




















































EXHIBIT 1 

STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

STATE INFRASTRUCTURE BANK APPLICATION 
350·02()'05 

FINANCIAL DEVELOPMENT 
11110 

Page 1 015 

I. APPLICANT INFORMATION 

Date AlUlglUlst 1, 2011 

Project Sponsor/Borrower City of GaolnHesviDDe 

Prepared By City of GahllesviDIe RegoonaB Transut System 

Located in FDOT DistricUEnterprise 2 --------------------------
Applicant Regional Transit System (RTS) 

Contact Person 

Mailing Address: 

JeslUls Gomez, Transit Directorl DOlUlg Robinson, Chief Transit PDanner 

Street Address 100 SE 10th AvenlUle 

City Gainesville State FL Zip 32602 

(352) 393-7852 F PV< (352) 334-2607 Phone 

E-mail gomezjm@cityofgainesviDle.org 

Borrower Fiscal Year Ends September 

Project Sponsor/Borrower's audited financial statements or opinions available? ® Yes 0 No 0 N/A 

Project Sponsor/Borrower's Financial Stability 

(See City of GainesviUUe financial Report at: 
ht1tp:/Iwww.cotyofgainesviDBe.org/GOVIERINlMIEINlT/CityDepartmentsAM/BlUlcdlgetfinancel 
funanciaBOperatongPlan/tabicdl/186/DefalUlDt.aspx ) 

II. PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS 

Name of Project RTS Acdlministratoon, Operations ancdl Maontenance facoDuty 

Location (city, county, or termini) City of Gainesvme, AlachlUla COlUlnty 

Is this project eligible to receive federal funds? ® Yes 0 No 

Is the project part of the Strategic Intermodal System (SIS)? 0 Yes ® No 

Is the project part of the Emerging Strategic Intermodal System (SIS)? 0 Yes ® No 

Is the project eligible for the Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP)? 0 Yes ® No 

Brief Narrative Description of Project (include milepost if applicable) 

This project wOIUIDcdI be compDetecdl in fOlUlr phases. Phase 1 incUlUlcdles constrlUlctucllJI'Il of a new maontell1lance 
faciHity to maintain ancdl store at Beast 100 blUlses. Phase II provocdles capacity for 50 acdlcdlitional blUlses. 
Phases m all1lcdl va wOlUllcdl allow RTS to flUllfiDO the goaDs all1lcdl objectoves of the MPO's acdloptecdl long Range 
Trall1lsportation Plan. In total, this project oncllUlcdles blUliUcdling 17 blUls maintenall1lce bays, three 
articlUllatecdl blUls maoll1ltenall1lce bays, 31,000 gross sqlUlare feet of maintenance SIUlPPOrt area, a bocdly 
shop, three blUls seNice lanes, boo-cdliesel storage taniks, an oll1ltegratecdl operatoons facmty, pariking for 
230 blUlses, ancdl a new acdlmonistratioll1l/operations blUliDcdloll1lg. 

Maturity of Project 

!Project clUlrrell1ltDy is 01l1l Design-BlUliDcdI selection process 
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Ownership of Project 

350-020-05 
FINANCIAL DEVELOPMENT 

11/10 
Page 2 of5 

The new facility prOlject wiDU be managed by a COlll'llstrllJlctiOlII'II PrOlject Manager frOlm the City Olf 
Gaoll'llesviUDe General Services Admill'llistratiOlII'II with assistance frOlm the RTS Maintenance Manager. 
The faciDity wOlIlJlDd be Olwll'lled by the City Olf Gaoll'llesviBDe. 

Project Benefits 
The new RTS OperatiOlll'lls, Admill'llistratiOlII'II and Maintenance facility wiDB bring II'IIllJ1merOlIlJlS benefits, 
ill'llclllJldill'llg the creatiOlII'II of new jobs; ability tOl maintain articllJllated bllJlses; centralized parts stOlrage; 
and larger capacity to store more parts Ol1'II site, allOlwill'llg fOlr qllJlicker repairs and less dOlwll'lltime dllJle tOl 
oll'llsllJlfficiell'llt parts avaiHabiBity. The new Maoll'lltell'llall'llce facility wfiDI alsOl Dll'llcHllJIde a bOldy shOlp, aBDOlwill'llg 
RTS to carry OllJlt any necessary bOldywork Ol1'II site and decrease vehicle repaor time. Lastly, RTS wiBI 
have the capacity to expand services for mOlre tha11'II a decade. 

Estimated Project Start Date 

Estimated Completion Date 

Total Project Costs 

April 20112 

September 20114 

$ 50,000,000 (All Phases) 

Has project sponsor/borrower secured a loan from the SIB before? 

Are there any factors that may cause project not to be completed? 

® Yes 0 No 

o Yes ® No 

If yes, please describe ________________________________ _ 

III. FUNDING SOURCES 
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(Note: These entries should sum to the estimated total project cost) 

Requested SIB Loan Amount 

Prior SIB Loan Amount Awarded on this Project 

Federal Grants 

State Grants 

Local Grants 

Private Contributions 

Bonds Proceeds or Other Borrowed Capital 

Other (specify) 

Estimated Total Project Cost 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

8,1100,000 

0 

113,479,4911 

0 

235,828 

0 

0 

0 

211 ,8115,3119 (Phase I and part Olf Phase 1m) 

IF BONDS (OR OTHER DEBT INSTRUMENT) WilL BE USED TO HELP FINANCE THIS PROJECT, PLEASE 
SPECIFY: 

Anticipated Date of Bond Sale 

Type of Bond (G.O., Revenue) 

Tax-Exempt (yes, no) 

Issuer fDOT 

IE N/A 

SllJIrface Trall'llsportatiOlII'II PrOlgram (STP) fllJlll'llds 

o Yes 0 No 

---------------------------------------



IV. LOAN CHARACTERISTICS 

Requested SIB Loan Amount $ 8,1100,000 

Interest Rate o % 

Term __ 11_11_ years 

350-020-05 
FINANCIAL DEVELOPMENT 

11/10 
Page 3 of5 

Draw-down Schedule 

Estimated Loan 
Disbursement Date 

July 20113 

July 20114 

Amount 

$ 4,000,000 

$ 4,1100,000 

$ -----, 
$ 

$_------
Total $ 8,11 00,000 

Estimated Loan Repayment Schedule: 

Loan Pymt. Date Amount Loan Pymt. Date Amount Loan Pymt. Date Amount 

101011 20114 $ 500,000 101011 $ 101011 $ ---- --~ 

101011 20115 $ 500,000 101011 $ 101011 $ 

101011 20116 $ 420,000 101011 $ 101011 $ ---- --
101011 20117 $ 420,000 101011 $ 101011 $ 

101011 20118 $ 420,000 101011 $ 101011 $ --
101011 20119 $ 420,000 101011 $ 101011 $ 

101011 2020 $ 420,000 101011 $ 101011 $ ---
101011 20211 $ 11,250,000 101011 $ 10/011 $ ---
101011 2022 $ 11,250,000 101011 $ 101011 $ ---
101011 2023 $ 11,250,000 101011 $ 101011 $ _._-
101011 2024 $ 11,250,000 101011 $ 101011 $ ---
101011 $ 101011 $ ---

Projects with a higher present value of repayments, having the most secure sources of funding to repay loan, a higher 
level of financial feasibility and have financial safeguards as back-up sources to complete project and ensure loan will be 
repaid fare better during the financial and risk assessment analysis. 

If local fees, taxes andlor general revenue dollars are pledged to repay loan, an adopted resolution executed by the board 
of county commissioners will need to be in place committing the revenues for repayment of loan if awarded. 

Primary Repayment Source 

Secondary Repayment Source 
or Alternative Backstop 

Purpose of Loan 

Suriace TwaB1lsplOlli1ail:ilOlB1l IPwlOlSjwam (STIP) fUB1lds 

fTA Secil:ooB1l 5309, IFTA Secil:ilOlB1l 5307 

The accelewail:e il:he cIOlB1lsil:wucil:iIOlB1l IOlf a B1Iew TwaB1ls6il: Opewail:oIOlB1lS, AdmoB1lisil:wail:ioB1l aB1ld MaiB1lteB1laB1lce lFacmil:y. 
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Lien Position 

Are there any factors that may cause loan not to be repaid? 0 Yes ® No 

If yes, please describe 

Are there any traffic and revenue risks associated with this project? 0 Yes ® No 

If yes, please describe 

v. REPAYMENT PLEDGE 

If the repayment source pledged to repay the loan has been rated, please complete: 

Current Underlying Rating 
Select "None" if not rated. 

Moody's 

Issuer Minimum Coverage Ratio 

Source of Revenue for Servicing Debt 

Maturity(ies) 

S&P Fitch 

-------

Other Information (e.g. insurance or other credit enhancement? Interaction with SIB loan?) 

l1!.I N/A 

350-020-05 
FINANCIAL DEVELOPMENT 

11/10 
Page 4 of5 

The City of GaulI'IlesviUUe Regioll'llaB Trall'llsit System received fill'll 11999 a 5mB Boall'll for li:»lUIS plUlrchase. 

Project all'lld paymell'llt were compBeted as schedlUlled. 
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Benefits of SIB Assistance 
Select multiple items and response if 
appropriate. 

Other Comments 

mI Project Acceleration 

Production Date without SIB Loan 

Estimated Production Date with SIB Loan 

2025 

2014 

o Improved Accessibility of Other Debt Financing 

o Improved Affordability of Other Debt Financing 

350·02Q.()5 
FINANCIAL DEVELOPMENT 

11/10 
Page 5 015 

---
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EXHIBIT 2 

TABLE 3 

YEAR 2035 TRANSIT COST FEASIBLE JP'LAI"T 

Surface Transportation Program (Cost Feasible !lan Revenues = $36.1 million) 

Oaks Mall to Airport Bus Oaks Mall to Airport 
Rapid Transit Alternatives (via Archer Road 
Analysis and Downtown) NA $0.4 

Santa Fe to Oaks Mall Bus 
Rapid Transit Feasibility 
Study and Alternatives Santa Fe to Oaks 

2 Analysis Mall NA $0.6 

Downtown to Butler 
Plaza via University 9.0 

3 Streetcar Feasibility Study of Florida (One-way) $1.0 

Intermodal CenterlPark (location to be 
4 and Ride Lot determined) NA $1.4 

Transit Maintenance 
5 Facility NA NA 

T:\Marlie\MSII\Update\transitoct27 docx 
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EXHIBIT 3 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (STP) PROJECTS 
IN THE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

SAlSLPR6JECfs&'TIP. 

Archer Road- resurfacing (SL) $2,151,000 
SE 16th Avenue- TSM (SA) $250,000 $250,000 
NW 34th Street at YMCA- add turnlanes (SA) $206,000 
NE 19th Place- construct sidewalk (SL) $490,000 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (STP) PROJECTS 
PRIORITIES IN THE YEAR 2035 COST FEASmLE PLAN 

1 

2 
3 
4 
5 

PROJECT 

Oaks Mall to Airport BRT Alternatives 
Analysis 
Santa Fe to Oaks Mall BRT Feasibility 
Study and Alternatives Analysis 
Streetcar Feasibility Study 
Intermodal CenterlPark and Ride Lot 
Transit Maintenance Facility 

t\mariie\ms II \rts\stptipms.docx 

. <ESl'JiM1A.l'ED . 
·COSl'· . 

FUNDED IN TIP 

FUNDED IN TIP 
$1,000,000 
$1,400,000 

$50,000,000 

$1,000,000 
$1,000,000 $400,000 

$600,000 $1,000,000 
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I 
CentraD 
FDorida 
RegDonaU 
PDannong 
COlUlncoO 

Ale­

Columbia 

Hamilton • Laf; 
Only 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

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

July 7, 2011 

TO: MTPO Technical Advisory Committee (T AC) 

FROM: Marlie Sanderson, AICP, Director of TranspOliation Planning 

SUBJECT: MTPO Urban Design Policy Manual 

MTPOSTAFFRECO~NDATION 

Recommend that the MTPO discuss the issues and alternatives discussed below and give MTPO staff 
policy direction concerning the Urban Design Policy Manual. 

BACKGROUND 

Over the years, the MTPO has adopted urban design/planning policies for the Gainesville Metropolitan 
Area. The original purpose of these policies was to establish design standards that would be consistently 
applied in both the City of Gainesville and unincorporated pOliions of Alachua County. For example, one 
adopted policy is to require mast arm traffic signals that are painted black with horizontal signal heads. 
Since December 2000, these design/planning policies have been incorporated into the enclosed document 
entitled Urban Design Policy Manual. 

A review of this Manual indicates that some of the policies are not consistent with current policies of the 
Florida Department of Transportation (FOOT), City of Gainesville and/or Alachua County. For example, 
FOOT's current policy is to only install strain pole traffic signals, unless the City of Gainesville or 
Alachua County agree to provide the funds for the additional cost of mast arm installation (estimated to 
be about $250,000 per intersection). In addition, FOOT will only paint the mast arms black if the City or 
County execute a Paint Maintenance Agreement to maintain the painting should a paint failure occur. 

Listed below are several alternatives for the MTPO to consider concerning how to proceed with this issue: 

Alternative 1- revise/update the current policies in the Manual as needed. 

Alternative 2- streamline the Manual to only include a limited number of the most impOliant 
design issues. 

Alternative 3·· "sunset" the Manual (which will abolish/repeal all of the policies contained in the 
ManuaD· 

t\marlie\ms12\dt manual\manualpolicy.docx 

Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, 
by coordinating growth management, protecting regionel resources, 

promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments. 
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CentraD 
FDoruda 
RegionaD 
PUannung 
COlUlncul 

July 25, 2011 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Columbia 0 Dixie • Gilchrist 

Hamilton • Lafayette • Madison 

Suwannee 0 Taylor • Union Counties 

2008 NW 67th Place, Gainesville, FL 32653 -1 603 • 352.855.2200 

Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization (MTPO) 

Marlie Sanderson, AICP, Director of Transp0l1ation Planning 

Federal Transportation Authorization Bill 

MTPO STAFF RECOMM:ENDATION 

No action required. This agenda item is for information only. 

BACKGROUND 

It is anticipated that soon, Congress will release draft legislation for the next Federal Transpo11ation 
Authorization Bill. One proposal currently being discussed would eliminate MPOs with populations that 
are less than 200,000 (the latest estimate of the population in the MTPO area is approximately 181,000). 

A member of the MTPO has requested information conceming "the consequences of not having the 
MTPO." Listed below are the consequences that have been identified by MTPO staff if the MTPO was 
eliminated for the Gainesville Urbanized Area. 

Approval of Projects Using Federal and State Transportation Funds 

The City of Gainesville Commission and Alachua County Commission will be removed from the 
decision-making process to approve federally-funded and state-funded transportation projects. As a 
result, federal and/or state funds could be used to construct a transportation prqject that is not supp0l1ed 
by the City of Gainesville and/or Alachua County. For example, federal and/or state funds could be used 
to widen an intersection by adding a righHurn lane adjacent to an elementmy school, even if the City or 
County is not in favor of widening this intersection. 

Section 33917.5 (4) (8) 1., Florida Statutes states that "The transportation improvement program must, at a minimum 
". include projects and project phases to befunded with state andfederalfunds within the time period of the 
transportation improvement program and which are recommendedfor advancement during the next fiscal year and 4 
subsequent fiscal years, .. 

Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, 
by coordinating growth management, protecting regional resources, 

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

The City of Gainesville will not formally participate in the armual transportation project selection process 
with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT). FDOT would only formally consult with the 
Alachua County Board of County Commissioners. However, the Board of County Commissioners would 
not have the authority to approve or disapprove federally-funded and state-funded transportation projects. 

Section 339.135 (4) (c) 1., Florida Statutes states that "the board o/county commissioners shall serve as the 
metropolitan planning organization/or those counties that are not located in a metropolitan planning organization 

" 

Formal Transportation Planning Process 

There will not be a fonnal process to develop transportation plans and programs for the Gainesville 
Metropolitan Area [Section 339.175 (1), Florida Statutes]. 

The Gainesville Metropolitan Area will not have an updated long range transpOliation plan that is jointly 
prepared by Alachua County and the City of Gainesville, with input from the University of Florida, the 
MTPO Rural Advisory and MTPO Advisory Committees. 

The Florida Department of Transportation will select projects for implementation without the benefit of 
an updated long range transportation plan for the Gainesville Metropolitan Area. 

The Florida Department of Transportation will not receive a list of project priorities each year that has 
been jointly developed by the City of Gainesville Commission and Alachua County Board of County 
Commissioners. 

Participation in the Planning Process 

The University of Florida will not formally participate in the transportation planning process for the 
Gainesville Metropolitan Area. 

Forum for Cooperative Decision-making 

A federally-mandated fonnn for open discussion of transportation issues and cooperative decision-making 
across jurisdictional boundaries by local elected officials, state officials, public agencies, transpOliation 
operators and citizens will no longer exist. 

t\marI ie\ms 12\mtpo\memo \consequences.docx 
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TlECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMJ[TTlElE (T AC) 
ATTlENDANClERlECORD 

liN VIOLATION 
MEETING MEETING IF ABSENT 

TACMEMBER DATE DATE AT NEXT 
AND ALTERNATE ORGANIZATION 3/2/2011 4/20/2011 MEETING? 

STEVE LACHNICHT Alachua County NO 
Alt - Jonathan Paul Department of Growth Management 
Alt - Jeff Hays Office of Planning and Development P P 
Alt - Kathleen Pagan 

RICHARD HEDRICK Alachua County A NO 
Alt- Ha Nguyen, Chair Public Works Department P 
Alt- Michael Fay 
Alt - Dave Cerlanek 

DEKOVABATEY Alachua CountylCity of Gainesville/MTPO P P NO 
Alt- Vacant Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Board 

Vacant Alachua CountylCity of Gainesville YES 
Alt- Steve Kabat Arborist A A 

ERIK BREDFELDT City of Gainesville NO 
Alt - Dean Mimms Department of Community Development P P 
Alt - Onelia Lazzari* 
Alt - Jason Simmons** 

DEBBIE LEISTNER City of Gainesville P P NO 
Alt- Vacant Department of Public Works 
Alt- Phil Mann 

JESUS GOMEZ City of Gainesville NO 
Alt- Doug Robinson, V Chair Regional Transit System P P 
Alt- David Smith 

MICHAEL IGUINA Gainesvillel Alachua County A A YES 
Alt- Michelle Danisovzsky Regional Airport Authority 
Alt- Allan Penksa 

JOHN GIFFORD Gainesville Regional Utilities P P NO 
Alt - Steve Phelps 

KAREN TAULBEE Florida A P NO 
Alt - Thomas Hill Department of Transportation 
Alt - Milton Locklear 

SCOTT KOONS North Central Florida NO 
Alt - Steve Dopp Regional Planning Council P P 

BILL REESE" Santa Fe College - - -
Facilities Services 

HARREL HARRISON School Board of Alachua County A A YES 
Alt- Edward Gable 
Alt- David Deas 

LINDA DIXON University of Florida P A NO 
Alt - Carol Walker Facilities Planning & Construction Division 

SCOTT FOX University of Florida A P NO 
Alt- Ron Fuller Transportation & Parking Services 
LEGEND KEY - P - Present A - Absent * - New Member me\p\em II \tac\attendance T AC xis 

* City of Gainesville Level of Service (LOS) Subcommittee Member; ** LOS Subcommittee Alternate only 
" Santa Fe College representative currently is a non-voting position 

Attendance Rule: 
I Each voting member of the TAC may name one (I) or more alternates who may vote only in the absence of that member on a one vote per member basis 

Each member of the T AC is expected to demonstrate his or her interest in the T AC's activities through attendance of the scheduled meetings, except for reaons of an unavoidable 

nature In each instance of an unavoidable absence, the absent member should ensure that one of his or her alternates attends No more tilat three (3) consecutive absences 

will be allowed by the member The T AC shall deal with consistent abseilces and is empowered to recommend corrective action for MTPO consideration 
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ClfTIZENS ADVISORY COMMlfTTEE (CAC) 

ATTENDANCE RECORD 

NAME 

TERM 

EXPIRES 612/2010 8/4/2010 9/1/2010 9/2212010 12/1/2010 4/20/2011 

PERCENT IF 

ABSENT AT 

NEXT 

MEETING 

712012011 

LEGEND KEY - P-Present; E-Excused Absence; A-Unexcused Absence t\mikelem IllcaclaUd_ cae 11 xis 

ATTENDANCE RULE 

Any appointee of the MTPO to the CAC shall be automatically removed from the committee upon filing with the Chainnan of the MTPO appropriate proof that such 

person has had three (3) or more consecutive unexcused absences, or that the overall attendance record of any such person (including excused and unexcused 

absences) is less than 66-2/3% for any six (6) month consecutive period or less than 66-2/3% for six (6) consecutive meetings if meetings are not held each month, 

whichever is longer Excused absences are here defined to be those absences which occur from regular or special meetings after notification by such person to 

the Chainnan prior to such absence explaining the reasons therefore.. All other absences are here defined to be unexcused 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: 

I On October 30, 1985, staff asked the CAC to clarify the procedures staff should use to record attendance at CAC meetings. 'The CAC instntcted staff to use 

tile following procedures: 

A. all CAC meetings will require mandatory attendance by all members; and 

B. attendance is recorded at all CAC meetings, even if a quontm is not present 

2. On April 28, 1999, the CAC decided to limit attendance by teleconferencing to medical emergencies only 

Members denoted in BOLD ITALICs are at risk for attendance ntle violation if the next meeting is missed. 
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Cell"1l'tll"'al 
IFDolI"'uda 
Regional 
PDannnng 
COl!.llncuH 

July 13,2011 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Alai 

Columbia • LJIXla • L.:::1I1CnrIS1J 

Hamilton • Lafayette • Madison 

Suwannee • Taylor • Union Counties 

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

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) 

Marlie Sanderson, AICP, Director of TranspOliation Planning 

Year 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan Update- Final Report 

MTPO STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

For information only. 

BACKGROUND 

We have received the Year 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan Update- Final RepOlt and seven 
Technical Reports from our consultant, Renaissance Planning Group. These documents have been placed 
on the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization (MTPO) Long Range TranspOltation Plan 
webpage, as shown in Exhibit 1 and at the following link. 

http://ncfrpc.org/mtpo/LRTP.htm I 

In addition, please find enclosed a copy of the Year 2035 Long Range TranspOliation Plan Update 
brochure. 

t\marl ie\ms 12\mtpo\memo\2035Irtp _final report _comm ,docx 

Dedicated to improving the quality of life of the Region's citizens, 
by coordinating growth management, protecting regional resources, 

promoting economic development and providing technical services to local governments, 
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Long Range Transportation Plan Page 1 of 1 

EXHIBIT 1 

long nge Transportatio Pia 

Gainesville Year 2035 long=Range Transportation Plan Update 

Final Report 

Summary Report 

Summary Brochure 

Year 2035 lRTP Technical Reports 

1. Public Involvement 

2. Data Collection, Mapping and Data Development 

3. Final Data Development and Review 

4. Model Update and Validation 

5. 2035 Needs Plan - Development, Evaluation & Selection 

6. Needs Plan - Preliminary & Constrained 

7. Cost Feasible Plan 

http://ncfrpc.org/mtpoILRTP .html 

Return to Transportation Page 

Last Update: July 5, 2011 

7112/201f
5

-
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Marlie, 

Taulbee, Karen [Karen.Taulbee@dot.state.fl.usj 
Tuesday, May 24, 2011 9:45 AM 
Marlie Sanderson 
Mike Escalante; Jeffrey L Hays; Falotico, Tony 
W6th Street Crosswalks 

We had discussion recently at the TAC regarding providing high emphasis crosswalks. Please note the local agency program project 
below, which is in the design stage, City of Gainesville. 

Financial Project Id: 211363-2-58-01 
Financial Project Description: W.6TH ST RAIL CORRFR: SW 2ND AVE. TO NW 10TH AVE 

This prqject is in the design stage as a LAP project with the City of Gainesville. The COlmnent for high emphasis crosswalks on the 
plan sheet is: 

The high emphasis crosswalks will be located at SR 20(NW6th) and SR 26. They will be thermoplastic and will be meet the 
requirements o/Index 17346. 

Thank you! 

~ f. 7M4u, AIO/> 
Transportation Specialist 
Jacksonville Urban Office 
904-360-5652 
karen.taulbee@dot.state.fl.us 

1 
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