crash reports. Not yet assigned to committees. 

HB 385: Transportation - (Avila)- Requires certain authority members to comply with 
financial disclosure requirements; limits levy of & revises authorized uses of certain surtaxes; 
revives Pilot Rebuilt motor vehicle inspection program; revises provisions relating to DOT 
design plan approval, transportation project programs, toll collection & use, & M.P.O. 
membership; repeals pts. I & V of ch. 348, F.S., related to Florida Expressway Authority Act & 
Osceola County Expressway Authority Law. Not yet assigned to committees. 

HB 453: Micromobility Devices and Motorized Scooters - (Toledo) - Authorizes county or 
municipality to regulate operation of micromobility devices & for-hire motorized scooters; 
authorizes county or municipality to require licensure; requires proof of certain insurance 
coverage; provides that regulation of micromobility devices & for-hire motorized scooters is 
controlled by state & federal law; provides that operator has all rights & duties applicable to rider 
of bicycle; exempts micromobility device or motorized scooter from certain requirements; 
provides that person is not required to have valid driver license to operate micromobility device 
or motorized scooter; authorizes parking on sidewalk; removes requirements for sale of 
motorized scooters; exempts micromobility devices & motorized scooters from certain emblem 
requirements. Not yet assigned to committees. 

HB 476: Child Restraint Requirements - (Perry) - Increasing the age of children for whom 
operators of motor vehicles must provide protection by using a crash-tested, federally approved 
child restraint device; increasing the age of children for whom a separate carrier, an integrated 
child seat, or a child booster seat may be used, etc. Not yet assigned to committees. 

HB 6001: Alligator Alley Toll Road - (Rommel) - Identical bill to SB 72 by Passidomo. 
Requires specified fees to be used indefinitely to reimburse local governmental entity for direct 
actual costs of operating specified fire station. Referred to Transportation and Infrastructure 
Subcommittee; Transportation and Tourism Appropriations Subcommittee; State Affairs 
Committee. 

HB 6003: Traffic Infraction Detectors- (Sabatini- Co-Introducers: Grieco; Bill; Jacobs; 
Sirois) - Similar bill to SB 306 by Brandes. Repeals provisions relating to Mark Wandall 
Traffic Safety Program & authorization to use traffic infraction detectors; repeals provisions 
relating to distribution of penalties, transitional implementation, & placement & installation; 
conforms cross-references & provisions to changes made by act. Referred to Transportation and 
Infrastructure Subcommittee; Appropriations Committee; State Affairs Committee. Favorable 
by Transportation and Infrastructure Committee, 12 Yeas, 1 Nay. Now in Appropriations 
Committee. 
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February 18, 2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons, AICP, Executive Director ~JZ / L-------­
Transportation Disadvantaged Program -
Fiscal Year 2019-20 Planning Grant Program Agreement Resolution 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Approve attached Resolution No. 2019-01 authorizing the execution of the Fiscal Year 2019-20 
Transportation Disadvantaged Program Planning Grant Program Agreement for Alachua County. 

BACKGROUND 

The Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area is the 
designated official planning agency for the Transportation Disadvantaged Program for Alachua County. 
As the designated official planning agency, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for 
the Gainesville Urbanized Area is responsible for Transportation Disadvantaged Program planning and 
providing the Alachua County Transportation Disadvantaged Coordinating Board with sufficient staff 
support and resources to enable the Board to fulfill its responsibilities. 

Attached Resolution No. 2019-01 authorizes the Chair to sign the Fiscal Year 2019-20 Transportation 
Disadvantaged Planning Grant Program Agreement with the Florida Commission for the Transportation 
Disadvantaged. The Planning Grant Program Agreement provides the funding needed to provide staff 
services to the Coordinating Board. 

Attachment 

t:\lynn\pga\201920\mtpo\mtporesmemo.docx 
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CERTlFICA TE 

The undersigned, as the duly qualified and acting Secretary of the Metropolitan Transportation 

Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area, hereby certifies that the annexed is a true 

and correct copy of Resolution 2019-01, which was adopted at a legally convened meeting of the 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area, which meeting 

was held on the 25th day of February , A.D., 2019. 

WllNESS my hand this ______ day of _ ___ ___ _ _ , A.D., 2019. 

Charles Chestnut, IV, Secretary/Treasurer 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019-01 

A RESOLUTION OF THE METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 

ORGANIZATION FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA AUTHORIZING 

THE EXECUTION OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2019-20 TRANSPORTATION 

DISADVANTAGED PLANNING GRANT PROGRAM AGREEMENT WITH THE 

FLORIDA COMMISSION FOR THE TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED; 

PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE 

WHEREAS, Chapter 427, Florida Statutes and Rule 41-2.009, Florida Administrative Code 

designates metropolitan planning organizations as designated official planning agencies for the 

Transportation Disadvantaged Program in urbanized areas; 

WHEREAS, the designated official planning agency is responsible for Transportation 

Disadvantaged Program planning and providing the local Transportation Disadvantaged Coordinating 

Board with sufficient staff support and resources to enable the Board to fulfill its responsibilities; 

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization is the designated official 

planning agency for the Transportation Disadvantaged Program for Alachua County; and 

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville 

Urbanized Area has the authority to enter into the Fiscal Year 2019-20 Transportation Disadvantaged 

Planning Grant Program Agreement and to undertake a transportation disadvantaged service project, as 

authorized by Section 427.0159, Florida Statutes and Rule 41-2, Florida Administrative Code. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION 

PLANNING ORGANIZATION FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA: 

1. That the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville 

Urbanized Area has the authority to enter into the above referenced grant 

agreement; 

2. That the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville 

Urbanized Area authorizes the Chair to execute the above referenced grant 

agreement on behalf of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 

for the Gainesville Urbanized Area with the Florida Commission for the 

Transportation Disadvantaged; 

3. That the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville 

Urbanized Area authorizes the Chair to sign any and all assurances, agreements 

or contracts that are required in connection with the agreement; 

4. That the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville 

Urbanized Area authorizes its Executive Director to act in connection with the 

agreement and to provide such additional information as may be required by the 

Florida Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged; 

Page 1 of2 
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5. That the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville 
Urbanized Area authorizes its Executive Director to sign any and all 
reimbursement invoices, warranties, certification and any other documents that 
may be required in connection with the agreement; and 

6. That this resolution shall take effect upon its adoption. 

DULY ADOPTED in regular session, this-----"'2=5-=th~ __ day of_~F~e=-=b'-"-ru=a=ry_.__ ___ A.D., 2019. 

ATTEST: 

Charles Chestnut, N, Secretary/Treasurer 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

Sylvia Torres, Attorney 
Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 
for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

t:\lynn\pga\201920\mtpo\mtpotdres.doc 
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February 18, 2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons, AICP, Executive Director S{(.. JL-------­
Transportation Disadvantaged Program - Status Report 

RECOMMENDATION 

For information only. 

BACKGROUND 

Attached are the October - December 2018 Alachua County Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan 

Standards Reports. 

Attachments 

t: \I ynn\td2019\al achua\memoslstatmtpofeb. docx 
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TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED 
SERVICE PLAN STANDARDS 

ALACHUA COUNTY, NOVEMBER 2018 

On-Time Performance Standard 
90% 

11/13/2018 11/21/2018 11/28/2018 

• Standard 

• Pick-Up 
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TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED 
SERVICE PLAN STANDARDS 

ALACHUA COUNTY, OCTOBER - DECEMBER 2018 

MONTH 

Oct-18 

Nov-18 

Dec-18 

Oct-18 

STANDARD COMPLAINTS/1,000 TRIPS 

3 0 

3 0 

3 0 

COMPLAINTS/1,000 TRIPS 

Nov-18 Dec-18 

• Standard 

Complaints/1,000 
Trips 



2 

1.8 

1.6 

1.4 

1.2 

1 

0.8 

0.6 

" 

" 

/ 

TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED 

SERVICE PLAN STANDARDS 

ALACHUA COUNTY OCTOBER - DECEMBER 2018 

PREVENTABLE ACCIDENTS/100,000 

MONTH STANDARD MILES 

Oct-18 1.4 2 

Nov-18 1.4 0 

Dec-18 1.4 1 

ACCIDENTS/100,000 MILES 

• Standard 

Accidents/100,000 miles 

-,, 
/ 

Oct-18 · Nov-18 Dec-18 
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TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED 
SERVICE PLAN STANDARDS 

ALACHUA COUNTY, OCTOBER- DECEMBER 2018 

MONTH STANDARD 

Oct-18 2.5 

Nov-18 2.5 

Dec-18 2.5 

CALL HOLD TIME 

CALL HOLD TIME 

/ 

1.27 

2.27 

1.08 

• Standard 

Call Hold 
Time 



TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED 
SERVICE PLAN STANDARDS 

ALACHUA COUNTY, OCTOBER - DECEMBER 2018 

MONTH STANDARD ROADCALLS/100,000 MILES 

Oct-18 8 2 

Nov-18 8 1 

Dec-18 8 3 

ROADCALLS/100,000 MILES 

8- - 8 - 8--

8 , 

7 

6 

5 
j , • Standard 

4 
I/~-- Roadcalls/100,000 Miles 

3 1 
/ 

2 ( / 

7 , 
i 

'.'.'b '.'.'b '.'.'b 
<.: ~ c: oc; ~o <::f 
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Meeting 

Agenda 

Enclosures 



 



II 
Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

Dixie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafayette • Levy • Madison 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council . _,.. 2009 NW 87th Place, Gainesville, FL 32853-1 803 • 352. 955. 2200 

February 18, 2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons, AICP, Executive Director SR/'--------
Dr. Kermit Sigmon Citizen Participation Award - 2018 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Present the Dr. Kermit Sigmon Citizen Participation Award to Dr. Charles "Charlie" E. Lane. 

BACKGROUND 

In 1997, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

approved the annual Dr. Kermit Sigmon Citizen Participation Award. This award is presented each year 

to a recipient, selected by the Citizen Advisory Committee, to be recognized for their contribution to the 

transportation planning process of the community. The recipient this year is Dr. Charles "Charlie" E. 

Lane. 

Previous Recipients 

1997- Ruth Sigmon 2008- Mike and Susan Wright 

1998- Perry Maull 2009- Sharon Hawkey 

1999- South West Alliance for Planning 2010- Mayor Mark Goldstein 

2000- Var Heyl and Cindy Smith 2011- Ed Poppell 

2001- Chandler Otis 2012- Scott Fox 

2002- Gerry Dedenbach 2013- Thomas Hawkins 

2003- Dr. Linda Crider 2014- Ron Cunningham 

2004- Dan Burden 2015- Marlie Sanderson 

2005- Julia Reiskind 2016- Gainesville Citizens for Active Transportation 

2006- Dr. Ruth Steiner 2017- Joakim (Jay) B. Nordqvist 

2007- Martin Gold -

t:\scott\sk l 9\mtpo\memo\cacaward _ feb25 _ mtpo.docx 
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Ill 

Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 

Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

D ixie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafayette • Levy • Madison 

Suwannee • Taylo r • Union Counties 

2009 NW 67th Piece, Gainesville, FL 32853-1 803 • 352 . 955. 2200 

February 18, 2019 

TO: Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Scott R. Koons, AICP, Executive Director~ f::. I~ 

Citizens Advisory Committee Vacant Positions 

STAFF RECOMMENDATlON 

Fill one vacancy for a one-year term ending December 2019 and one vacancy for a two-year term 

ending December 2020 on the Citizens Advisory Committee. 

BACKGROUND 

There are currently two vacant positions on the Citizens Advisory Committee. One vacancy is due to 

attendance violation (Luis Diaz) with a remaining one-year term ending December 2019. One vacancy is 

due to a resignation (Peter Davis) with a remaining two-year term ending December 2020. There are two 

candidates for the two vacant positions as shown in Exhibit I. 

Note-According to Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville 

Urbanized Area Bylaws, "no more than 20 percent of the membership of the Citizens Advisory 

Committee shall be composed of individuals residing outside the Gainesville Urbanized Area. " 

No applicants reside outside the Gainesville Urbanized Area boundary. 

ATTACHED MATERlALS 

Attached please find: 

1. Exhibit I lists the names and occupations of current Citizens Advisory Committee members 

and applicants; 

2. Exhibit II shows where current Citizens Advisory Committee members and applicants live; and 

3. Current pool of applications. 

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP-FLORIDA STATUTES 339.175(5)6 (e)l 

"Each M.P.O. [Metropolitan Planning Organization] shall appoint a citizens' advisory committee, the 

members of which serve at the pleasure of the M.P.O. [Metropolitan Planning Organization]. The 

membership on the citizens' advisory committee must reflect a broad cross section of local residents 

with an interest in the development of an efficient, safe, and cost-effective transportation system. 

Min"orities, the elderly, and the handicapped must be adequately represented." 

Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, -145-
by enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, 

promoting economic development and providing technical services ta local governments. 



Page Two 
Citizens Advisory Committee Vacant Positions 

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP BYLAWS 

The Citizens Advisory Committee shall be composed of 15 members. No more than 20 percent of the 
membership of the Citizens Advisory Committee shall be composed of individuals residing outside the 
Gainesville Urbanized Area. 

Citizens Advisory Committee members shall not be elected officials or Alachua County staff, City of 
Gainesville staff, including Regional Transit System staff, and North Central Florida Regional Planning 
Council staff directly involved in transportation planning. 

Note: There is no policy regarding how many times a member may serve on the Committee. 

VOTING PROCEDURE 

The voting policy that was approved in October 2001 is to appoint Advisory Committee members by roll­
call vote by voice and, when there are several vacant positions to fill, also fill out ballots and submit them 
to staff for tabulation. 

In accordance with the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization Bylaws, Citizens Advisory 
Committee candidates not appointed to the Citizens Advisory Committee may serve as a Citizens 
Advisory Committee Designate during the year. Citizens Advisory Committee Designates will 
automatically fill any vacancy during the year. 

Attachments 

t:\scott\sk 19\mtpo\memo\cacmbrappt_ feb25 .do ex 
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NAME 

Thomas Bolduc 
Nelle Bullock 
John Pickett 

Paul Thur de Koos 
VACANT 

Craig Brashier 
Gilbert Levy 
James Samec 
Chris Towne 

VACANT 
Mary Ann DeMatas 

Jan Frentzen 
Chandler Otis 
Ruth Steiner 

Joshua Williams 

Al ssaBrown 
Luke Tia 

EXHIBIT! 

CURRENT CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
TERMS OF APPOINTMENT 

OCCUPATION 

CURRENT MEMBERS 
Pharmacy Operations Manager 

Social Worker 
Insurance 

Commercial Property Owner/Manager 
-

Planning Consultant 
Town of Tioga President 

Retired Police Officer 
Commercial Prope11y Owner/Manager 

-
-

General Contractor 
Bicycle Mechanic, Sales Clerk 
University of Florida Professor 

Broker, Land Developer 

APPLICANTS*#--
Public Polic Advocate 

Technical Assistance Provider 

TENURE 
(In Years) 

6.0 
10.5 
2.5 
2.0 
-

1.0 
4.0 
11.0 
2.0 
-

7.0 
22.0 
13.0 
16.0 
-

- Member or Applicant Living Outside Gainesville Urbanized Area Boundary 

* Current Member Seeking Reappointment 
#Former Member Seeking Appointment 

I TERM EXPIRES 

December 2019 
December, 2019 
December, 2019 
December, 2019 
December, 2019 
December, 2020 
December, 2020 
December, 2020 
December, 2020 
December, 2020 
December, 2021 
December, 2021 
December, 2021 
December, 2021 
December, 2021 
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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

Please return to: 

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
APPLICATION 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 
for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Date: \ · ) c) \ / 

c/o North Central Florida Regional Planning Council 
2009 NW 67th Place 
Gainesville, FL 32653-1603 

NAME 0.,L l/ S<; A Jb&ou.J N 
ADDRESS j l/ I J tJ rel '1 R~ ~ rrc.., -"-

RECEIVED 

FEB 0 5 2019 
CITY /ST ATE/ZIPCODE i · 1 f_ · 
EMAIL O...l'- SbO... · c ~ ro 5 .... ~ 
TELEPHONE (HOME) 'r 3 . GS .. 

NORTH CENTRAL FLORIDA 
REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 

(WORK) ';>~A- :>¢ -1 ""1 l Oo 
(CELL) 1 '!:> -:l_ ·27 S / '3i; b U 

HOW LONG A RESIDENT OF ALACHUA COUNTY? ~ 
ARE YOU CURRENTLY AN ELECTED OFFICIAL? YES 
OCCUPATION ~ ~ '<- ?.Hi '-' ---
EDUCATION_.,,__,_-i-"-__._..'-'-'---"-'-"""---=-"-=-~-\o;.'-.P...:..:""'--"Lj....1:.C"'f--1'-'-!u...y.~'-t:::;,......--------

PAST CNIC AND PROFESSIONAL ACCOMPLISHMENTS OR HONORS 
~] ,_ c..cS' yl'L ct~ cl)., c 'i L &-.,(, S'-1\ sn. !- <;~ J ,·, 5!. , &:10 rt J'c. L4f,·.El~~ 4..CJu ~ 

I will attend meetings in accordance with the adopted Bylaws of the Metropolitan Transportation 
Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area. If at any time my business or professional 
interests conflict with the interests of this board or committee, I will not advocate for any projects or 
activities from which I may receive financial benefit. Should any business of this board or committee 
constitute a.conflict of interest, I will declare a conflict of interest and submit a Conflict of Interest Form 
(Form 8B). Additional information on me may be secured from: (List three references - name, address, 
and telephone number) 

0 
( \- J 

Additional information may be attached to tliis ti 

t:\mike\eml 7\cac\cac_application2017.docx December 15, 2016 
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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

FOR THE GAINESVILLE URBANIZED AREA 

Please return to: 

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
APPLICATION 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 

for the Gainesv i lie Urbanized Area 

Date: 0210912019 

c/o North Central Florida Regional Planning Coum:il 

2009 NW 67th Place 
Gainesville. FL 32653-1603 

NAME Luke Tia 

ADDRESS 8214 NW 63rd Pl 
CITY /STA TE/ZJPCOD E Gainesville, FL 32653 
EMAIL luketia@gmail.com 

TELEPHONE (HOME) 352-376-8720 
(WORK) 
(CELL) 352-870-2735 ____ __ _ 

HOW LONG A RESIDENT OF ALACHUA COUNTY? 29 YEARS ---
ARE YOU CURRENTLY AN ELECTED OFFICIAL? YES NO x 

OCCUPATION Technical Assistance Provider 

RECEIVED 

FEB 11 2019 

NORTH CENTRAL FLORIDA 
REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 

EDUCATION M.A. in Urban and Regional Planning from UF, B.A. in Religion from Saint Leo University 

TRAINING OR EXPERIENCE RELATED TO ACTIVJ rJES FOR THIS APPOINITMENT 

Master's in Urban and Regional Planning; former member of Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board; intern for Gainesville 

MTPO, Gainesville RTS, and FOOT - State Materials Office: Transportation Planner for Frontier MPO in Fort Smith, AR 

PAST CIVIC AND PROFESSIONAL. ACCOMPLISHMENTS OR HONORS 

I will attend meetings in accordance with the adopted Bylaws of the Metropolitan Transportation 

Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area. If at any time my business or professional 

interests conflict with the interests of this board or committee, I will not advocate for any projects or 

activities from which I may receive financial benefit. Should any business of this board or committee 

constitute a conflict of interest. 1 will declare a conflict of interest and submit a Conflict oflnterest Fonn 

(Fonn SB). Additional information on me may be secured from: (List three references - name. address, 

and telephone number) 
Thomas Hawkins; 408 NW 4th Avenue, Gainesville, Fl 32601; 352-377-3141 

Charles Holzschuher Ill; 5007 NE 39th Ave, Gainesville, FL 32609; 352-955-6341 

Marlie Sanderson; 5132 NW 62 Terrace, Gainesville, FL 32653; 352-376-2299 

Additional information may be attached to this form 

t:lmili.elcm 17\cac\cac_application2017.docx December 15. 2016 
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IV 

Central 

Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 

Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

Dixie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafayette • Levy • Madison 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

2009 NW 67th Piece, Gainesville, FL 32653-1603 • 352. 955. 2200 

February 18, 2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons AICP, Executive Director 7-rz 1 <:....--------
SUBJECT: Year 2045 Long-Range Transportation Plan Update -

Draft Vision, Principles and Strategies 

JOlNT RECOMMENDATION 

The Citizens Advisory Committee, Technical Advisory Committee, and staff recommend that the 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization approve the draft Vision, Principles and 

Strategies (Exhibit 1) for the Year 2045 Long-Range Transportation Plan update. 

BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN ADV ISORY BOARD RECOMMEND/\ TION 

The Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Board recommends that the Metropolitan Transportation 

Planning Organization approve the draft Vision, Principles and Strategies for the Year 2045 

Long-Range Transportation Plan update as shown in Exhibit 1, and that Strategy 2.1 be revised, as 

follows: 

Strategy 2.1: Support projects that address safety performance targets and increase safety for all 

users with empha i to bicvclists and pedestrians and their service animals. 

BACKGROUND 

Exhibit 2 is the adopted Year 2040 Long-Range Transportation Plan Update Vision, Principles and 

Strategies that are consistent with the federal requirements of the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 

21st Century Act, including the eight planning factors and planning emphasis areas. 

Since the adoption of the Year 2040 Long-Range Transportation Plan, federal requirements have been 

modified by the Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act that includes two additional planning 

factors (see Exhibit 3) and new planning emphasis areas (see Exhibit 4) for the transportation planning 

process. 

The draft Year 2045 Vision, Principles and Strategies remain the same as the adopted 2040 Vision, 

Principles and Strategies with the exception ofrevisions shown in strikeout/underlined text in Exhibit 5 to 

address: 

• Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act requirements; and 

• Advisory committee recommended revisions to strategies. 

Attachments 

t: \scott\skl 9\mtpo\memo\2045 _ vision__princ _strat_feb25 _ mtpo.docx 
Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, -155-

by enhancing public safety, protecting regional resources, 

promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments. 
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Exhibit 1 

Year 2045 Long-Range Transportation Plan Update 
Draft Vision Statement, Principles and Strategies 

As with previous Long-Range Transportation Plans, the vision statement and the supporting 

principles and strategies serve as the cornerstone and building blocks of the Year 2045 Needs 

and Cost Feasible Plans. The vision statement, principles and strategies are the policy 

statements of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville 

Urbanized Area to provide the framework for the development of the plan update. The Vision 

Statement for this plan update reads as follows: 

A transportation system that is safe and efficient, serves the mobility needs of people 

and freight, and fosters economic prosperity while minimizing transportation-related fuel 

consumption and air pollution. 

This vision is supported by the following Principles and Strategies: 

Principle 1: Support economic vitality 

Strategy 1.1: Support transportation projects that promote economic development and 

tourism. 

Strategy 1.2: Consider capacity enhancement projects that allow for the expansion of existing 

commercial centers. 

Strategy 1.3: Support projects that improve connectivity to existing or planned economic 

centers. 

Principle 2: Increase safety and security for motorized and non-motorized users 

Strategy 2.1: Support projects that address safety performance targets and increase safety for 

all users. 

Strategy 2.2: Implement techniques and road design to reduce fatalities and serious injuries. 

Strategy 2.3: Support projects that increase safety and security for all users of the non­

motorized transportation system. 

Strategy 2.4: Encourage development of alternative fuel sources and multimodal infrastructure 

to provide continuing transportation services. 

Strategy 2.5: Coordinate with appropriate agencies to accommodate incident management and 

emergency management. 
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Principle 3: Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and freight 

Strategy 3.1: Improve the level of service for roads using transportation system management 
strategies (such as computerized traffic signal systems, motorist information 
systems and incident management systems) and transportation demand 
management strategies (such as carpools, transit, bicycling, walking, 
telecommuting and flexible work schedules). 

Strategy 3.2: Encourage the construction of bus bays (turnouts) where possible. 

Strategy 3.3: Preserve the intended function of roads on the Florida Strategic Intermodal 
System for intercity travel and freight movement. 

Strategy 3.4: Expand mobility options, including transit, to improve accessibility, availability 
and competitiveness of transit as a viable travel option. 

Strategy 3.5: Support projects that will improve the resiliency and reliability of the 
transportation system. 

Strategy 3.6: Support innovative technologies projects that will enhance the efficiency of the 
transportation system, such as automated and connected vehicles, shared-use 
vehicles and alternative-fueled vehicles. 

Principle 4: Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, 
improve the quality of life and promote consistency between 
transportation improvements and State and local planned growth and 
economic development patterns 

-158-

Strategy 4.1: Support land use designations and encourage development plans that reduce 
vehicle miles traveled and are transit-supportive. 

Strategy 4.2: Develop and expand a network that provides for safe and convenient 
opportunities for bicyclists and pedestrians. 

Strategy 4.3: Reduce adverse impacts of transportation on the environment, including habitat 
and ecosystem fragmentation, wildlife collisions and non-point source pollution. 

Strategy 4.4: Coordinate transportation and future land use decisions to promote efficient 
development patterns and a choice of transportation modes, consistent with local 
comprehensive plans. 

Strategy 4.5: Support projects that will reduce or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface 
transportation. 

2 



Principle 5: Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, 
across and between modes, for people and freight 

Strategy 5.1: Develop mobility hubs and freight intermodal centers at appropriate locations. 

Strategy 5.2: Provide adequate sidewalks to all bus stops and bicycle racks on all buses. 

Principle 6: Promote efficient system management and operation 

Strategy 6.1: Develop a transportation system that disperses traffic throughout the local 
transportation grid rather than concentrating traffic on a few major roads. 

Strategy 6.2: Encourage the development and location of employment and service centers that 
reduce travel distances from residential areas and to transit services. 

Strategy 6.3: Continue to implement a coordinated traffic signal system plan to improve road 
efficiency and to maintain traffic flow. 

Principle 7: Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system 

Strategy 7.1: Direct sufficient resources to preserve existing transportation infrastructure. 

Strategy 7 .2: Protect existing and future road rights-of-way from development encroachment. 

Strategy 7.3: Support projects that address bridge, pavement and system performance targets 
on the National Highway System. 

Strategy 7.4: Support projects that address transit asset management (state-of-good repair) 
targets. 

t:\scott\sk19\update\vis_princ_strat_2045_draft_ 4_mtpo_feb25_x1.docx 
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Exhibit 2 

Year 2040 Long-Range Transportation Plan 
Vision Statement, Principles and Strategies 

As with previous Long-Range Transportation Plans, the vision statement and the supporting 

principles and strategies serve as the cornerstone and building blocks of the 2040 Needs and 

Cost Feasible Plans. The vision statement, principles and strategies are the policy statements 

of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area and 

helped to guide the development of the plan update. The Vision Statement for this plan update 

reads as follows: 

A transportation system that is safe and efficient, setves the mobility needs of people 
and freight, and fosters economic prosperity while minimizing transportation-related fuel 
consumption and air pollution. 

This vision is supported by the following Principles and Strategies: 

Principle 1: Support economic vitality 

Strategy 1.1: Support transportation projects that promote economic development. 

Strategy 1.2: Consider capacity enhancement projects that allow for the expansion of existing 
commercial centers. 

Strategy 1.3: Support projects that improve connectivity to existing or planned economic 
centers. 

Principle 2: Increase safety and security for motorized and non-motorized users 

Strategy 2.1: Support projects that increase safety for all users, such as improved access 
management to reduce crashes, variable message signs to warn motorists of 
unsafe conditions, provision of sidewalks, transit bicycle facilities and late night 
transit services to deter drunk driving. 

Strategy 2.2: Implement techniques and road design to reduce fatalities and serious injuries 
from common intersection crashes and lane departures. 

Strategy 2.3: Support projects that increase security for all users of transit, such as adequate 
lighting at bus stops, equipment on buses and transit facilities to monitor/prevent 
harmful activity and adequate bicycle parking facilities. 

Strategy 2.4: Encourage development of alternative fuel sources and multimodal infrastructure 
to provide continuing transportation services in the event of scarcity. 

Strategy 2.5: Coordinate with appropriate agencies to accommodate incident management and 
emergency management. 
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Principle 3: Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and freight 

Strategy 3.1: Improve the level of service for roads using transportation system management 
strategies (such as computerized traffic signal systems, motorist information 
systems and incident management systems) and transportation demand 
management strategies (such as carpools, transit, bicycling, walking, 
telecommuting and flexible work schedules). 

Strategy 3.2: Encourage the construction of bus bays (turnouts) where possible. 

Strategy 3.3: Preserve the intended function of roads on the Florida Strategic Intermodal 
System for intercity travel and freight movement. 

Strategy 3.4: Expand transit service to improve accessibility, availability and competitiveness of 
transit as a viable travel option. 

Principle 4: Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, 
improve the quality of life and promote consistency between 
transportation improvements and State and local planned growth and 
economic development patterns 

Strategy 4.1: Support land use designations and encourage development plans that reduce 
vehicle miles traveled and are transit-supportive. 

Strategy 4.2: Develop and expand a network that provides multi-modal transportation 
opportunities for bicyclists and pedestrians. 

Strategy 4.3: Reduce adverse impacts of transportation on the environment, including habitat 
and ecosystem fragmentation, wildlife collisions and non-point source pollution. 

-162-

Strategy 4.4: Coordinate transportation and future land use decisions to promote efficient 
development patterns and a choice of transportation modes, consistent with local 
comprehensive plans. 

Principle 5: Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, 
across and between modes, for people and freight 

Strategy 5.1: Construct park-and-ride lots, transit intermodal centers and freight intermodal 
centers at appropriate locations. 

Strategy 5.2: Provide adequate sidewalks to all bus stops and bicycle racks on all buses. 

Principle 6: Promote efficient system management and operation 

Strategy 6.1: Develop a transportation system that disperses traffic throughout the local 
transportation grid rather than concentrating traffic on a few major roads. 

Strategy 6.2: Encourage the development and location of employment and service centers that 
reduce travel distances from residential areas and to transit services. 

2 



Strategy 6.3: Continue to implement a coordinated traffic signal system plan to improve road 
efficiency and to maintain traffic flow. 

Principle 7: Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system 

Strategy 7.1: Direct sufficient resources to preserve existing transportation infrastructure. 

Strategy 7 .2: Protect existing and future road rights-of-way from building encroachment. 

t:\scott\sk19\update\vis_princ_strat_2040_adopted.docx 
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Exhibit 3 

Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act 
10 Planning Factors 

FACTOR 1 The metropolitan transportation planning process shall provide for consideration of 
projects and strategies that will support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, 
especially by enabling global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency; 

FACTOR 2 The metropolitan transportation planning process shall provide for consideration of 
projects and strategies that will increase the safety of the transportation system for 
motorized and nonmotorized users; 

FACTOR 3 The metropolitan transportation planning process shall provide for consideration of 
projects and strategies that will increase the accessibility and mobility options available 
to people and for freight; 

FACTOR 4 The metropolitan transportation planning process shall provide for consideration of 
projects and strategies that will protect and enhance the environment, promote energy 
conservation, promote consistency between transportation improvements and State and 
local planned growth and economic development patterns and improve quality of life; 

FACTOR 5 The metropolitan transportation planning process shall provide for consideration of 
projects and strategies that will enhance the integration and connectivity of the 
transportation system, across and between modes, for people and freight; 

FACTOR 6 The metropolitan transportation planning process shall provide for consideration of 
projects and strategies that will promote efficient system management and operation; 

FACTOR 7 The metropolitan transportation planning process shall provide for consideration of 
projects and strategies that will emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation 
system; 

FACTOR 8 The metropolitan transportation planning process shall provide for consideration of 
projects and strategies that will increase the security of the transportation system for 
motorized and nonmotorized users; 

FACTOR 9 The metropolitan transportation planning process shall provide for consideration of 
projects and strategies that will improve the resiliency and reliability of the 
transportation system and reduce or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface 
transportation: and 

FACTOR lOThe metropolitan transportation planning process shall provide for consideration of 
projects and strategies that will enhance travel and tourism. 

Note - The Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act eight planning factors were 
supplemented with Factors 9 and 10 (shown in underline text) by the Fixing America's 
Surface Transportation Act. 

t: \scott\skl 9\mtpo\memo \2045 _ vision_princ_strat_feb6_x3 .docx 
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Exhibit4 

Office of Policy Planning 

Florida Planning Emphasis Areas-2018 

The Florida Department of Transportation Office of Policy Planning develops Planning Emphasis 

Areas on a two-year cycle in coordination with the development of Metropolitan Planning 

Organizations' respective unified planning work programs. Emphasis areas set planning 

priorities, support the Florida Transportation Plan, and give importance to topic areas which 

MPOs are encouraged to address as they develop their planning programs. Implementation of 

the seven goals of the Florida Transportation Plan requires embracing innovation; extensive 
collaboration across jurisdictions, modes and disciplines; an emphasis on customer service; data 

and performance feedback; and strategic investments for the efficient and effective allocation of 

resources. 

Metropolitan Planning Organizations should consider the following topics when updating their 

Unified Planning Work Plan. 

Rural Transportation Planning 

MAP-21 defined the structure and responsibilities of designated regional transportation planning 

organizations in federal regulations for the first time. Florida Statutes include several provisions 

that require coordination with local governments including those in rural areas. Some rural 

communities in Florida face significant development pressures and need transportation 

investments to handle growing populations and economic activities. Others simply struggle to 

maintain their existing transportation system and with providing services to a spread-out 

community. MPOs are encouraged to plan for and coordinate with rural governmental entities 

both within their planning boundaries as well as those areas outside of the current boundaries 

that are impacted by transportation movements between regions. 

Transportation Performance Measures 

FHWA has finalized six interrelated performance rules to implement the transportation 

performance measures framework established by MAP-21 and the FAST Act. Collectively, the 

rules address challenges facing the transportation system, including: improving safety, 

maintaining the condition of the infrastructure, reducing traffic congestions, improving the 

efficiency of the system and freight movement, protecting the environment, and reducing delays 

in project delivery. The rules established national performance measures. State DOTs and MPOs 

must establish targets for each measure. Planning documents will identify the strategies and 

investments used to reach the targets. Progress towards meeting the targets will be reported 

through new and existing mechanisms. MPOs need to account in their UPWP for the effort 

necessary to satisfy the federal requirements. As MPOs and Florida DOT venture into this first 

round of target setting and adopting performance measures into our planning products, more 

emphasis will be placed on this topic area. The cooperative efforts of Florida's MPOs and DOT to 

insure this new planning tool will be effective and well-coordinated will need to be shown in the 

upcoming UPWPs. 
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Office of Policy Planning 

ACES (Automated/Connected/Electric/Shared-use) Vehicles 

According to the Federal Highway Administration, "Transportation is in the midst of disruptive 

change from new technologies (automated and connected vehicles); new institutions (shared 

mobility firms); and changing attitudes (reduced car ownership). Across the nation, 

transportation planners are under pressure to develop performance-oriented policies, plans, and 

investment decisions that consider an increasingly complex transportation landscape. In the 

process, planners need to consider, but cannot yet reliably predict, the potential impact of 

disruptive and transformational Connected Vehicle (CV) and Automated Vehicle (AV) 

technologies on safety, vehicle ownership, road capacity, VMT, land-use, roadway design, future 

investment demands, and economic development, among others. While some forms of CV and 

AV are already being deployed across the United States, significant unknowns exist regarding the 

rate of technology adoption, which types of technologies will prevail in the marketplace, the 

interaction between CV/AV vehicles and various forms of shared mobility services, and the 

impacts of interim and widespread levels of CV/ AV usage." 

Adopting and supporting innovative technologies and business practices supports all seven goals 

of the Florida Transportation Plan and the federal planning factors found in the FAST Act. ACES 

may lead to great improvements in safety, transportation choices, and quality of life for 

Floridians, our visitors and the Florida economy. Though there is a great deal of speculation and 

uncertainty of the potential impacts these technologies will have, MPOs need to determine how 

best to address the challenges and opportunities presented to them by ACES vehicles. 

Contact Information: 

Mark Reichert, FOOT Administrator for Metropolitan Planning 

850-414-4901 
mark.reichert@dot.state.fl.us 



Exhibit 5 

Year 2045 Long-Range Transportation Plan Update 
Draft Vision Statement, Principles and Strategies 

As with previous Long-Range Transportation Plans, the vision statement and the supporting 
principles and strategies serve as the cornerstone and building blocks of the Year 2045 Needs 
and Cost Feasible Plans. The vision statement, principles and strategies are the policy 

statements of the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville 
Urbanized Area to provide the framework for the development of the plan update. The Vision 
Statement for this plan update reads as follows: 

A transportation system that is safe and efficient, serves the mobility needs of people 
and freight, and fosters economic prosperity while minimizing transportation-related fuel 
consumption and air pollution. 

This vision is supported by the following Principles and Strategies: 

Principle 1: Support economic vitality 

Strategy 1.1: Support transportation projects that promote economic development and 
tourism. 

Strategy 1.2: Consider capacity enhancement projects that allow for the expansion of existing 
commercial centers. 

Strategy 1.3: Support projects that improve connectivity to existing or planned economic 
centers. 

Principle 2: Increase safety and security for motorized and non-motorized users 

Strategy 2.1: Support projects that address safety performance targets and increase safety for 
all users, such as improved access management to reduce crashes, variable 
message signs to '•\larn motorists of unsafe conditions, provision of sidC't't'alks, 
transit bicycle facilities and late night transit services to deter drunk driving. 

Strategy 2.2: Implement techniques and road design to reduce fatalities and serious injuries 
from common intersection crashes and lane departures. 

Strategy 2.3: Support projects that increase safety and security for all users of the non­
motorized transportation system transit, such as adequate lighting at bus stops, 
equipment on buses and transit facilities to monitor/prevent harFAful activity and 
adequate bicycle parking facilities. 

Strategy 2.4: Encourage development of alternative fuel sources and multimodal infrastructure 
to provide continuing transportation services in the event of scarcity. 

Strategy 2.5: Coordinate with appropriate agencies to accommodate incident management and 
emergency management. 
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Principle 3: Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and freight 

Strategy 3.1: Improve the level of service for roads using transportation system management 
strategies (such as computerized traffic signal systems, motorist information 
systems and incident management systems) and transportation demand 
management strategies (such as carpools, transit, bicycling, walking, 
telecommuting and flexible work schedules). 

Strategy 3.2: Encourage the construction of bus bays (turnouts) where possible. 

Strategy 3.3: Preserve the intended function of roads on the Florida Strategic Intermodal 
System for intercity travel and freight movement. 

Strategy 3.4: Expand transit service mobility options, including transit, to improve accessibility, 
availability and competitiveness of transit as a viable travel option. 

Strategy 3.5: Support projects that will improve the resiliency and reliability of the 
transportation system. 

Strategy 3.6: Support innovative technologies projects that will enhance the efficiency of the 
transportation system, such as automated and connected vehicles. shared-use 
vehicles and alternative-fueled vehicles. 

Principle 4: Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, 
improve the quality of life and promote consistency between 
transportation improvements and State and local planned growth and 
economic development patterns 

Strategy 4.1: Support land use designations and encourage development plans that reduce 
vehicle miles traveled and are transit-supportive. 

Strategy 4.2: Develop and expand a network that provides multi modal transportation for safe 
and convenient opportunities for bicyclists and pedestrians. 

Strategy 4.3: Reduce adverse impacts of transportation on the environment, including habitat 
and ecosystem fragmentation, wildlife collisions and non-point source pollution. 

Strategy 4.4: Coordinate transportation and future land use decisions to promote efficient 
development patterns and a choice of transportation modes, consistent with local 
comprehensive plans. 

Strategy 4.5: Support wojects that will reduce or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface 
transportation. 
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Principle 5: Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, 
across and between modes, for people and freight 

Strategy 5.1: Construct park and ride lots, transit intermodal centers Develop mobility hubs 
and freight intermodal centers at appropriate locations. 

Strategy 5.2: Provide adequate sidewalks to all bus stops and bicycle racks on all buses. 

Principle 6: Promote efficient system management and operation 

Strategy 6.1: Develop a transportation system that disperses traffic throughout the local 
transportation grid rather than concentrating traffic on a few major roads. 

Strategy 6.2: Encourage the development and location of employment and service centers that 
reduce travel distances from residential areas and to transit services. 

Strategy 6.3: Continue to implement a coordinated traffic signal system plan to improve road 
efficiency and to maintain traffic flow. 

Principle 7: Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system 

Strategy 7 .1: Direct sufficient resources to preserve existing transportation infrastructure. 

Strategy 7.2: Protect existing and future road rights-of-way from building development 
encroachment. 

Strategy 7.3: Support projects that address bridge, pavement and system performance targets 
on the National Highway System. 

Strategy 7.4: Support projects that address transit asset management (state-of-good repair) 
targets. 

t:\scott\sk19\update\vis_princ_strat_2045_draft_tac_cac_rex_x5.docx 

3 -171-



-172-



Central 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 

v 
Serving Alachua 

Bradford • Columbia 

Dixie • Gilchrist • Hamilton 

Lafayette • Levy • Madison 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

2009 NW 67th Place, Gainesville, FL 32853-1603 • 352. 955. 2200 

February 18,2019 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

Scott R. Koons, AICP, Executive Director7'(Z, J 

Intelligent Transportation System and Traffic Management System Update 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Receive presentation. 

BACKGROUND 

At its June 25, 2018 meeting, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization for the Gainesville 
Urbanized Area discussed Transportation Improvement Program projects. During this discussion, a 
member requested an update of the time line and activity of the Intelligent Transportation System and 
Traffic Management System. Exhibit 1 shows a timeline of these programs and projects. 

In addition, City of Gainesville staff will provide an update on Traffic Management Center activity. 
Exhibit 2 includes information provided by the City of Gainesville. 

Attachments 

t:\scott\skl9\mtpo\memo\its_tms_trip_timeline_mtpo_feb25.docx 
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Date 

6/1111998 

911711998 

91911999 

10112/2000 

8/16/2001 

8/9/2002 

21312003 

8/14/2003 

512612004 

8114/2003 

12/9/2004 

5/16/2005 

8/30/2005 

8/30/2005 

10/17/2005 

10/17/2005 

1113/2005 

1113/2005 

31912006 

31912006 

51212006 

6/15/2006 

6115/2006 

8110/2006 

12/14/2006 

12/14/2006 

21112007 

4/12/2007 

4/12/2007 

5/3112007 

5/31/2007 

10/11/2007 

5/29/2008 

11113/2008 

11113/2008 

11113/2008 

12/1112008 

EXHIBIT! 

Intelligent Transportation System, Traffic Management System and 

Transportation Regional Incentive Program Timeline 

MTPOTopic Action 

ITS/Traffic Signal Master Plan Requested Traffic Signal Master Plan Implementation 

List of Priority Projects Traffic Signal Master Plan Implementation - Priority 4 

List of Priority Projects Traffic SignaJ Master Plan Implementation - Priority 4 

List of Priority Projects Traffic Signal Master Plan Implementation - Priority 4 

List of Priority Projects Trnffic Signal Master Plan Implementation - Priority 2 

List of Priority Projects Traffic Signal Master Plan Implementation - Priority 2 

Traffic Signal Issues (SW 34 Street) Gainesville Traffic SignaJ System presentation 

List of Priority Projects Traffic Signal Master Plan Implementation - Priority l 

ITS Consortium Establishment of ITS Consortium 

List of Priority Projects Traffic Signal Master Plan Implementation - Priority 1 

ITS Regional Architecture and Standards Adopted ITS Regional Architecture and Standards 

Transportation Improvement Program Four-Lane Arterial Connector Federal Earmark Project 

List of Priority Projects Traffic Signal Master Plan Implementation - Priority l 

Traffic Signal System Requested Traffic Signal Master Plan Phasing and Costs 

Traffic Management System Cost Estimates Scheduled Needs Plan/Cost Feasible Plan Public Hearing 

Transportation Regional Incentive Program Received Presentation on TRIP funding 

2025 Needs Plan Amended to Add Traffic Management System Project 

2025 Cost Feasible Plan Adopted Traffic Management System as Priority I 

Adopted SW 62 Boulevard Connector Federal Earmark Project 

TRIP Regional Partnership Received Presentation on TRIP Partnership 

Gainesville Traffic Management System Traffic Signal Master Plan Implementation Presentation 

Transportation Improvement Program SW 62 Boulevard Connector - Planning and Right-Of-Way 

L ist of Priority Projects Traffic Management System - Priority 1 

TRIP Grant Status Received TRIP Grant Application Status Report 

TRIP Interlocal Agreement Approved TRIP Interlocal Agreement 

Regional Transportation Plan Interlocal Approved Revised TRIP Interlocal Agreement 

TRIP Executive Committee Appointed CommissionersMastrodicasa and Pinkoson 

TRIP Executive Committee meeting Approval of Regional Transportation Plan 

Approval of TRIP Application 

Traffic Management System Received Letter of Support from Congresswoman Brown 

TRIP Grant status Received Report on TRIP Executive Committee Actions 

Transportation Improvement Program Traffic Management System - Locally funded 

List of Priority Projects Traffic Management System - Priority l 

Traffic Management System TRIP Funding Notification - Phases 1 and 2 

List of Priority Projects SW 62 Boulevard Connector - Priority 1 

Interstate 75 ITS [Message Boards/Cameras] Approval and Letter of Support of Interstate 7 5 ITS Application 

Traffic Management System Installation Status Report 

SW 62 Boulevard Connector Approval of Corridor Alignment/Interim Project Scope 

Transportation Improvement Program Amended to Delete SW 62 Boulevard Connector Right-Of-Way 

Amended to Approve Interim Projects Construction* 
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Date 

3/2/2009 

6/8/2009 

6/8/2009 

5/10/2010 

10/27/2010 

5/2/2011 

6/4/2012 

2/4/2013 

6/3/2013 

6/3/2013 

12/2/2013 

121912013 

4/14/2014 

6/2/2014 

8/3/2015 

10/5/2015 

12/14/2015 

211612016 

5/2/2016 

6/27/2016 

6/27/2016 

6/5/2017 

6/5/2017 

6/25/2018 

6/25/2018 

12/17/2018 

2/25/2019 

EXHIBIT 1 (Continued) 

Intelligent Transportation System, Traffic Management System and 
Transportation Regional Incentive Program Timeline 

MTPOTopic Action 

SW 62nd Boulevard Connector Approval of Corridor Bus Rapid Transit Alignment 

List of Priority Projects SW 62 Boulevard Connector - TRIP Priority l 

SW 62 Boulevard Connector Approval of Interim Project 30 Percent Design 

List of Priority Projects SW 62nd Boulevard Connector - Priority 1 

2035 Cost Feasible Plan Adopted Interstate 75 ITS - Priority 1 

Oaks Mall to Airport Bus Rapid Transit Feasibility Study 

List of Priority Projects SW 62 Boulevard Connector - TRIP Priority 1 

Traffic Management System Phase V (I-75) - ITS Priority 1 

List of Priority Projects SW 62 Boulevard Connector - TRIP Priority 1 

Traffic Management System Phase V (I-75) - ITS Priority 1 

I-75 ITS Update Received Presentation 

List of Priority Projects SW 62 Boulevard Connector - TRIP Priority 1 

Traffic Management System Phase V (1-75)- ITS Priority 1 

Transportation Improvement Program I-75 ITS Installation Marion County line to Archer Road 

TRIP SW 62 Connector/Executive Committee Appointed Commissioners Bottcher and Pinkoson 

Recommended Approval of SW 62 Boulevard Connector 

TRIP Executive Committee meeting Approval ofTRJP Application [4-Lane Roadway) 

Transportation Improvement Program Amended To Add SW 62 Boulevard Connector PD&E Study 

List of Priority Projects SW 62 Boulevard Connector - TRIP Priority 1 

List of Priority Projects SW 62 Boulevard Connector - TRIP Priority 1 

2035 Cost Feasible Plan SW 62 Boulevard Connector - Priority 1 and 2 [STBG Funds] 

Transportation Improvement Program Amended to Add US 441 ITS Message Boards 

TRIP Executive Committee meeting Approval ofTRJP Application [2-Lane Interim Project] 

SW 62 Boulevard Connector Revised TRIP Application Submittal Notification 

FDOT I-75 ITS Application Approved 1-75 ITS Application Letter of Support 

List of Priority Projects SW 62 Boulevard Connector - TRIP Priority 1 

List of Priority Projects SW 62 Boulevard Connector - TRIP Priority 1 

Transportation Improvement Program I-75 ITS Installation Countywide 

SW 62 Boulevard Connector Interim Project Rigbt-Of-Way 

Draft List of Priority Projects SW 62 Boulevard Connector - TRIP Priority 1 

Draft Transportation Improvement Program SW 62nd Boulevard Connector Interim Project Construction 

FHW A Innovative Highway Program Grant Receive Presentation 

ITS I Traffic Management System Update Receive Presentation 

FDOT - Florida Department of Transportation; FHW A - Federal Highway Administration; ITS - Intelligent Transportation System; 

I-75 - Interstate 75; PD&E - Project Development and Environment; STBG - Surface Transportation Block Grant; 

TIP - Transportation Improvement Program; TRIP- Transportation Regional Incentive Program 

*Interim Projects - SW 20 Avenue Transit Superstop and SW 43 Street and SW 40 Boulevard Intersection Modifications 

Italic text indicates TRIP Executive Committee activity. 
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PAST 
PRESENT 
FUTURE 

Past 

EXHIBIT2 

Intelligent Transportation Systems 
(ITS) and (TMS) 

Traffic Management System 

Gainesville. 

MOBILITY 
MTPO - February 2019 Update 

Emmanuel Posadas, PE, PTOE 

• 1984. Original Traffic Signal Master Plan was 
developed for the Gainesville Urban Area. 

• 1987. A Computerized Traffic Signal System was 
installed. System was based on command line, 
DOS based and copper communications (1200-
2400 baud modems) 

• 1997. Study was performed to determine the 
future needs of the County 

• 2007. $18.2M TMS/TRIP (Transportation Regional 
Incentive Program) funding for Countywide Traffic 
Management System. 

• 2017. Completion of TMS/TRIP 

1\!.111 '.J Gainesville. 

~~ MOBILITY 

2/1/2019 
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Traffic Operations TEAM 

LEGEND 
Signals 

Unit 8051 

Traffic nanagement 
Unit 805i! 

--------------, 
: ITS Tealft I 

1 urr1noi /CoG - t 
I -rroo5port.otl on hchnology I 
I (V/ A\I'\ "'' h 75FRAHE I 
t.!!"~!:!!'!.-- ______ j 

www.gac-smarttraffic.com 

Signals - Traffic Operations Provides Maintenance and 
Operations for: 

• Traffic Signals and 

• Connected and/or Electrified 
Traffic Control Devices, 

• Supporting infrastructure 
(sensors, telematics, 
detection) 
Any Field Hardware and 
Infrastructure as it relates to 
Traffic Signals and Traffic 
Management 

Partners include: 
• Florida Department of 

Transportation 
• Alachua County 
• University of Florida 

• Other Cities (Alachua, Archer, 
Hawthorne, High Springs, and 
Waldo) 

2/1/2019 
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Traffic Management System 
(TMS) 

... 
Lll' llJI 
~~ I 

SMAR1rRAFFIC 

Traffic Operations Resources 

.....;r- Ca pita I Hifrastructure {left Axis} 

s 70, 000, 000 

$69,500,000 " -
$69,000,000 

s63"°°,ooo 

$68,000,000 

$67,500,000 

567,000,000 

566,500,000 

566,000,000 

565,!iQO,OQO 
J ______ 

565,000,000 

2015 2016 

Provides Engineering and 
Technology for 

• For Traffic Signals and underlying 
infrastructure of network and 
sensors 

• County/City wide ITS( Intelligent 
Transportation Systems)/ATMS 
(Advance Traffic Management 
Systems) Infrastructure 
Fiber Optic Network, Servers, 
Applications, Enterprise 
Databases, Connectivity, 
Website and Traveler 
Information 

Provides Additional Services for 
Coordination with Statewide 
Traveler Information "FLSll" 
Intelligence to law enforcement 
partners (Florida Highway Patrol, 
Alachua County Sheriff's Office, 
Gainesville Police) 

• Major Event Traffic Management 
and Support (i.e Florida Gators 
Home Football Games) 

Reim bursments (Right Axis) -O&M (Right Axis ) 

$2,500,000 

$2,000,000 

$1,500,000 

$1,000,000 

- - ' $500,000 

$-
2017 2018 

~· - - c.pltoJ I '=-lnflutnxtun. (IA!fl Rot• of ......... OIM-.r 
Yeu lllllfit-1 -·- _, - --~ 

..._ 
2015 $ 462.296 1 s 66.760.000 : 7 "'-···- l 
2016 s 656,806 42.D~ $ 67,428.000 0.9711 $1,0M .... 7,1711 

2017 s \!01.5.99 37.2~ s 68 847 000 ZlOll u~·-- n-
2018 s 914.716 L45'1o S 69.b33.000 1.14!< $1.919.411 -14'1l 

2/1/2019 
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Intelligent Transportation 

Systems (ITS) - Team 

. ..I ... 

-!- !I-' "' ·11 ~~ 
•{ .. 

UF/ FOOT/ CoG Testbed 

• CV- Connected Vehicle (DSRC 

, 4G and SG experiments) 

• V21- Vehicle to Infrastructure 

Technologies 

• Sensor Fusion (Vision, Radar, 

Lidar, Radio experiments) 

• 1-75 FRAME - Regional Scale 

V21 project 

• Trapezium - Vehicular Scale 

V21 project 

• FHWA AID- Pedestrian Scale 

V21 project 

• OEM , Manufacturing and 

Data Analytics partnerships 

2/1/2019 
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SCHEDULED 2019 MTPO AND COMMITTEE MEETING DATES AND TIMES 

 
PLEASE NOTE:  All of the dates and times shown in 

this table are subject to being changed during the year. 

 
MTPO  

MEETING 
MONTH 

 
 

TAC [At 2:00 p.m.] 
CAC [At 7:00 p.m.] 

 
 

B/PAB 
[At 7:00 p.m.] 

 
 

MTPO 
MEETING 

 
FEBRUARY 

 
February 6 

 

 
February 7 

 
February 25 at 3:00 p.m. 

 
MAY 

 
April 3 

TAC @ NCFRPC 

 
April 4 

 

 
April 22 at 3:00 p.m. 

 
JUNE 

 

 
June 5 

 

 
June 6 

 

 
June 24 at 5:00 p.m. 

 
AUGUST 

 

 
August 7 

 

 
August 8 

 
August 26 at 3:00 p.m. 

 
OCTOBER 

 
October 2 

 

 
October 3 

 
October 28 at 3:00 p.m. 

 

 
DECEMBER 

 

 
November 20 

 

 
November 21 

 
December 16 at 5:00 p.m. 

 
Note, unless otherwise scheduled: 
 

1. Technical Advisory Committee meetings are conducted in the General Purpose Meeting Room of the  
Gainesville Regional Utilities Administration Building; 

2. Citizens Advisory Committee meetings are conducted in the Grace Knight Conference Room of the  
Alachua County Administration Building; and 

3. Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization meetings are conducted at the John R. “Jack” Durrance 
Auditorium of the Alachua County Administration Building unless noted. 

 
 
MTPO means Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 
TAC means Technical Advisory Committee 
CAC means Citizens Advisory Committee 
B/PAB means Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Board 
NCFRPC means North Central Florida Regional Planning Council 
 

VI



 

 

 

Use the QR Reader App 
on your smart phone to 

visit our website! 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization 
for the Gainesville Urbanized Area 

 
2009 NW 67th Place, Gainesville, FL  32653 

www.ncfrpc.org/mtpo




