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The full agenda packet is available on the MPO’s website,
www.planhillsborough.org, or by calling (813) 272-5940.
The MPO does not discriminate in any of its programs or services. Public
participation is solicited without regard to race, color, national origin, age,

sex, religion, disability or family status. Learn more about our commitment to non
discrimination.
In accordance with Title 17 U.S.C. Section 107, the materials attached are provided here
for research and educational purposes, and are distributed without profit to MPO Board
members, MPO staff, or related committees or subcommittees the MPO supports. The
MPO has no affiliation whatsoever with the originator of attached articles nor is the MPO
endorsed or sponsored by the originator. Persons wishing to use copyrighted material for
purposes of their own that go beyond ‘fair use’ must first obtain permission from the
copyright owner.

HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY
MEETING OF THE BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE
COUNTY CENTER BUILDING
601 E. KENNEDY BLVD.
MEETING OF March 9, 2016
MINUTES
I. CALL TO ORDER
The meeting was called to order by Vice Chair Patrick Thorpe at 5:35 p.m.
BPAC Members Present:, Jay Collins, Calvin Thornton, Lorraine Lyn, Steven Cherpock,
Patrick Thorpe, Faye Miller, Scott MacLean, Richard Johnson, Tony Monk, Linda Crescentini,
Alain Watson, Dave Payor and John Marsh
Others Present: Michele Ogilvie, Wade Reynolds, and Beth Alden-MPO staff; Allison Marron,
Rebeca Fenton, Charles Dewey, Nicholas Fenton, Jake Bennati, Domingo Noriega and Mark
Burchel.
II.

PUBLIC INPUT

Charles Dewey, Nicholas Fenton, Jake Bennati members of the 4th Grade at MacFarlane
Elementary addressed the committee. The speakers stated their interest in making the city a
better place to walk and bike as they are studying the Netherlands and its Bike Friendly culture.
The speakers asked the BPAC how they could help reduce the high bicycle and pedestrian
fatalities in Tampa.
Calvin Thornton and Scott MacLean offered to meet with the 4th grade class and discuss bicycle
and pedestrian safety awareness.
Other members promoted wearing a helmet when riding and the annual Gasparilla Bike Rodeo.
Vice Chair Thorpe thanked the speakers for their leadership.
III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Alain Watson asked for the following revisions to the minutes:
AIR QUALITY UPDATE: “that the last previous revisions were in 2003 and the last time the
standards were updated was in 2008. Ozone modifications are few and far between because cars
have better fuel injections than in the past.”
MOTION: Approval of February’s minutes as amended. (Collins- Thornton). The motion was
approved unanimously.
IV. ACTION ITEMS
GEORGE ROAD COMPLETE STREET:
Domingo Noriega of AECOM stated that the study is to evaluate improvements to provide a
safe bicycle/pedestrian corridor between the Town N’ Country Greenway and the Courtney
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Campbell Causeway Trail. Three segments to the study are: Segment 1 – Town N’ Country to
Clifton Street; Segment 2 – Clifton Street to Memorial Highway and Segment 3 – Memorial
Highway to the U-Path at Skyway Sports Complex.
Initially, the study began in January 2013 and expanded to four alternate routes which included:
Route 1 – George Road; Route 2 – Sweetwater Creek; Route 3 – Kelly/Hanley Road and Route
4 – Webb Road/Memorial Highway.
Because of the built-out nature of the environment, the proposed bicycle/pedestrian routes must
consider the full spectrum of possible bicycle-pedestrian infrastructure improvements including:







Widened sidewalks or sidepaths (typically a maximum of 8 feet wide)
Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows) designated by pavement markings
Expanding roadway pavement for adding bike lanes
Widened road shoulders
Installation of traffic calming elements and refuge areas
Safety devices such as pedestrian/bicycle signals and signing

MOTION: That the BPAC endorse the draft report and recommend approval by the MPO board
and that as FDOT studies the intersection of Hillsborough and George Road, consideration of
giving pedestrians priority crossing is included. (Watson- Payor). The motion was approved
unanimously.
V.STATUS REPORTS

A.

GEORGE ROAD HEALTH IMPACT ASSESSMENT: Allison Marron, and Wade
Reynolds addressed the committee. A Health Impact assessment is defined as “a systematic
process that uses an array of data sources and analytic methods, and considers input from
stakeholders to determine the potential effects of a proposed policy, plan, program, or project on
the health of a population and the distribution of those effects within the population.
Ms. Marron explained that the assessment asks how the implementing the George Rd.
Complete Streets plan would affect the health of the population within the targeted geographic
location, specifically:
 Ethnic and racial minorities
 People with movement-related disabilities
 People of lower SES
Pathways investigating Safety, Access to Nature and Green Space, Physical Activity, to
outcomes on Mental and Physical Health were explained.
Members discussed and affirmed the importance of activity and safety on the wellbeing
of a human being.

VI. Old Business and New Business
A. FLORIDA GREENWAYS AND TRAILS SYSTEMS UPDATE: Michele Ogilvie reported
on the Florida Legislature’s recently approved $25 million annual funding for SUN
(Shared Use Non-motorized) Trail, a statewide network of walking and bicycling trails
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throughout the state. A vision for a comprehensive paved trail network that will connect
from the Florida Keys to Pensacola is built on connecting local community paved trail
systems. The new state funding will fund the needed connections envisioned in the
Florida Greenways and Trails System Plan.
B. VISION ZERO: Wade Reynolds provided an update on the Hillsborough High School’s
student Pedestrian Safety Video competition.
C. SPRUCE STREET: Michele Ogilvie reported on a proposal to use existing city of
Tampa right of way in the Spruce Corridor for a Trail, separated from traffic and a
minimum of 10 to 12 feet wide) that would connect the Westshore Business District to
the Downtown.
Members discussed the merits and opportunities for a connection between Westshore
and Downtown. Discussion included the sports heritage, neighborhood improvements
for stormwater. Members also discussed the strength of include

MOTION: The BPAC supports further exploration of the feasibility for the Spruce Street
corridor trail. (Monk- Lyn). The motion was approved unanimously.

VII. ADJOURNMENT
There being a call to adjourn the meeting at 7:15 p.m. the meeting concluded. (CollinsThornton).
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Board & Committee Agenda Item
Agenda Item
Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP)
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Allison Yeh, MPO Staff
Summary
The MPO’s transportation planning functions are supported primarily by
federal and state grants. These functions must be identified in advance
for two fiscal years and also encompass the surface transportation
planning efforts to be undertaken by FDOT, HART and other agencies with
state and federal funds. These activities, products and budgeted funds are
documented in the Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP).
The new UPWP for FY 2016/17-2017/18 will become effective July 1,
2016, and cover the next two fiscal years.
Previously we solicited tasks for inclusion in the UPWP. This month we are
presenting a draft document for approval.
Some major updates to the UPWP includes format changes which does
not alter the scope of work in the document, but helps to streamline
budgeting for related tasks assignments. A new Tasks 2 consolidates all
system and corridor planning activities. Tasks 3 was also combined to
include the Long Range Transportation Plan and Data Monitoring. Task 7
now combines Local & Regional Coordination and Planning.
Finally, each tasks now contains new estimated budget detail charts per
guidance from the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT).
All sections of the UPWP have been developed per the FDOT Office of
Policy Planning’s MPO Handbook- Chapter 3 (Unified Planning Work
Program).
Recommended Action
Recommend for approval by the MPO
Prepared By
Plan Hillsborough
planhillsborough.org
planner@plancom.org
813 - 272 - 5940
601 E Kennedy Blvd
18th floor
Tampa, FL, 33602

Allison Yeh, AICP, LEED GA
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I. INTRODUCTION AND TASKS OVERVIEW
The Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) defines the transportation planning activities and
products to be developed by the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) and other
transportation planning agencies. It is the basis for allocating federal, state, and local funds for
long range transportation planning activities within Hillsborough County. The UPWP is required
by federal law under Title 23 CFR 450.314 and Title 49 CFR 613.100 when federal funds are
used for transportation planning. The UPWP is reviewed jointly by the Federal Highway and
Transit Administrations (FHWA and FTA), as well as the Florida Department of Transportation
(FDOT), as required by state law under Chapter 339.175 governing MPOs. This UPWP covers
a two-year period from July 1, 2016 to June 30, 2018.
The level of effort in this UPWP is largely based on state and federal requirements, joint efforts
with planning partners that support the transportation planning process, and the cycle of updates
to the Long Range Transportation Plan. The MPO conducts these activities in a manner
consistent with the MPO's mission statement:
“To develop a comprehensive long range transportation plan which supports the mobility
needs and economic development of the community as reflected in the adopted
comprehensive plans. An integral part of the plan will be policies to guide development
of a balanced transportation system. These policies shall encourage preservation of
neighborhoods, protect the environment, enhance the community’s quality of life and
promote public transportation. Cooperation and coordination between the community
and agencies are required for the plan to work.”
Background
The most recent federal transportation authorizing legislation, the Moving Ahead for Progress in
the 21st Century (MAP-21) was enacted by Congress and signed into law in 2012. Like previous
authorization acts, MAP-21 requires the Governor to designate an MPO for each urbanized area
with a population of more than 50,000 to carry out the transportation planning process. In addition,
it specifies that the MPO shall:






Prepare a long range transportation plan and provide citizens, affected public agencies,
representatives of transportation agency employees, private providers of transportation, and
other parties an opportunity to comment;
Develop a transportation improvement program for the area, which will be updated at least
once every two years and shall be approved by the MPO, FDOT, FTA and FHWA, as part of
the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program;
In developing such plans and programs, employ a continuing, cooperative and comprehensive
process;
Develop a Congestion Management Process; and
Comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, Executive Order 13166 Limited
English Proficiency, Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and regulations regarding
Disadvantaged Business Enterprises.

Status of Comprehensive Transportation Planning Activities
In the past fiscal year, all federal and state requirements were met by the MPO. In addition, a
number of other projects that were essential to the comprehensive transportation planning
process were completed. Reports, studies, newsletters and brochures produced by the MPO are
available at the Planning Commission’s Library, located on the 18th Floor of the County Center
FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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(601 E. Kennedy Boulevard, Tampa), on the MPO website at www.planhillsborough.org, or in
other formats by request. Items produced and made available within the past two years include:
























Annual MPO Certifications (2014, 2015)
FY 2015 & 201 UPWP and amendments (2014-2016)
Transportation Level of Service Report (2014)
Tri County Access Plan (2014)
Hillsborough MPO Transportation Vulnerability Assessment Pilot Project (2014)
Downtown Transit Assets & Opportunities Study (2014)
Gasparilla Bicycle Safety Rodeo (2015& 2016)
Collins Street (SR 39) Complete Streets Study (2014)
Bruce B. Downs HOV Study (2014)
46th and 131st Avenue Complete Streets Study (2015)
Columbus Drive Redesign (2015)
Green Artery Neighborhoods Community Gardens (2015)
Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan (2015, 2016)
Annual Evaluation of the Community Transportation Coordinator (2015, 2016)2040 Socioeconomic Data
Projections
Updated Traffic Counts (2015)
Public Participation Plan amendments (2016)
Imagine 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan (2015)
MPO Project Priorities for TIP (2015/16 & 2016/17)
FY 2016/17 – 2020/21 TIP document (2016)
Approved TIP Amendments (2016)
Federal Obligation Report FY 2014-2015

Planning Priorities for the Metropolitan Area
The Hillsborough County MPO has established planning priorities, focusing on local and regional
issues that are intended to supplement and further support the emphasis areas established at the
state and federal level. In response to the ongoing development throughout Hillsborough County,
state and local governments and transportation agencies have utilized various policy tools and
system improvements to ensure the future functionality of the transportation system and the
mobility of its users. These efforts include major investments in infrastructure, growth
management, transit planning, providing transportation choices by supporting all modes of travel,
and planning for sub-areas and corridors. The MPO plays a vital role in this process by providing
a forum for transportation decision-making and by creating the Long Range Transportation Plan
(LRTP), Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and associated work products. The
products of the MPO serve as the central source for the envisioned future transportation network
and support the efforts of its partners to implement projects and policies that lead to that future.
Through emphasizing the planning activities and priorities described below, the MPO will continue
in this role. MPO staff will focus on a wide range of planning activities. Most notable among these
in the next two fiscal years are:





Intelligent Transportation System (ITS), Congestion Management and Crash
Mitigation Planning (Task 2)
Updates to Hillsborough County portion of Tampa Bay Regional ITS Architecture (as needed)
Prioritize list of ITS projects submitted for funding through TIP update process (Annually,
Summer)
Analysis identified in the CMP Performance Report, with strategies to reduce congestion and
improve safety, including:
o Crash severity mitigation
○
Peak hour parking restrictions
o HOV and reversible lane markets
○
Other Strategies as needed
o Transit signal priority and bus queue jump treatments

FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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Congestion management, safety and lane management strategies, and follow-up analyses of
locations recommended for safety/mobility feasibility studies, including Gunn Hwy.,Waters
Avenue, Dale Mabry Hwy., Fowler Ave., Columbus Dr./19th Ave., and Bloomingdale Ave. (20172018)
Vision Zero Plan Including senior mobility access and assessment of City of Tampa crash
statistics (2017)
Update CMP System Performance Report (As needed)

Data Monitoring (Task 3) and Assist Local Governments (Task 6)
TBRPM inputs to support corridor or subarea studies (as needed)
Updated traffic count data (As needed)
Updated web-based traffic count system (Annually)
Updates and enhancements to multi-modal transportation database for project planning, the
regional transportation model, GIS, and tracking vehicle miles of travel (Ongoing)

Corridor, Sub-Area and Environmental Planning (Task 2)














Research, analysis, outreach and other tasks in support of sub-area, focused area and corridor
studies by others (Ongoing)
Recommendations derived from sub-area and corridor plans for projects to be considered in the
update of the LRTP and/or TIP (Ongoing)
Comments and responses to Environmental Technical Advisory Team comments regarding
candidate projects (Ongoing)
School areas transportation study (2017)
Brandon Corridors and Mixed-Use Centers Pilot Project (2017)
Transportation Analysis in support of the Tampa Innovation District Master Plan (2017/18)

Long Range Transportation Plan (Task 3)
2040 LRTP (2014) and amendments (if needed)
2045 LRTP policy research and technical data work for 2019 update (Fall 2017)
Updates of Performance Measures as needed for consistency with Federal and State guidance
and data availability (as needed)

Complete Streets/Safety and Access for All Users (Tasks 2)
Complete Streets Policy and Implementation Tasks (as needed)Hillsborough County Strategic
Trail Plan (2017/18)



Trail Plan connecting Pinellas to Manatee, looking at gaps between Dale Mabry to Downtown and
Palm River to Gibsonton (e.g. Greenway Crossing at Dale Mabry Highway) (2017)




Plant City Walk-Bike Study (2017)



Spruce Street Bicycle Blvd Feasibility Study(2017/18))

Transit and TDM Planning (Task 2)




Service Planning for areas identified by HART and/or Hillsborough County Transportation for
Economic Development effort (as requested)
Transit Service Plan for Northwest Hillsborough County (2017/18))
HART 1st Mile/Last Mile Study (2017/18)



HART Maintenance Facility Feasibility Study (2017/18)

Regional Plans and Programs (6)







Implementation of the Tampa Bay Regional Strategic Freight Plan.
Support the Tampa Bay TMA Leadership Group
Support for the TBARTA CCC, the Joint CAC, and MPO staff directors, including an annual
meeting of the CCC and Central Florida Alliance.
Updated list of regional highway and multi-use trails priorities (Annually)
Regional task sheets in UPWPs (Annually)
A comprehensive, up-to-date, and easily accessible regional transportation website
Growth Management (Tasks 3, 4, 6)

FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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Utilize LRTP and TIP plan information to support the determination of needs in the
transportation system.
Maintain and provide travel behavior, facility and level of service data for various modes.
Provide information to stakeholders on the impact of rules and programs.
Coordinate with agency and government stakeholders in the region on growth
management issues.
Facilitate consistency in procedures for mitigating the impacts of growth across
jurisdictional boundaries and among local governments.

FY 2016 Federal Planning Emphasis Areas
On March 18, 2015, the U.S. DOT issued Planning Emphasis Areas to MPOs and state DOTs.
The UPWP responds to them as follows:
 MAP 21 Implementation: a performance management approach is incorporated into the
2040 Plan under task 3 – Long Range Transportation Planning and Data.
 Models of Regional Planning Cooperation: The West Central Florida Charis Coordinating
Committee, integration into TBARTA, and the Tampa Bay TMA Leadership Group are
examples of such models supported by task 6 – Regional and Statewide Coordination.
 Ladders of Opportunity: addressing gaps in connectivity to essential services will be
addressed in task 2 – System and Corridor Planning and task 3 – Long Range
Transportation Planning and Data Collection.
Expectations for the Long Range Transportation Plan
The MPO updates its long range plan every five years to take changes in land-use, the
transportation network and growth assumptions into account and maintain a planning horizon of
at least 20 years. The 2040 Plan was adopted in 2014, and will be updated to 20145 by December
2019.
Recent federal “expectations” for long range plans will require more specificity in the Plan,
including:
 Allowing similar projects such as planning studies, bicycle and pedestrian projects,
ridesharing activities and safety or operational projects to be grouped together, but they
must be described specifically enough to determine consistency with projects being
advanced into the TIP.
 Showing all projects on facilities serving regional needs, including all phases (e.g., design,
right-of-way, construction) and total project costs.
 Forecasting operating and maintenance costs for the Plan’s entire timeframe, by
jurisdiction and general source of funding.
 Specifying revenue sources to support the costs associated with each project phase,
including the details for any new revenue source assumed in the Plan; this includes any
discretionary FTA “New Start” funding that the region intends to compete for.
 Discussing the types of potential environmental mitigation activities and opportunities
developed in consultation with Federal, State and Tribal wildlife, land management and
regulatory agencies.
 Describing any specific transit capital projects such as maintenance, transfer, multimodal or park-and-ride facilities, or transit facility renovation to be funded with FTA or
“flexed” FHWA dollars.
 Specifically describing any transit service contemplated for a new area or corridor in
order to be eligible for federal funding.
 Likewise, specifying any new fixed guideway transit service such as Bus Rapid Transit,
Light Rail Transit, Streetcar or Commuter Rail projects to be funded with FTA or “flexed”
FHWA dollars as a project with defined termini and cost estimates, including preliminary
feasibility and environmental compliance phases.
FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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In addition, federal guidance suggests that the MPO include “emerging issues” in the Plan,
which are not requirements but the MPO is encouraged to proactively address:
 Safety and transit asset management
 Performance measurement
 Freight
 Sustainable transportation and context sensitive solutions
 Purpose and need statements to link planning and NEPA compliance for major projects
 Strategies for climate change adaptation
 Scenario planning
Maintaining Air Quality
The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 identified areas around the country that had not attained
compliance with the levels set by the National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS). Tampa/St.
Petersburg/Clearwater urbanized area fell into this category, but has since met those standards.
On April 15, 2004, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) reported that the State of
Florida is in “Attainment” and the new designation became effective June 15, 2005.
The US Environmental Protection Agency has updated the air quality standards for ground-level
ozone. This pollutant is of concern to our region as it is formed when pollutants from cars and
power plants react in sunlight. Two counties in the Tampa Bay air shed (Hillsborough and Pinellas
counties) were designated as marginal in 1990. The standard was relaxed in 1997 to 85 parts
per billion (ppb) and then set at 75 ppb in 2008. On October 1, 2015, EPA strengthened the
National Ambient Air Quality Standard for ground-level ozone to 70 ppb.
The updated ozone standard could place the Tampa Bay Area in a non-attainment status,
depending on air quality monitoring results. If so, the MPO would need to conform the Long Range
Transportation Plan and Transportation Improvement Program to the federal air quality mandates.
Tasks Performed with Funds under Title 49 of the Federal Transit Act
The Hillsborough County MPO and Hillsborough Area Regional Transit (HART) coordinate closely
to plan for public transit, with HART taking the lead in operational, 5- and 10-year planning, and
the MPO typically leading long-range efforts, such as 20-year plans and needs assessments.
Close coordination is also required for integrating transit services and facilities into the greater
network of transportation infrastructure. For example, HART’s planning activities include
evaluating its bus stops for accessibility to persons with disabilities, and identifying means to
improve access; they also include phased implementation of bus-rapid-transit technologies along
the roads served by key bus routes. The MPO will continue to coordinate with HART on project
planning and development.
These activities are coordinated with local public works and planning/zoning departments through
the MPO’s Technical Advisory and ITS Committees as well as through staff advisory groups
convened to guide the development of targeted studies and other planning activities. Public
transit planning tasks described in this UPWP also include long-range planning travel demand
management, an activity closely coordinated with the rideshare operations of the Tampa Bay Area
Regional Transportation Authority (TBARTA). The MPOs in the Tampa Bay region signed an
interlocal agreement with TBARTA to provide logistical support to the MPO Chairs’ Coordinating
Committee (CCC) for regional transportation activities. In 2015, the CCC has since merged with
TBARTA to become the TBARTA-CCC.
Florida’s Planning Emphasis Areas
Advancing Multi-Modal Transportation Planning
FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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Over the past decade, transportation planning has expanded to include more emphasis on nonautomobile modes with consideration given to freight movements, bicycle and pedestrian
planning, complete streets, and integration of transit use into multi-modal plans for agencies and
jurisdictions. Plans may be developed to consider multi-modal planning at a jurisdictional or
regional system wide level. Many MPOs may already look at some or all of these factors when
planning for future transportation improvements. MPOs are encouraged to consider the following
areas in all of their modal planning for future system improvements. Tasks 2 – Systems planning
address all modes of transportation and as well as land-use interactions. The Brandon Corridors
and Mixed-Use Centers Pilot Project and the George Road Complete Streets study are examples
of this approach.
Freight Planning
Florida is the third most populous state in the United States. Florida consumes a significant
amount of goods and commodities. The challenge for Florida is to keep up with the growing
demand for goods. The safe and efficient movement of goods and commodities, including
throughput and trade, moves Florida’s economy. All freight transportation modes can be
considered and include trucking, rail, waterborne, air, pipeline and even space play critical roles
in moving goods and commodities.
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has embarked on the development and
implementation of a Freight and Mobility and Trade Plan. The plan defines policies and investments
that will enhance Florida’s economic development efforts in the future. Consideration of this
statewide plan should be given as MPOs explore and plan for future transportation investments.
In addition, FHWA has many resources on their Freight Planning website. Intermodal and freight
planning is also addressed in tasks 2 including a 2016 Freight Logistics Zone Strategic Plan.

Transit Planning
The mission of the FDOT Transit Office is to "identify, support, advance and manage cost
effective, efficient and safe transportation systems and alternatives to maximize the passenger
carrying capacity of surface transportation facilities." As communities continue to grow, many
planners are faced with highway facilities that can no longer accommodate expansion for a variety
of reasons or choose not to accommodate through roadway expansion. As congestion increases
and travel time reliability decreases, alternative modes of travel are being sought to meet the
growing demand and traveling preferences of the public. MPOs and local jurisdictions are
planning for transit expansion to accommodate the increasing need for alternatives to automobile
travel.
Where appropriate, MPOs should consider transit-oriented development, exclusive bus lanes,
bus rapid transit, transit expansion, new starts alternatives and other transit options when
planning for transportation system enhancements. MPOs are encouraged to visit FDOT’s Public
Transit Office webpage for more information.
Task 2 – System Planning and Tasks 5 (Local and Regional Coordination and Planning) allows the MPO
staff to coordinate with Hillsborough Area Rapid Transit (HART) on the Transit Development Plan and
provide technical consultant support such as Service Planning for Northwest Hillsborough County planned
for FYs 17/18.

Complete Streets
The ability for Florida residents and visitors to have safe and convenient travel and access to
economic hubs, shopping centers and public places is a vital part to creating a livable community.
To ensure successful livable communities, transportation planning decisions must be made that
encourage and consider economic development, appropriate local land uses, community culture
and the natural environment. One strategy to accomplish these goals is to implement a Complete
Streets plan that integrates people and the environment in the planning, design and construction
of transportation networks. Complete Streets is accomplished through contextual design in which
transportation planning and road design decisions are determined by the context of the
environment versus a one-size fits all planning and design approach.
FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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FDOT has implemented a Complete Streets policy that is targeted to promote safety, quality of
life and economic development in Florida. Successful implementation of this policy requires FDOT
to routinely plan, design, construct, reconstruct and operate a context-sensitive transportation
system. Implementation of this policy at the regional and local level may require MPOs to
incorporate context-sensitive solutions and transportation system designs that consider local
safety issues, land use development, community needs, and context sensitive solutions in their
transportation planning process.
As MPOs work to meet the needs of their transportation users, consideration should be given,
where appropriate, to complete streets policies that improve accessibility and public safety,
address cultural needs, encourage economic development and promote mobility across all modes
of transportation.
The following resources are available to help MPOs develop an approach to Complete Streets:
FDOT Complete Streets - Workshops and Multi-Modal Corridor Planning Guidebook.
Under tasks 2 system planning, the MPO has completed a number of complete streets projects including
the George Road Complete Street Study, the Walk-Bike V Study with many anticipated in the 2017 and
2018. New projects include the Greenway Crossing of Dale Mabry Hwy, the Plant City Walk-Bike Study,
and Hillsborough County Strategic Trail Plan.

Bicycle/Pedestrian
Florida continues to be one of the leading states with high fatality and serious injury rates among
bicyclists and pedestrians. Tackling this significant safety concern requires collaboration and
support from all planning partners to develop effective bicycle and pedestrian planning strategies
that reduce crashes, fatalities and injuries.
Florida is committed to working to address the challenge of improving safety for pedestrians and
bicyclists. In 2010 FDOT established the Florida Bicycle and Pedestrian Council to provide a
forum for stakeholders to participate and provide input into bike and pedestrian considerations.
FDOT has updated several of its manuals and guidance documents, such as the Florida
Greenbook, FDOT Design Standards and FDOT Plans Preparation Manual, to include guidance
on incorporating innovative engineering countermeasures to improve pedestrian and bicyclist
safety on Florida roadways. In 2011 FDOT implemented a Bicycle and Pedestrian Focused
Initiative that targets the reduction of fatalities and serious injuries of pedestrian and bicyclists on
Florida roadways through a comprehensive approach that includes engineering, enforcement,
education, and emergency response countermeasures. In 2013 FDOT finalized its first Pedestrian
and Bicycle Strategic Safety Plan and implemented Florida’s Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety
Coalition to assist with implementation of the plan.
To support pedestrian and bicycle safety, MPOs are encouraged to develop policies that support
the integration of safe and well connected bicycle and walking networks into their overall
transportation system. MPOs may also want to explore developing and implementing a
Pedestrian Safety Action Plan, as suggested in the 2014 State Planning Emphasis Area bulletin.
MPOs are encouraged to continue any efforts started as a result of the issuance of the 2014 State
Planning Emphasis Area.
In existing MPO pedestrian safety programs, emphasis could be placed on enhancing or
constructing new pedestrian and bicycling facilities, improving roadway and pedestrian lighting,
and installing pedestrian safety devices such as marked crosswalks and pedestrian signals.
MPOs can also reevaluate the effectiveness of their existing safety plan to determine if the
program is still appropriate and producing positive results. MPOs are encouraged to use the
following resources to develop your strategies: FDOT Safety Office Webpage, State of Florida
Pedestrian & Bicycle Strategic Safety Plan, Bicycle and Pedestrian Council, Pinellas County Pedestrian
Safety Plan and AlertTodayFlorida.com.
Bicycle/pedestrian issues are an important part of the MPO's planning program. The advantaged
of having an integrated system planning tasks (tasks 2) is the ability to consider all modes during
a planning project. In addition to the multi-modal and complete streets project noted above, a
Spruce Street Bicycle Blvd feasibility study is planned for the coming fiscal year.
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Regional Coordination
Regional coordination between MPOs in the West Central Florida area is facilitated through the
TBARTA MPO Chairs Coordinating Committee (CCC), which represents the MPOs of Pinellas,
Hillsborough, Pasco, Polk, Sarasota/Manatee, and Hernando/Citrus counties. The TBARTA CCC
provides a forum for coordination among its member MPOs and TPOs, identifying tasks and
responsibilities necessary to conduct an ongoing regional transportation planning process in
accordance with Chapter 339.175, F.S., and FAST Act. The regional planning councils have nonvoting representatives on the CCC as does the Florida Turnpike Enterprise, FDOT and TBARTA.
The Functions of the TBARTA CCC are set forth in an interlocal agreement between the
participating MPOs based on the statutory requirements of the CCC imposed by State law and
the participating MPO’s transportation management area requirements. The MPO will continue
to participate and provide staff support to the CCC planning process in FY 2016/17 and 2017/18.
The MPO also participates in a regional public involvement process through the Advisory
Committee and the Regional Multi-Use Trail Committee in conjunction with regional planning
activities associated with the Chair’s Coordinating Committee. Staff participates in regular
meetings of the Regional Multi-Use Trails Committee, TBARTA, and the Citizen’s Advisory
Committee (CAC). These activities will continue in FY 2016/17 and 2017/18 although it should
be noted that, with the emergence of the TMA Leadership Group, the frequency of CCC and
associated committee meetings will be significantly reduced.
The CCC and TBARTA have merged many of their functions in an effort to simplify and make
regional transportation planning easier for the public to understand. Legislative changes are
pending to complete this process.
UPWP Development
Planning tasks included in this UPWP were solicited from other transportation agencies that
receive state and federal funding, such as FDOT, HART, the Tampa-Hillsborough Expressway
Authority, Hillsborough County Aviation Authority, and Tampa Port Authority. The UPWP was
presented to the Citizens and Technical Advisory Committees and the MPO Board’s Policy
Committee in April 2016. In addition, it was presented to the MPO in April and May 2016. All
these meetings were publicly noticed and allowed time for public comment. Agendas were
distributed to a wide mailing list and posted on the MPO’s website. Also, review copies of the
draft were sent to the FDOT, FHWA, FTA, Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council (TBRPC), the
MPOs for Pinellas, Hernando, Pasco, Polk and Sarasota/Manatee counties and posted on the
Hillsborough County MPO website. All comments received were addressed and revisions were
made where appropriate in the UPWP.
Comments received by the MPO regarding the UPWP are provided in Appendix E. The final draft
version of the UPWP were reviewed by the MPO’s Citizen, Technical, Bicycle/Pedestrian, Livable
Roadways advisory committees. Appendix F provides the formal motions passed by the CAC
and TAC following their review of the UPWP.
In general, all MPO plans and programs comply with the provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, which assures that no person shall, on ground of race, color, national origin, sex,
age, disability, family, or religious status be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits
of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving federal financial
assistance.
The MPO’s updated Title VI Program is incorporated in Appendix C. The Title VI Program will be
updated annually.
FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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In addition, the MPO complies with the Americans with Disabilities Act and Executive Order 13166
Limited English Proficiency. Persons who require special accommodations or translation services
(free of charge) should contact Michele Ogilvie at 813-272-5940, ogilviem@plancom.org at least
3 business days before the public meeting.
Planning Factors
The MPO performs its planning activities in accordance with federal and state laws and rules.
FAST Act requires MPOs to consider eight specific factors in the development of transportation
plans and programs. Table 1 shows how each of these factors are integrated into the UPWP.
The planning factors require the MPO to:

1. Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency;

2.
3.
4.
5.

Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users;
Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users;
Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight;
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;

6. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and
between modes, for people and freight;

7. Promote efficient system management and operating; and
8. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.
The MPO’s 2040 Plan was developed in accordance with adopted Goals, Objectives, and Policies
which address each of the eight planning factors.
The process for developing MPO products is continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive,
involving regular update cycles, informal partnerships and formal review processes with
metropolitan area stakeholders, and integration of multiple modes and functionalities at all levels
of planning. In addition to these core products, many of the processes, plans and partnerships of
the MPO support the planning factors.
Safety is the MPO’s most heavily weighted planning factor. The MPO is a leader in promoting
roadway design principles that provide safe and functional facilities for motorized and nonmotorized users. Livable roadways initiatives, bicycle and pedestrian planning activities, and
corridor and sub-area studies balancing the needs of all modal users at a fine scale all support
this planning factor. Local governments, FDOT, transportation agencies, stakeholder groups, and
the public are engaged in these activities in partnership with the MPO.
The MPO supports the economic vitality of the metropolitan area through its work with the State
of Florida, the Tampa Bay TMA and the TBARTA CCC. The participation in the planning and
implementation of the Regional LRTP, the Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) and the
Transportation Regional Incentive Program enable and support state, regional and global
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. Planning for regional improvements is addressed
by three of the MPO’s ten project prioritization performance measures: making regional
connections, reducing traffic congestion; and improving access to activity centers and key
economic spaces.
Security, like safety, is addressed in Goal I of the LRTP. Transportation systems are vitally
important in ensuring security of the community in case of a disaster. This concern is addressed
FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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with the MPO’s project prioritization performance measure that takes designated Evacuation
Routes into consideration. Additionally, The FHWA vulnerability assessment and adaptation
strategy pilot project completed in 2014 and subsequently referenced in the LRTP focuses on the
vulnerability of the transportation network to inland flooding, storm surge, and sea level rise.
Follow-up analyses and activities with jurisdictions and implementing authorities will continue as
needed. The MPO has a follow-up project with the Tampa-Hillsborough Expressway Authorities
(THEA) regarding Gandy Blvd elevated connector project.
Access and mobility for people and freight is addressed in Goal IV of the LRTP, which states
that a major emphasis of the plan is to “Promote accessibility and mobility by increasing and improving
multi-modal transportation choices, and the connectivity across and between modes, for people and
freight." The ways in which transportation improvements can support this goal are taken into

consideration in performance measures related to minimizing traffic for drivers and shippers, and
major investments for economic growth by serving job centers and reducing delay. The MPO has
recently expanded its efforts in planning for goods movement. For several years, staff has served
as a supporting participant in the FDOT District 7 Regional Goods Movement Study, providing
FDOT with information and data needed to develop goals, objectives and specific strategies to
enhance goods movement in Hillsborough County and the region, and has incorporated those
strategies and recommendations into the LRTP. Currently, the MPO is completing a study on
freight logistics zones and collaborating on research with the Center for Urban Transportation
Research on a land use analysis to enhance successful logistics activity center development.
The MPO works closely with the Hillsborough County City-County Planning Commission to
improve the quality of life in Hillsborough County and promote consistency between transportation
improvements and state and local planned growth, economic development and environmental
conservation planning. The Planning Commission develops the comprehensive plans for the
four jurisdictions in this area, including future land use, economic development, housing,
conservation, and other elements. These plans, and the adopted policies within them, establish
the socioeconomic data, environmental and cultural constraints, and inform the goals of the
MPO’s LRTP. In addition, the MPO used the State’s Environmental Screening Tool to evaluate
projects in the LRTP. This information was then used in the prioritization of projects for the Cost
Affordable Plan. Seven percent of each project’s total potential score was specifically related to
Minimizing Impacts on Natural, Historic, Cultural or Archeological Resources. MPO plans and
programs are also reviewed by the Hillsborough County Environmental Protection Commission,
Children’s Board, Community Action Board, School District, the TBRPC, Florida Department of
Transportation, and Florida Departments of Environmental Protection, Elder Affairs, Education,
and Children & Families, whose representatives serve on the MPO’s advisory committees.
The integration and connectivity of the transportation system across and between modes is
addressed by the MPO in several ways. One of these is in “complete streets” initiatives, bicycle
and pedestrian planning activities, and corridor and sub-area studies mentioned above. The goal
of these is to increase the safety and comfort of all modal users. For example, connectivity is a
criterion in prioritizing sidewalk and bicycle facility improvements.
Transit system connectivity has also been a focus. Major undertakings over the past two years
have included transit circulator studies in the University Area, SouthShore, and Downtown
Tampa. The purpose of these mid-range studies, all of which were conducted in collaboration
with HART, is to provide for future transit service connecting an identified area with the larger
regional system.
FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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The MPO promotes efficient system management and operation through a Congestion
Management / Crash Mitigation Process. Topics over the past two years include follow-up studies
of key corridors and strategies, such as the Bruce B. Downs Blvd. HOV lane analysis, reversible
lanes on Bloomingdale Avenue, and an examination of mobility and safety issues on East
Hillsborough Avenue. The MPO has also addressed this factor by supporting an ITS Committee
with local government and agency partners.

FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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Guide to Abbreviations and Acronyms
ADA

Americans with Disabilities Act

BPAC

Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory
Committee

JPA

Joint Participation Agreement

BRT

Bus Rapid Transit

LEP

Limited English Proficiency

CAAA

Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990

LOS

Level of Service

CAC

Citizens Advisory Committee

LRTP

Long Range Transportation Plan

CCC

West Central Florida MPO Chairs
Coordinating Committee

MPO

Metropolitan Planning Organization

MAP-21

Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st
Century

CIP

Capital Improvements Program

MPOAC

Florida MPO Advisory Council

CMAQ

Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality

NAAQS

National Ambient Air Quality Standards

CMP

Congestion Management Process

PPP

Public Participation Plan

CTC

Community Transportation
Coordinator

RTA

Regional Transportation Analysis
(modeling process)

CUTR

Center for Urban Transportation
Research (at USF)

SAFETEA-LU Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users
STWG

School Transportation Working Group

DEP

(Florida) Department of
Environmental Protection

SE Data

Socio-Economic Data

EPA

US Environmental Protection
Agency

SIS

Strategic Intermodal System

EPC

Environmental Protection
STP
Commission of Hillsborough County

Surface Transportation Program

ETAT

Environmental Technical Advisory
Team

TAC

Technical Advisory Committee

ETDM

Efficient Transportation Decision
Making

TAZ

Traffic Analysis Zone

FAA

Federal Aviation Administration

TBARTA

Tampa Bay Area Regional
Transportation Authority

FDOT

Florida Department of
Transportation

TBRPC

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council

FHWA

Federal Highway Administration

TDCB

Transportation Disadvantaged
Coordinating Board

FTP

Florida Transportation Plan

TDM

Transportation Demand Management

FTA

Federal Transit Administration

TDP

Transit Development Plan

FY

Fiscal Year

TOD

Transit Oriented Development

GIS

Geographic Information Systems

TIP

Transportation Improvement Program

HART

Hillsborough Area Regional Transit
Authority

TMA

Transportation Management Area

HCEPC

Environmental Protection
TRIP
Commission of Hillsborough County

Transportation Regional Incentive
Program

HUD

US Department of Housing and
Urban Development

UPWP

Unified Planning Work Program

ITS

Intelligent Transportation Systems

USDOT

United States Department of
Transportation
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II. ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT OF THE PLANNING PROCESS
MPO Process and Participants
By federal and state law, urbanized areas with a population of at least 50,000 must designate a
single agency, an MPO, to conduct long range transportation planning and receive federal
planning funds. Federal agencies such as the FTA, the EPA, and the FHWA, as well as the
FDOT, review the plans and programs of the MPO.
The MPO is composed of elected and appointed officials from the Hillsborough County Board of
County Commissioners; the cities of Tampa, Temple Terrace, and Plant City; HART; TampaHillsborough Expressway Authority; Hillsborough County Aviation Authority; and Tampa Port
Authority. In addition, the FDOT and the Hillsborough County City-County Planning Commission
(the Planning Commission) are also represented on the MPO as non-voting members. The MPO
staff is also the transportation staff to the Planning Commission.
In addition, citizen volunteers and professional staff representing different jurisdictions and
agencies serve on eight standing committees to advise the MPO on a variety of subjects. In 2011,
the MPO revised its by-laws to formalize its standing advisory committees. In 2013, the MPO
formed a new advisory committee in partnership with its neighbor MPOs in Pinellas and Pasco
Counties; now known as the Tampa Bay TMA Leadership Group, this committee provides
guidance to all the MPO boards. Finally, in 2015 the MPO formed the School Transportation
Working Group (STWG). The following diagram shows the relationship of the MPO to its standing
subcommittees.
MPO

CITIZENS

POLICY

ADVISORY

COMMITTEE

TECHNICAL
ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

TRANS. DISADV.

COMMITTEE

LIVABLE ROADWAYS
COMMITTEE

BICYCLE / PEDESTRIAN
ADVISORY

COORD. BOARD

COMMITTEE

TAMPA BAY TMA
LEADERSHIP GROUP

ITS COMMITTEE

SCHOOL
TRANSPORTATION
WORKING GROUP

Operational Procedures and By-Laws
The MPO’s role and responsibilities are established by Title 23, United States Code and by
Chapter 339, Florida Statutes. The MPO follows these requirements and its adopted by-laws,
which can be reviewed at its offices located at the County Center, 601 East Kennedy Boulevard,
18th Floor, Tampa, Florida 33601-1110.
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Inter-Agency Coordination and Agreements
The MPO has planning contracts, interlocal agreements and/or coordinates planning activities
with various organizations in Hillsborough County. Those agencies involved with transportation
planning are:


City of Plant City





City of Tampa






City of Temple Terrace
Environmental Protection
Commission of Hillsborough County
Hillsborough Area Regional Transit
Authority (HART)
Hillsborough County




Florida Department of Transportation
(FDOT), District 7
Hillsborough County Aviation
Authority











Hillsborough County City-County
Planning Commission
Tampa-Hillsborough Expressway
Authority
Tampa Port Authority
Center for Urban Transportation
Research (CUTR) at USF
Tampa Bay Area Regional
Transportation Authority (TBARTA)
Tampa Bay Regional Planning
Council (TBRPC)
West Central Florida MPO Chairs
Coordinating Committee (CCC)

The Hillsborough County MPO maintains agreements with each of its member governments and
agencies through an Interlocal Agreement. These include the cities of Tampa, Temple Terrace,
Plant City, as well as Hillsborough County, the Tampa Port Authority, Hillsborough County
Aviation Authority, Tampa-Hillsborough Expressway Authority and HART. In addition, the MPO
has a staff services agreement with the Hillsborough County City-County Planning Commission.
The MPO will continue to maintain this and the following agreements with the agencies involved
with transportation planning in Hillsborough County.

1.
2.

3.
4.
5.
6..

7

MPO Agreements

Execution Date

Expiration

MPO Staff Services Agreement
Intergovernmental Coordination and Review and
Public Transportation Coordination Joint
Participation Agreement (JPA)
Transportation Planning Funds JPA (PL & STP)
Interlocal Agreement for the Creation of the MPO
Federal Transit Administration Section 5305(d) JPA
Second Amended & Restated Interlocal Agreement
for Regional Transportation & Coordination in West
Central Florida
Hillsborough County Planning Commission
Interlocal Agreement regarding the Brandon
Corridors and Mix-Use Centers Study

October 12, 2014
February 2, 2015

(See Note a)
(See Note b)

July 1, 2017
September 4, 2014
December 8, 2014
July 12, 2011

June. 30, 2018
(See Note c)
June 30, 2017
(See Note b)

November 10, 2015

(see Note d)

Notes
a)
Remains in effect until terminated by parties to agreement.
b)
Five-year term with review by parties to agreement; automatic renewal every five years.
c)
Remains in effect until terminated by parties to agreement; reviewed and updated as needed every ten years. The agreement
was Amended August 19, 2015 to add the School Board as a voting member of the MPO.
d)
The agreement will end upon completion of the project which is anticipated to be September 30, 2016

Certifications and Assurances
The MPO complies with all applicable grant requirements and conditions. Certifications and
assurances are provided in Appendix A.
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III. WORK PROGRAM
This planning work program was developed in cooperation with FDOT and local agencies. The
major tasks of planning work include:
TASK 1 - TRANSPORTATION PLANNING MANAGEMENT
TASK 2 -SYSTEMS AND CORRIDOR PLANNING








Including the following topic areas:
ITS, Congestion Management & Crash Mitigation Planning
Security & Emergency Preparedness Planning
Complete Streets & Non-Motorized Planning
Intermodal / Freight Planning
Transit and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Planning
Transportation Disadvantaged Planning
Corridor, Sub-Area, and Environmental Studies

TASK 3 - LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN AND DATA MOINTORING
TASK 4 - TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
TASK 5 - PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
TASK 6 – LOCAL & REGIONAL COORDINATION AND PLANNING
TASK 7 - HART PLANNING PROGRAM

Fiscal Year Nomenclature
The UPWP covers two fiscal years, which like the State’s fiscal year, begin on July 1. It also spans three
calendar years. Therefore, to avoid confusion, reference to fiscal years follows these
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Transportation Planning Management
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TASK 1

Transportation Planning Management

0B0B

OBJECTIVE: Management and monitoring of planning tasks. Compliance with administrative, financial, and
legal requirements for maintaining continuing, comprehensive, and cooperative transportation planning for
Hillsborough County. Maintain a transportation planning work program that responds to the needs of the
community and meets state and federal requirements. Monitor and report on progress in achieving objectives.
Track, review, and assess local, state, and federal transportation legislation, rules, directives, and policies to
determine their impact on MPO policies and procedures and the multi-modal transportation system of
Hillsborough County.
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 UPWP Updates and Amendments (2015 & 2016)
 2015 MPO Membership Apportionment Plan (Approved 2016)
 Annual Joint Certification with FDOT (2015)
 Intergovernmental Coordination & Review and Public Transportation Coordination Joint Participation
Agreement (ICAR) Updated (2015)
 Procured general planning consultants for a 5-year term (2015)
 Interlocal Agreement with the Hillsborough County Planning Commission regarding the Brandon
Corridors and Mix-Use Centers Study (2015)
 Creation of the USF Fellowship Program (2015)
 FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP(2016)
 Reviewed, monitored, and commented on proposed state legislation regarding changes to the
transportation planning process (2015 & 2016)
Ongoing
 Quarterly Reports and Invoices
 Grant Applications, Contracts, Joint Participation Agreements, and Budget Submittals
 Annual Single Audit (with Hillsborough County)
 Legal services for MPO
 Provide periodic updates to the MPO, MPO Committees, and MPO’s staff on new developments and
changes to legislation and rules at the federal, state, and local level
 Participate in the Florida MPO Advisory Council, including the Legislation and Policy Subcommittee


Prepare correspondence to state and federal elected representatives as directed by the MPO.

Proposed Required Activities:
Identify local transportation planning priorities and address federal and state planning emphasis areas.
Pursue new grant opportunities as they arise to support transportation and related planning.
Coordinate with other transportation planning agencies in the metropolitan area and provide opportunities
for input in the development of the UPWP.
Certify compliance with state and federal regulations regarding expenditure of funds for transportation
planning.
Assess progress towards meeting UPWP objectives and budget targets on a quarterly basis.
Prepare UPWP amendments as necessary and prepare new two-year UPWP.
Identify and implement an electronic grant management system to track revenues, expenditures and grant
balances.
Keep grant records and effectively administer contracts and agreements.
Assist with annual single audit and forward to FDOT.
Include MPO grants as decision units in budget of Hillsborough County.
FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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Travel to necessary training.
Update the Interlocal Agreement for the creation of the MPO, the Public Transportation agreement for
intergovernmental coordination and review the interlocal agreement for coordinated transportation planning
for West Central Florida, and other agreements as needed or required.
Develop and issue task authorizations under contracts maintained with General Planning Consultants.
Monitor progress towards goals, including Disadvantaged Business Enterprise goals.
Comply with federal and state planning requirements including:
 MPO Program



Title VI of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964

 Open meetings and public records laws



Environmental Justice

 DBE Policy Statement



Limited English Proficiency

Management Handbook (FDOT)

 Metropolitan Transportation Planning Final Rule (23 CFR Part 450, 49 CFR Part 613)
Participate in transportation workshops, conferences, meetings and coordination activities to provide staff,
board, and committee members training and education, maintain technical expertise, promote sound
transportation planning, and stay abreast of emerging issues.
Potential meetings and related activities with local, state, regional and federal entities including, but not
limited to, the Transportation Research Board, Institute of Transportation Engineers, American Planning
Association, National Highway and Transit Institutes, Women’s Transportation Seminar, Rail-volution
Sponsorship and other transit, bicycle/pedestrian conferences, and transportation disadvantaged activities.
Procure upgraded and replacement computers, other related software/equipment and furniture to enhance
the MPO’s capacity to support public outreach and the decision-making process.
Properly document and dispose of obsolete equipment.
Update as needed the agency’s Disaster Preparedness Plan to ensure continuity of operations.
Maintain computer equipment and back-up electronic files based on a regular schedule determined by the
MPO to minimize loss of data and store at a remote location.
Monitor and assess state and federal funding re-authorization by tracking the transportation-related
activities of the U.S. Congress and Florida Legislature.
Monitor and assess federal and state rule making by tracking the new initiatives of the U.S. DOT, the FHWA
and FTA, FDOT and the Florida Legislature.
Report to the MPO Board and Committees on proposed changes to legislation and rules when necessary.
Participate in the Association of MPOs, the National Association of Regional Councils, Florida MPOAC and
other organizations.
Monitor proposed legislation by having MPO staff and/or legal counsel travel to and attend legislative
hearings.
Maintain a library of adopted state, local, and federal policies, standards and guidelines that have bearing
on MPO activities. Purchase materials when necessary.
Maintain knowledge of state and federal rules by traveling to and attending seminars on relevant topics.
Observe restrictions on use of federal and state funds for lobbying.
Legal counsel and consultants may assist with these tasks.
FHWA and/or FTA funds may be used in support of these tasks.
END PRODUCTS:
UPWP oversight and management (Ongoing)
Updated Agreements, Requirements & Procedures (Ongoing)
State/Fed. Certification of MPO process (Annually, Winter – Spring)
Independent single audit of grants through County (as needed)
Grant progress reports, invoices, and timekeeping records (Quarterly)
Grants management system (Spring 2017)
Funds deobligation request and UPWP amendments (as needed)
FY 2019 & 2020 UPWP (Winter – Spring 2018) and amendments and modifications (as needed)
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Legal services for MPO (Ongoing)
Grant applications and budget submittals (Ongoing)
Procure and dispose of capital equipment, software & electronic file back-ups (Ongoing)
Reports and presentations to the MPO Board and Committees, TBARTA, MPO Advisory Council and local
agencies, especially during legislative session (Annually, Winter – Spring)
Correspondence to legislative delegation and federal and state agencies regarding impacts of proposed
legislation (Ongoing)
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES: MPO*
(*) Lead Agency
Year 1 – FY 2016/17
Funding Sources

Responsible
Agencies

FHWA

FHWA

FTA

(PL)

(SU)

5303

MPO

$ 110,500

Consultant

$

Other Agency
Total Cost to
MPO

$ 112,160

7,131

$ 12,869

$ 117,631

$ 12,869

$ 112,160

FTA State
Match

FTA Local
Match

$

$

$

14,020

14,020

$

Total

14,020

14,020

$

250,700

$

20,000

$

270,700

Year 2 – FY 2017/18
Funding Sources

Responsible
Agencies

FHWA

FHWA

FTA

(PL)

(SU)

5303

MPO

$ 125,126

Consultant

$

$ 100,101

3,605

$ 2,677

$ 128,731

$ 2,677

FTA State
Match

FTA Local
Match

$

$

12,513

Total

12,513

$

250,252

$

6,282

$

256,534

Grand Total: $

527,234

Other Agency
Total Cost to
MPO

$ 100,101

$

12,513

$

12,513

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and other governing bodies.
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Task 1 Transportation Planning Management
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2016/17
Budget
Category

FHWA

Budget
Category
Description

(PL)

FHWA
(SU)

FTA
FTA State FTA Local
Match
Match

5303

Trans.
Disad.

Total

A. Personnel Services
$

70,530

$ 85,520 $ 10,690

$ 10,690

$ 177,430

Subtotal: $

70,530

$ 85,520 $ 10,690

$ 10,690

$ 177,430

B. Consultant Services
$

7,131

$ 12,869

$

20,000

Subtotal: $

7,131

$ 12,869

$

20,000

$

10,000

$

10,000

Subtotal: $

10,000

$

10,000

$

8,000

$

8,000

Subtotal: $

8,000

$

8,000

C. Travel

D. Other Direct Expenses

Legal Services
E. Indirect Rate

$

21,970

$ 26,640 $3,329.95 $ 3,329.95

$

55,270

Subtotal: $

21,970

$ 26,640 $

3,330

$

55,270

Total: $ 117,631
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Task 1 Transportation Planning Management
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2017/18
Budget
Category

Budget

FHWA

Category

(PL)

Description

FHWA
(SU)

FTA

FTA State

FTA Local

Trans.

5303

Match

Match

Disad.

Total

A. Personnel Services
$

81,682

$

76,325

$

9,541

$

9,541

$ 177,089

Subtotal: $

81,682

$

76,325

$

9,541

$

9,541

$ 177,089

B. Consultant Services
$

3,605

$ 2,677

$

6,282

Subtotal: $

3,605

$ 2,677

$

6,282

$

10,000

$

10,000

Subtotal: $

10,000

$

10,000

$

8,000

$

8,000

Subtotal: $

8,000

$

8,000

C. Travel

D. O ther Direc t Expenses

Legal Services
E. Indirect Rate

$

25,444

$

23,775 $ 2,971.92

$ 2,971.92

$

55,163

Subtotal: $

25,444

$

23,775

$

$

2,972

$

55,163

Total: $ 128,731 $ 2,677 $ 100,101

$

12,513 $

12,513

FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP

32

2,972

$ 256,534

Hillsborough County MPO

This page left intentionally blank

FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP

33

Hillsborough County MPO

TASK 2
Systems and Corridor Planning
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TASK 2

System and Corridor Planning

1B

OBJECTIVE*:
Conduct transportation planning, coordination, and implementation assistance in the following areas:








Congestion Management & Crash Mitigation Planning
Security and Emergency Preparedness Planning
Complete Streets & Non-Motorized Planning
Intermodal/Freight Planning
Transit and TDM Planning
Transportation Disadvantaged Planning
Corridor, Sub-Area & Environmental Studies

*Detailed descriptions, previous work, proposed required activities, and end products will be divided by
individual planning areas. The combined budget summary and task detail pages for all systems planning
areas follows the Task 2 descriptions.
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Congestion Management & Crash Mitigation Planning
OBJECTIVE: Participate in planning and funding an integrated and inter-operable Intelligent
Transportation System (ITS) within Hillsborough County. Maintain the Congestion Management/Crash
Mitigation Process (CMCMP) for Hillsborough County, to be coordinated with the rest of the region and
the state. Include an analysis of crash events and patterns, and effect on transportation system
effectiveness. Examine travel patterns and system performance data in Hillsborough County and
develop, prioritize, and recommend effective and achievable strategies to increase mobility within
corridors and sub-areas.
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Columbus Drive /17th/18th/19th Ave Corridor Study 2015)


Tampa /Florida/Highland Street Corridor Study (2016)

Ongoing
 Identify candidate projects for consideration in the 2040 Cost Affordable Plan


Update/maintain new version of Transportation Inventory Database



Participation in Community Traffic Safety Team for Hillsborough County



FHWA sponsored Data Business Plan

Proposed Required Activities:
Update the CMCMP Process and Performance Report, integrating the goals and performance metrics
of the LRTP, and consistent with evolving federal and state guidance for evaluating performance and
setting targets.
Maintain the ITS Committee as a forum to discuss operations and maintenance issues and review
performance measures.
Conduct feasibility studies of crash reduction, lane operation, and other strategies identified in CMCMP
Performance Report and ITS Master Plan. Evaluate operations of one-way pairs. Candidate locations
include Gunn Hwy, Waters Ave, Dale Mabry Hwy, Fowler Ave., and Bloomingdale Ave., and other
locations as recommended by MPO advisory committees.
Coordinate the operations, architecture, and communications to ensure that jurisdictions’ ITS operate
as an integrated system. Update the Hillsborough County portion of the Tampa Bay Regional ITS
Architecture as needed, and ensure consistency with the National ITS Architecture.
Maintain and update, as needed, the Hillsborough County ITS Master Plan. Include ITS priorities in the
TIP by identifying, prioritizing, and costing out current projects related to congestion, maintenance,
operations, security, and safety.
Integrate crash analyses and safety strategies into the CMP.
Evaluate the effectiveness of implemented strategies from previous Corridor and Sub-Area Studies.
Analyze arterial travel times using real time data available from FDOT and/or data sources.
Include CMCMP priorities in the TIP by identifying, prioritizing, and costing out current projects related
to congestion, maintenance, operations, security, and safety.
Assist local governments in implementing recommendations of completed CMCMP studies and plans.
Seek public input in updating the CMCMP.
Produce, publish, and distribute informational material outlining CMCMP recommendations.
Participation in Hillsborough Community Traffic Safety Team.
Develop Vision Zero Plan (including reassessment of COT crash data, peer to peer pedestrian
education programs, and senior mobility access issues)
Apply for grants as appropriate.
Produce and distribute safety educational materials.
Travel to and participate in necessary workshops/meetings.
FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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Consultants may assist with these tasks.
FHWA funds may be used to collect & analyze data and prepare plans in support of these tasks.
END PRODUCTS:
Brandon Corridor & Mixed Use Center Pilot Project (Winter 2016)
Vision Zero Plan (2017)
Signal infrastructure Study of the downtown area (2017)
CMCMP Strategy Feasibility Studies of corridors or sub-areas (Spring 2017 and Spring 2017)
Updated CMCMP System Performance Report (Spring 2017)
Updates to Hillsborough County portion of Tampa Bay Regional ITS Architecture (as needed)
Prioritized projects for consideration in LRTP and TIP (Annually, Summer)
Assist agencies in implementing management systems and CMCMP recommendations (Ongoing)
Public outreach to advance the CMCMP, including safety education and other brochures, pamphlets
and other printed collateral products recommended in CMP studies (as needed)
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Security and Emergency Preparedness Planning
OBJECTIVE: Coordinate transportation planning with homeland security, disaster preparedness, and
post-disaster redevelopment planning. Enhance the resiliency of the transportation system to withstand
threats from man-made and natural disasters. Consider and plan for the long-term effects of climate
change on the transportation system.
3B3

PREVIOUS WORK:
5B

Completed
6B



Follow-up study for Gandy Blvd on the FHWA Pilot Project on Transportation Vulnerability
Assessment and Adaptation Strategies (2016)
Ongoing
 Resiliency Performance Measures
Proposed Required Activities:
Coordinate with TBRPC, Hillsborough County Emergency Operations, EPC, Hillsborough County Local
Mitigation Strategy group and other agencies in planning to safeguard life and property in the event of
man-made or natural disasters.
Monitor adopted emergency evacuation plans and routes to ensure that they are considered in
establishing transportation needs and priorities.
Continue to research, develop and evaluate disaster and post-disaster scenarios to be considered in
the LRTP, including, but not limited to sea level rise and storm surge projections, to identify
vulnerabilities within the transportation system.
Continue to develop mitigation strategies and project priorities to offset vulnerabilities and enhance the
resiliency of the transportation system.
To enhance transportation security, the MPO will continue to explore opportunities to coordinate
planning with law enforcement agencies, the Department of Homeland Security, FHWA, FTA,
emergency management services, transit operators, the Tampa Port Authority and the U.S. Coast
Guard.
7B

Participate and support the efforts of the Tampa Bay Clean Air Coalition.
Produce and distribute educational materials.
Travel to and participate in necessary workshops/meetings.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
FHWA and/or FTA funds may be used.
END PRODUCTS:

8B8B

LRTP needs and project priorities reflecting security and emergency preparedness considerations
Vulnerability Assessment & Adaptation Options Pilot Project Final Report follow-up analyses (as
needed or requested)
Presentations to local, regional, state, and federal agencies and organizations (as needed)
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Complete Streets & Non-motorized Planning
OBJECTIVE: Develop, support and promote plans and projects that increase and improve cycling and
walking facilities, improve safety and security, as well as the perception of safety and security, and create
access for all users. To increase travel choices, cycling and walking are acknowledged as integral parts
of the transportation network and are viable travel choices for people of all ages and abilities.
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 George Rd. Connector Complete Streets Study and Health Impact Assessment (June 2016)
 Walk Bike Green Artery (Walk Bike V) Project (2016)
 Tampa-Hillsborough Greenway Trails Plan (2016)
 Tampa Walk Bike Plan – Phase V (2016

Ongoing
 Review road construction projects for bike, pedestrian, and livable roadways considerations.
Proposed Required Activities:
Prioritize and recommend bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure projects needed to complete the
network grid, as well as safety/public awareness programs for inclusion in the TIP and other
documents.
Provide Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee guidance on the update of the Comprehensive Bicycle
Plan.
Analyze bicycle and pedestrian counts and crash data and develop countermeasures for safe walking
and cycling at select locations to create safe, convenient and attractive bicycling and walking
environments.
Support and promote planning activities that increase awareness of public health benefits of walking
and cycling for all users, coordinate with the Area Agency on Aging, Children’s Board, Health
Department, and other community partners.
Support regional coordination and intra-regional access to pedestrian and cycle facilities and initiatives,
participating in the committees for Tampa and Hillsborough County Greenways and regional multi-use
trails.
Support and assist with the Safe Routes to School and coordinate with local governments to identify
candidate projects as appropriate.
Monitor transportation improvement projects, comprehensive and community plans, and land
development proposals to ensure that the needs of non-motorized travelers have been considered,
offering a well-planned, safe and efficient system for pedestrians and bicyclists that will connect
neighborhoods, parks, schools and businesses.
Assist local jurisdictions in implementing adopted bicycle, pedestrian and livable roadways plans and
guidelines that provide bikeway and walkway systems that are integrated with other transportation
systems, such as the City of Tampa’s Walk-Bike Plan.
Analyze the MPO’s Livable Roadways Design Guidelines for use in Complete Streets implementation.
Research national best practices and federal and state guidance on innovative walk and bike
infrastructure, and assist in deployment of appropriate strategies locally, such as bicycle-activated
signals, way finding, protected bike lanes, and colored bicycle lanes to define rights-of-way for bicyclists
(e.g. design guidelines for bicycle parking the right-of-way).
Assist local jurisdictions incorporate pedestrian and cycling-supportive urban design principles in local
codes and standards. Develop sample language for local agency consideration.
Identify opportunities for multi-use trails along waterways and across major barriers. Develop a concept
plan for a continuous trail corridor from the Pinellas County line to the Manatee County line. Conduct
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feasibility studies for trail segments that fill gaps in the network, such as the I-275 corridor between Dale
Mabry and Downtown Tampa or the US 41 corridor between SR 60 and Gibsonton Rd.
Support the promotion of bicycle tourism and tours.
Organize and conduct, or assist and participate in programs, action plans or policies that improve
bicycle and pedestrian safety, and educate motorists, bicyclists and pedestrians, such as promotional
events, bicycle safety rodeos and other public education campaign strategies. Special efforts will be
made to include children, minority communities, persons with disabilities and speakers of other
languages. Develop and distribute safety education material to the public and through events
coordinated through the Safe Kids Coalition, Community Traffic Safety Teams and other partners, and
support the Lights on Bikes Campaign.
Recommend policies for relocating utilities, removing billboards, preserving canopy roads, enhancing
landscaping and street trees, as well as instituting traffic calming techniques.
Provide information, produce, and distribute awareness-raising materials in support of these tasks.
Assess bicycle and pedestrian access to parks, trails, schools, community centers, transit stops, and
other key locations.
Travel to necessary workshops/meetings.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
FHWA funds may be used to analyze data and prepare plans in support of these tasks.
FTA funds may support planning for pedestrian and cycling enhancements that improve access to
transit, and for education and awareness of pedestrian and bicycle safety.
END PRODUCTS:
Complete Streets Policy Implementation Tasks (as needed)
South Coast Greenway Extension Study (Spring 2017)
Plant City Walk-Bike Study (Spring 2017)
Greenway Crossing at Dale Mabry Hwy (Spring 2017)
Spruce Street Bicycle Feasibility Study (Winter 2016)
Hillsborough County Strategic Trails Plan (2017-2018)
US 92 Corridor Trail Feasibility Study (2018)
Temple Terrace Trial Study (2018)
Ongoing:
Needs and priorities for bicycle and pedestrian improvements and transportation enhancements for
inclusion in the 2040 Plan and TIP (Annually, Spring)
Recommendations for non-motorized features in facility construction
Educational and informational programs on bicycle and pedestrian safety
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Intermodal / Freight Planning
OBJECTIVE: Conduct and participate in planning for goods movement and intermodal transportation
facilities including ports and airports. Identify needs and projects critical to the metropolitan area’s
economic vitality.
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed


Freight Logistics Zones Strategic Plan (June 2016)

Ongoing
 Freight Needs Assessment Updates
 Review road construction projects for freight and goods movement considerations
 Coordinate Hillsborough County freight planning components as part of FDOT District Seven
Regional Goods Movement Strategic Plan
 Coordinate with the FDOT District Seven Transportation Providers Advisory Group.
 Coordinate with state and regional aviation planning efforts
Proposed Required Activities:
Participate in the update of existing policies, regulations, and laws governing commodity flows in
Hillsborough County.
Review the freight movement recommendations from previous plans and evaluate their applicability to
Hillsborough County. Collaborate with FDOT District Seven Regional Goods Movement Study to
identify Hillsborough County freight hot-spot locations and longer-term capacity projects.
Conduct studies in support of goods movement to and through intermodal facilities such as Tampa Port
Authority facilities (e.g. 50th Street/US 41).
Monitor and update key freight industry stakeholders and opportunities to develop partnerships among
business, trade, transportation, and economic development officials. Hold meetings of the Hillsborough
County Goods Movement Stakeholders Committee.
Participate in aviation and port planning activities including updates of aviation and port master plans,
statewide plans and the continuing Florida Aviation Systems Planning Process.
Identify best practices in freight movement planning, including programs to generate revenue
specifically for freight-related transportation improvement (e.g. port and other freight logistics zones)
Conduct studies related to the impact of truck traffic and goods movements on communities, and
recommend strategies to safety accommodate the needs of all transportation system users (e.g. Freight
Roadway Context Sensitive Design Classification System study).
Identify needed improvements, priorities and potential funding sources related to freight and goods
movement for consideration in the LRTP and the TIP.
Travel to necessary workshops/meetings.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
FHWA funds may be used to analyze data and prepare plans in support of these tasks.
FTA funds may be used to analyze data and prepare plans related to rail freight planning.
END PRODUCTS:
Freight needs and cost affordable projects for LRTP and TIP (annually)
Technical, corridor and feasibility studies related to freight and goods movement (as needed)
Assist with Freight Logistics Zones related studies (as needed)
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Transit and Transportation Demand Management Planning
OBJECTIVE: Evaluate transit and travel demand management needs in Hillsborough County and
develop plans and programs for transit services, facilities, and transportation demand management
(TDM) programs.
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed




Innovation Alliance/USF Area Circulator Study Follow-Up (June 2016)
Reviewed HART Transit Development Program (TDP) update (2015 and 2016)
BRT in Tampa Bay Express Lanes Feasibility Study Phase I (Summer 2015)

Ongoing




Review road construction projects for transit considerations
Participate in TBARTA Transportation Management Committee and FDOT Regional Transportation
Interexchange (R-TIE)
Transit service plan for NW Hillsborough County and Brandon

Proposed Required Activities:
In coordination with HART, TBARTA and other organizations, develop and evaluate options for fixed
guideway transit services and transit-oriented development in Hillsborough County and the region.
Re-evaluate fixed guideway transit corridors identified in previous plans for opportunities to provide
premium service with lower-cost technologies such as streetcar, BRT in managed lanes or commuter rail
in existing freight rail right-of-way.
Analyze pedestrian and bicycle facilities around transit stops and stations, existing and planned, and
recommend improvements.
Conduct planning analyses to support regional and local premium transit studies and/or FTA New Starts
grant applications as needed, including technical analysis such as ridership, mobility benefits, cost
estimates, environmental and land use impacts, development potential and/or other considerations.
Participate in HART and TBARTA plans and studies to improve transit and TDM services in the
community.
Review the annual update of the HART TDP for consistency with the LRTP; collaborate with HART on
joint public outreach efforts related to transit service improvements.
Research peer cities and best practices, review local conditions, and develop long-range transit
strategies.
Analyze demographic and market characteristics related to the provision of service.
Assist HART in conducting studies and developing service design models for key area such as, New
Tampa, and Northwest Hillsborough (e.g. Ehrlich-Bearss Corridor). Assess needs and develop
recommendations on enhancing transit connections in these areas. Review previous studies and
evaluate existing service, travel patterns, major destinations and attractions, and other transportation
services and projects. Coordinate with local jurisdictions, transportation agencies, stakeholder groups
and the public.
Assist HART in evaluating the effectiveness of existing and potential regional express bus routes, parkand-ride locations, and MetroRapid routes.
Update transit level of service analysis for current and future years.
Provide information and analyses as needed or requested by members of MPO Board and Hillsborough
County Commission.
Travel to necessary workshops/meetings.
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Consultants may assist with these tasks.
FHWA and/or FTA funds may be used to analyze data and prepare plans in support of these tasks.

END PRODUCTS:
Comments on HART TDP (Annually, Summer)
Service Planning for Brandon, New Tampa or other areas identified by HART (FY 2016/2017)
HART 1st Mile – Mile Last Mile Study (2017)
Service Planning for Northwest Hillsborough County (2017)
HART Maintenance Facility Feasibility Study (2017-2018)
Circulator feasibility studies for various areas within the county, e.g. Brandon (as needed)
Brandon Corridor & Mixed Use Centers Pilot Project (Winter 2016)
Transit studies to support economic development (as needed)

FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP

44

Hillsborough County MPO

Transportation Disadvantaged Planning
OBJECTIVE: Identify transportation disadvantaged populations and their travel needs, and monitor the
activities of the Hillsborough County Transportation Disadvantaged Program. Assess the level of unmet
needs and evaluate the performance of the Community Transportation Coordinator (CTC). Support the
economic opportunities that the TD program brings to the local and regional economy. Short-range
coordinated transportation disadvantaged planning pursuant to Chapter 427, Florida Statutes and Rule
Chapter 41-2, FAC.
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan (2015, 2016)
 Transportation Disadvantaged Day in Tallahassee (2015, 2016)
 Health Equity in Transportation Study w/ USF/CUTR (June 2016)
Ongoing
 Annual Expenditures Report (As needed)
 Annual Evaluation of the Community Transportation Coordinator (annual)
 Review and evaluate requests for coordination contracts with the CTC
 Priorities for Elderly and Disabled Program and other transportation disadvantaged funds
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Proposed Required Activities:
Annually update required sections of the Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan (TDSP).
Annually evaluate the performance of the CTC.
Assist in integration of transportation disadvantaged issues into the LRTP, TIP, and local and regional
Comprehensive Plans, including the benefits of the Transportation Disadvantaged Program to the local
and regional economy (e.g. Health Impact Assessment Atlas, Children’s Transportation, and Senior
Intersections Design).
Maintain a local grievance process to assist in resolving complaints against the CTC.
Review applications for transportation disadvantaged funding and recommend such funding to the
Transportation Disadvantaged Coordinating Board (TDCB), MPO, FDOT, and Florida Commission for
the Transportation Disadvantaged.
With FDOT, Pinellas and Pasco MPOs, solicit and prioritize applications for FTA Section 5310 Elderly &
Persons with Disabilities Program, in support of the Tri-County Access Plan.
Participate in, and when necessary, initiate meetings to discuss the needs and opportunities for
improving the local Transportation Disadvantaged Program, including access to jobs.
Conduct planning to enhance Transportation Disadvantaged services, consistent with the TDSP and as
directed by the TDCB.
Provide information on relevant services available in Hillsborough County, including updates and
distribution of the informational brochure The Ride Guide.
Support providing accessible walkway systems that are integrated with other transportation systems.
Support the creation of safe, convenient and attractive walking environments that will connect
neighborhoods, parks, schools and businesses and provide access for persons of all abilities.
Sponsor Transportation Disadvantaged related events in the City of Tampa, Temple Terrace, Plant City,
and Unincorporated Hillsborough County, including Legislative Day in Tallahassee.
Provide staff support to the Local Coordinating Board, TDCB, and its subcommittees including public
notices and advertising as required.
Monitor state and federal legislation pertaining to the transportation disadvantaged population.
Study jobs/housing balance to provide local employment opportunities that may reduce overall
commuting distances between residential and workplace locations.
Work with planning partners (e.g. Dept. of Health, Children’s Board, etc.) to study, create informational
material, and assist in transportation issues which impacts public health.
Travel for staff and board members to necessary training conferences, workshops and meetings.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
FWHA and/or FTA funds may be used to evaluate the CTC and produce informational materials and
support other transportation-related tasks.
END PRODUCTS:
Updated TDSP (annually, Winter – Spring)
Annual Expenditures Report (Annually, Summer)
Update Regional Ride Guide (As Needed)
Annual Evaluation of CTC (Annually, Winter – Spring)
Transportation Disadvantaged Day in Tallahassee (Annually, Spring)
Priorities for state, federal and other transportation disadvantaged funds (Ongoing)
Health and Transportation section in the Hillsborough County Community Atlas (2017-2018)
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Corridor, Sub-Area & Environmental Screening Studies
C

OBJECTIVE: Identify policies and physical improvements that support corridor studies addressing
multi-modal transportation objectives within major corridors and sub-areas. Analyze problems and
opportunities that relate to creating a balanced and efficient transportation system. Issues include
planning for major investments, policy development, multi-modal transportation systems, congestion
management, safety, access management, adverse impacts, land use, aesthetics and urban design.
Coordination of studies with local governments, state agencies, community groups, business owners,
landowners, residents and other stakeholders.
Provide data and participate in the state’s Efficient Transportation Decision Making (ETDM) process
to obtain feedback from federal and state environmental resource and permitting agencies on potential
direct and indirect impacts of projects identified as needs in the LRTP and as projects move into the
TIP so that more informed decisions can be made by the MPO.
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Temple Terrace Multi-Modal District Update (2015)
 Innovation Alliance Gateway Design Study of I-275@ Fowler Ave & I-275@ Busch Blvd Phase I
–Concept Development (Summer 2016)
Ongoing
 MPO staff support of state, county, city, and transportation agency PD&E studies, district,
community, neighborhood plans, other environmental assessments and alternatives analyses
for corridors and sub-areas of the county.
 Assistance to local agencies in entering projects in the on-line screening tool for Environmental
Technical Advisory Team (ETAT) review
 Participation in the statewide ETAT review process
 Analysis of transportation needs of Key Economic Spaces (KES)
 Brandon Corridors and Mixed-Use Centers Study
Proposed Required Activities:
Continue study of BRT in managed lanes throughout Hillsborough County
Study transportation and land use alternatives in defined sub-areas, across water bodies, or along
corridors where transportation problems are complex and interrelated. Identify alternatives,
opportunities to minimize or mitigate negative impacts, and opportunities to capitalize on benefits.
(e.g. Fowler Ave. and Busch Blvd (Gateway Design Studies) and Fowler Avenue (Land Use &
Transportation Study))
Focused studies related to urban design, transit-oriented development, right-of-way preservation,
and integration of transportation modes, strengthening economic development areas, upgrading
aging infrastructure in redevelopment area and other topics as needed to balance competing
priorities for a seamless multi-modal system that supports community planning and vision.
Work cooperatively with local governments, FDOT and project stakeholders on the development of
study recommendations (e.g. school transportation study, Innovation Alliance Gateway Design
Study).
Participate in managed lanes studies and Interchange Justification or Modification Reports as
needed.
Engage the public in the development of study recommendations by holding public meetings and
initiating other public outreach activities.
Support the implementation, refinement and further study of corridor and sub-area studies previously
completed by the MPO. (e.g. Brandon Corridors and Mixed Use Pilot Study and School Areas
Study)
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Participate in PD&E and other environmental and alternatives analyses, and other feasibility studies
initiated by local and state agencies. Conduct research, analysis, outreach and or other tasks in
support of these studies as needed and follow-up from completed studies by considering the
preferred solutions as candidate projects in the LRTP.
Assist local governments and the City-County Planning Commission with research, analysis,
outreach or other tasks in support of multimodal transportation planning for community plans,
focused area studies, neighborhood plans, district or sub-area plans, including Innovation Alliance
Economic Development Study and Tampa’s Smart City grant application..
Ensure that the planning process addresses the equitable distribution of mobility benefits among
stakeholders and users of a variety of transportation modes.
Ensure that recommended improvements minimize or mitigate potential adverse environmental and
health impacts.
Maintain a library of policies, standards, and guidelines that have bearing on corridor and sub-area
studies for use by the MPO staff. Purchase materials when necessary.
Maintain expertise by attending conferences and seminars on relevant topics.
Produce and distribute informational materials in support of corridor and sub-area studies.
Participate, to the maximum extent possible, in the state’s ETDM process, including:
o Identifying data, including GIS and socio-cultural data, to evaluate potential impacts
of proposed transportation solutions on communities and the environment.
o Uploading GIS data for candidate projects such as corridor location, termini,
lineage, and timeframe to the environmental screening tool.
o Providing comments on the community impacts of area projects consistent with the
ETDM process.
o Summarizing comments on projects received from agencies participating on the
ETAT.
o Assisting local agencies with entering projects into the ETDM framework when
requested by FDOT.
Studies related to urban design and integrating modal systems to balance and resolve conflicting
priorities.
Coordinate new projects added to the planning process as a result of updating the MPO’s LRTP with
FDOT for inclusion in the ETDM screening tool.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
FHWA and/or FTA funds may be used in support of these tasks.
END PRODUCTS:
Research, analysis, outreach and other tasks in support of sub-area, focused area and corridor
studies by others (Ongoing)
Recommendations derived from sub-area and corridor plans for projects to be considered in the
update of the LRTP and/or TIP (Ongoing)
Updated data to support GIS analysis (Ongoing)
Comments and responses to ETAT comments regarding candidate projects (Ongoing)
Brandon Corridors and Mixed Use Centers Study (2017)
School Areas Study (2017)
Gateway Design Study of I-275@ Fowler Ave & I-275@ Busch Blvd Phase II–Final Design and
Implementation Planning (2017)
RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*, FDOT, HART,
Local Governments, and other Transportation Authorities
(*) Lead Agency
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Responsible
Agencies

FHWA
(PL)

FHWA
(SU)

Year 1 – FY 2016/17
Funding Sources
FTA
FTA State FTA Local
5303
Match
Match

TD

MPO
$ 238,000
$ 245,182 $ 30,648 $
30,648 $
Consultant
$ 369,397 $ 666,614
Other Agency
Total Cost to
$ 607,397 $ 666,614 $ 245,182 $ 30,648 $
30,648 $
MPO
Year 2 – FY 2017/18
Funding Sources
Responsible
FHWA
FHWA
FTA
FTA State FTA Local
Agencies
(PL)
(SU)
5303
Match
Match
MPO
$ 177,922
$ 142,338 $ 17,792 $
17,792 $
Consultant
$ 186,764 $ 138,671
Other Agency
Total Cost to
MPO

$ 364,686

FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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Total

43,421 $

587,899

$

1,036,011

43,421 $

1,623,910

Total
43,421 $

399,265

$

325,435

43,421 $

724,700

Grand Total: $

2,348,610

17,792 $

Hillsborough County MPO

Task 2 System and Corridor Planning
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2016/17
Budget
Category

Budget
Category
Description

FHWA
(PL)

FHWA
(SU)

FTA
5303

FTA State Match FTA Local Match

Trans.
Disad.

Total

A. Personnel Services
$181,472

$ 186,948 $

23,369 $

23,369 $ 33,108

$ 448,265

Subtotal: $181,472

$ 186,948 $

23,369 $

23,369 $ 33,108

$ 448,265

B. Consultant Services
$369,397

$ 666,614

$1,036,011

Subtotal: $369,397

$ 666,614

$1,036,011

C. Travel
Subtotal:

D. Other Direct Expenses

Subtotal:

E. Indirect Rate
$ 56,528

$ 58,234

$

7,279 $

7,279

$ 10,313

$ 139,634

Subtotal: $ 56,528

$ 58,234

$

7,279 $

7,279

$ 10,313

$ 139,634

$ 245,182 $

30,648 $

30,648 $ 43,421

$1,623,910

Total: $607,397
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Task 2 System and Corridor Planning
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2017/18
Budget
Category

Budget
Category
Description

FHWA
(PL)

FHWA

FTA

(SU)

5303

FTA State Match FTA Local Match

Trans.

Total

Disad.

A. Personnel Services
$135,663

$ 108,530 $

13,566 $

13,566 $ 33,108 $ 304,434

Subtotal: $135,663

$ 108,530 $

13,566 $

13,566 $ 33,108 $ 304,434

B. Consultant Services
$186,764 $ 138,671
Subtotal: $186,764

$ 325,435

$ 138,671

$ 325,435

C. Travel
Subtotal:

D. O ther Direc t Expenses

Subtotal:

E. Indirect Rate
$ 42,259

$

33,807

$

4,226 $

4,226

$ 10,313 $

94,831

Subtotal: $ 42,259

$

33,807

$

4,226 $

4,226

$ 10,313 $

94,831

Total: $364,686 $ 138,671 $ 142,338 $

17,792 $
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TASK 3
12B

Long Range Transportation Planning and Data Monitoring

OBJECTIVE: Maintain and implement the 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). Continue to
support and use the Tampa Bay Regional Transportation Model as the primary tool to test alternative
networks on a regional basis. Review data prepared by others, planning assumptions and recommend
changes needed to keep the plan current, cost affordable, and conforming to federal laws. Monitor the
physical and performance characteristics of the Hillsborough County multi-modal transportation system
to preserve capacity, maximize personal mobility and freight movement, ensure user safety and system
security, and maintain the system’s integrity. Evaluate the system’s operating efficiency and conditions
to assess current needs, validate the long-range transportation planning model, project future travel
demand, and identify future improvements. Monitor changes in demographic characteristics and land use
to ensure transportation projections are compatible with current patterns, local land use policies and
provide required inputs to the regional transportation and land use models. Provide socioeconomic (SE)
data forecasts needed to update the LRTP, extending the horizon to 2045.
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Validated Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model (As needed)
 Updated traffic count data (Winter 2015)
 LOS Database Updates (2015)

 2040 LRTP Adopted (November 2014)



Updated LOS Report – benchmark for hwy LOS on regulated roads in Hillsborough Count (2015)
Updated Traffic Counts (2011, 2014, 2015)

 FHWA pilot project testing Bluetooth” probe vehicle data to measure speeds and travel time on
major roads






Ongoing
Enhancements to the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model for better estimates of future transit
ridership
Update bus routes and stops in GIS database
Inventory of bicycle and sidewalk facilities on major road network
Updates to motorized and non-motorized transportation data



Collection and review of law enforcement crash data reports



ITS data collection and analysis



Update methodology and software database used to develop and maintain SE data

 Database monitoring and ad-hoc reporting
Proposed Required Activities:
Amend the current 2040 LRTP if necessary to address significant changes in land use, project scopes,
revenue projections and/or cost estimates.
Begin policy research, data collection and analysis in preparation for the 2045 LRTP (minimum
preparation time for plan is 18 months)
In coordination local state and regional entities, address the need for better transportation infrastructure
to serve economic development and redevelopment areas. Provide technical assistance as needed.
Coordinate and collaborate with educational institutions (primary, secondary, vocational, and higher
educational) through internships and other partnerships (e.g. USF fellowship program).
Assess and prioritize long-range bicycle, pedestrian, congestion management, system preservation,
intermodal, freight, safety, transit, TDM and ITS needs. Develop performance measures to quantify the
benefits of these investments and develop State of the System Report.
Assist with connected vehicle technology, research, and implementation
FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP
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Incorporate the ETDM Planning Screen process in evaluating potential environmental effects of projects
proposed for the LRTP.
Develop and distribute LRTP informational material in various formats, such as newspaper
supplements, brochures, foldout maps, and interactive website.
Per the MPO’s Public Participation Plan, outreach will include proactively seeking input from
populations and areas that have been under-represented in the past.
Collaborate as appropriate with local and regional partners on the public outreach strategy.
Participate in community group presentations, events and meetings to provide information and receive
feedback.
Record, analyze, and respond to public feedback.
Evaluate candidate projects based on Environmental Justice and Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964
criteria for disproportionate impacts on and distribution of benefits to low-income and minority
populations.
Compile data on conditions on the major road network to update databases and the MPO’s GIS,
including:
 Traffic Counts
 Jurisdiction
 Volume/Maximum Service Volume
 Other Statistical Information
Continue refinement of the database to enable:





Lane Configuration
Volume/Capacity Ratio
Functional Classification







Calculating project costs.
Calculating multi-modal levels of service.
Easier integration of non-motorized data, including latent demand.
Rapid data sharing among local partners.
Updating the Web Traffic Count System on the MPO website to provide a more userfriendly interface
Update data from urbanized area and roadway functional classifications into database based on 2010
census.
Follow federal and state guidance for data collection such as Environmental Justice and Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 compliance, the Statewide Planning and Research Program, Clean Air Act
compliance monitoring, and Highway Performance Monitoring System.
Participate with FDOT D7 in surveys of travel behavior patterns and characteristics.
Compile data from local, regional, and state transit plans and GIS sources.
Develop transportation model inputs in support of corridor or subarea studies.
Compare peer statistics from other communities, underlying demographics, trip purpose and trends
over time.
Conduct technical studies as needed.
Analyze transit service levels, transit-supportive areas, and potential rapid-transit corridors for viability,
ridership, and priority.
Update technical documentation of database.
Evaluate conversion of database to current software platform.
Comprehensive identification and documentation of the data and the public and private sources
necessary to conduct metropolitan freight movement planning in Hillsborough County.
Design a relational database to be used as the basis of a freight movement management system for
Hillsborough County.
Update inventories of existing sidewalk and bikeway facilities as needed.
Collect and analyze data on bicycle and pedestrian counts, crashes and multi-modal level of service as
needed to support planning studies.
Updated project reference information to satisfy reporting requirements in support of the LRTP.
Assist in developing multi-modal LOS districts, consistent with FDOT Quality/LOS and Multi-Modal
District Handbooks.
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Collect and summarize traffic count data as requested by local governments.
Subject to interlocal agreements, pass through funding to reimburse eligible data collection costs.
If the region becomes an air quality non-attainment area, use the latest software to determine and
certify the conformity of the LRTP TIP with air quality standards and/or emissions budgets established
in the State Implementation Plan (SIP). The TIP must demonstrate that proposed projects in the TIP
will not degrade air quality below levels established by the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990.


Use the methodology stipulated in the Final Conformity Determination Regulations
promulgated by EPA/USDOT;



Base conformity determinations, if necessary, on emissions estimates developed from
the most recent socioeconomic, travel, and congestion data.



Develop draft conformity determination for the LRTP and TIP in consultation with the
FHWA, FTA, EPA, FDEP, FDOT and HCEPC.
Participate in the development process for the State Implementation Plan.
As part of the Congestion Management Process, recommend travel reduction, traffic operations, or
alternative fuel strategies necessary to maintain air quality. These will be coordinated through the TIP
process, Congestion Management Process, and the MPO Chair’s Coordinating Committee.
Maintain datasets developed for the 2040 LRTP. Revise datasets as necessary to reflect changes in
new and planned development.
Coordinate with FDOT's Technical Review Team (TRT) to update and disaggregate data into existing or
subdivided TAZs as inputs for testing and validation of the new regional land use allocation model.
 Application of an Activity Based Model (ABM), coordinated through FDOT
Utilize data to develop layers in GIS, which may include land use, population, employment, and
environmentally sensitive areas, to be used with the regional land use allocation.
Monitor land use amendments to adopted local comprehensive plans and revise as necessary the latest
socioeconomic data sets for long- and short-range planning and air quality conformity determinations.
Methods for new data vary with type of data; they include use of secondary data, visual inspection of
maps, and aerials as well as direct measurement.
Maintain transportation databases enhancing the agency’s technical capacity to aid in the decisionmaking process.
Necessary planning activities related to federal and state Air Quality Non-Attainment Status compliance
and Greenhouse Gas Reduction monitoring requirements.
Conduct ETDM screening of projects advancing into the TIP.
Address Greenhouse gas reduction requirements coordinate land use and transportation strategies as
required.
Peer review with revisions to socio-economic datasets as needed.
To comply with the Executive Order on Environmental Justice, update the demographic analysis of
Hillsborough County to identify populations that have been historically under-represented in the
transportation planning process.
Travel to necessary training or workshops.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
FHWA funds may be used to analyze data, prepare documents, distribute informational materials, and
notify the public of public hearings or workshops.
FHWA funds may be used to collect and analyze intermodal data and purchase/maintain analysis
software, as detailed in joint participation agreements with FDOT.
FTA funds can be used to develop and analyze transit options.

END PRODUCTS:
Enhancements to the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model (as needed)
Amendments to the 2040 LRTP (if needed)
Technical memoranda to support LRTP decision-making (as needed).
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Brochures, flyers, maps, pamphlets, websites, advertising and other collateral material to support public
outreach associated with the 2040 Plan (as needed).
TBRPM inputs to support corridor or subarea studies (as needed)
Technical User Manual (Ongoing)
Updated web-based traffic count system (Annually)
Updates to motorized and non-motorized transportation data (Ongoing)
Updates and enhancements to transportation database for project planning, the regional transportation
model, GIS, and tracking vehicle miles of travel (Ongoing)
Tables, charts, and maps illustrating current highway, freight, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian conditions
(Ongoing)
Review of socioeconomic projections developed in cooperation with the TRT (Ongoing)
Air quality conformity determination reports (if required)
Up-to-date land use/socioeconomic database consistent with development patterns and local
comprehensive plans (Ongoing)
State of the System Report (Winter 2016)
FTA Section 5305(d) will support tracking transit-related special generators and socio-economic factors
(Ongoing)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*; FDOT; Hillsborough County; Cities of Tampa, Plant City, and Temple Terrace; HART, Aviation and
Port Authorities; Tampa-Hillsborough County Expressway Authority; Tampa Bay Area Regional
Transportation Authority
(*) Lead Agency
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Responsible
Agencies

FHWA
(PL)

MPO
$ 161,500
Consultant
$ 103,532
Other Agency
Total Cost to
$ 265,032
MPO
Responsible
Agencies

Year 1 – FY 2016/17
Funding Sources
FHWA
FTA
FTA State FTA Local
(SU)
5303
Match
Match
$ 173,285

$ 21,661

$ 186,835

$ 186,835

$ 173,285

$ 21,661

$ 21,661

$

378,106

$

290,367

$

668,473

Year 2 – FY 2017/18
Funding Sources
FHWA
FTA
FTA State FTA Local
(SU)
5303
Match
Match

FHWA
(PL)

MPO
$ 120,296
Consultant
$ 52,345
Other Agency

$

38,866

Total Cost to
MPO

$

38,866

$ 172,641

$ 21,661

Total

$

$

23,882

23,882

$ 2,985

$

150,148

$

91,211

$

241,359

Grand Total: $

909,832

$ 2,985

$ 2,985

Total

$ 2,985

Year2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and other governing bodies.
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Task 3 Long Range Transportation Planning and Data
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2016/17
Budget
Category

Budget
Category
Description

FHWA
(PL)

FHWA
(SU)

FTA
5303

FTA State Match FTA Local Match

Trans.

Total

Disad.

A. Personnel Services
$123,141

$ 132,127 $

16,516 $

16,516

$ 288,300

Subtotal: $123,141

$ 132,127 $

16,516 $

16,516

$ 288,300

B. Consultant Services
$103,532

$186,835

$ 290,367

Subtotal: $103,532

$186,835

$ 290,367

C. Travel
Subtotal:

D. O ther Direc t Expenses

Subtotal:

E. Indirect Rate
$ 38,359

$ 41,158

$ 5,144.70 $ 5,144.70

$

89,806

Subtotal: $ 38,359

$ 41,158

$

5,145 $

5,145

$

89,806

$186,835 $ 173,285 $

21,661 $

21,661

Total: $265,032
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Task 3 Long Range Transportation Planning and Data
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2017/18
Budget
Category

Budget

FHWA

Category

(PL)

Description

FHWA
(SU)

FTA

FTA State

FTA Local

Trans.

Match

Match

Disad.

5303

Total

A. Personnel Services
$ 91,724

$ 18,209

$ 2,276 $ 2,276

$ 114,486

Subtotal: $ 91,724

$ 18,209

$ 2,276 $ 2,276

$ 114,486

B. Consultant Services
$ 52,345

$ 38,866

$ 91,211

Subtotal: $ 52,345

$ 38,866

$ 91,211

C. Travel
Subtotal:

D. O ther Direc t Expenses

Subtota l :

E. Indirect Rate
$ 5,672 $ 709.03

$ 28,572
Subtotal: $ 28,572

Total: $172,641
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TASK 4.1

Transportation Improvement Program

13B414B

OBJECTIVE: Draw on priorities identified in the adopted LRTP to select projects to receive state and
federal funding over the next five years. Use sound financial planning to accurately estimate available
funds for system expansion, operations, and maintenance costs. Develop, maintain, and update the
scheduling of improvements and ensure consistency between the MPO TIP, State TIP, and local Capital
Improvement Programs. Develop approval priorities for the TIP documents.
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 MPO Project Priorities for TIP (2015 & 2016)
 TIP document (2016 & 2017)
 FY 2015/16 -2019/20 Approved TIP amendments (2015 & 2016)
 Federal Obligations Reports (2014 & 2015)
Ongoing


Development of a citizen-friendly online TIP viewer tool.

Proposed Required Activities:
Establish highway, transit, bicycle, pedestrian, intermodal, air quality and transportation disadvantaged
priorities for Hillsborough County.
Evaluate project prioritization based on adopted 2040 LRTP.
Assist local entities to develop project funding applications.
Analyze state and federal allocations available under the Transportation Alternatives, Surface
Transportation Program (urban attributable), and state intermodal programs and coordinate with local
and state partners to recommend projects for funding.
Coordinate annually with agencies and local governments to develop a tentative and final five-year
multi-modal TIP (with required certifications) consolidating roadway, transit, transportation
disadvantaged, bicycle, pedestrian, and intermodal improvements.
Incorporate full project costs as required by current legislation.
Coordinate annually with public transit operators and private providers of freight movement regarding
their priorities.
Determine which new projects added to the TIP each year should be screened through the ETDM
Program Screen.
Evaluate and incorporate the results of the ETDM Programming Screen in the development of the TIP
document.
Ensure the conformity of the TIP with air quality standards and / or emissions budgets established in the
State Implementation Plan (SIP).
Conduct air quality analyses and conformity determination as needed to comply with new federal and
state mandates.
Ensure that the Statewide TIP is consistent with the final TIP.
Initiate and process TIP amendments as needed.
Review the TIP for consistency and coordination with:


Comprehensive Plans



Local and State Work Programs



PD&E, Sub-Area, and Corridor Studies



ITS Planning (Refer to Task 2.1)



Federal & State MPO certification comments



Federal air quality requirements
for non-attainment areas
Coordinate on an annual basis with FDOT and HART on the development of the federal obligation
report.
Through the MPO web site, provide an annual listing of projects for which federal funds have been
obligated in the preceding year.
Travel to necessary workshops and meetings.
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Integrate the web-based TIP with agency GIS information for enhanced public accessibility.
Advertise and conduct public hearings annually for the adoption of the TIP priorities and document.
Participate in periodic statewide meetings addressing TIP reporting and technical requirements.
FTA funds will support compiling transit and TDM projects, amendments, an unbiased project
prioritization process, and project selection.
STP and/or PL funds may be used in support of these tasks.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
END PRODUCTS:
TIPs for the next fiscal years, including:


MPO Priority List (Annually, Summer)



Final TIP document, including on-line version using web enabled software (Annually, Spring)



Air Quality Conformity Determination Report (if needed)



2016 & 2017 Federal Obligation Reports (Annually, Fall)



Amendments to the current adopted five-year TIP (as needed).

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*; FDOT; Hillsborough County; Cities of Tampa, Plant City, and Temple Terrace; HART, Aviation and
Port Authorities; Tampa-Hillsborough County Expressway Authority
(*) Lead Agency

Responsible
Agencies

FHWA
(PL)

MPO
$
Consultant
Other Agency
Total Cost to
$
MPO
Responsible
Agencies

Total Cost to
MPO

$

Total

42,500

$

45,898

$ 5,737

$

5,737

$

99,872

42,500

$

45,898

$ 5,737

$

5,737

$

99,872

FHWA
(PL)

MPO
$
Consultant
Other Agency

Year 1 – FY 2016/17
Funding Sources
FHWA
FTA
FTA State FTA Local
(SU)
5303
Match
Match

Year 2 – FY 2017/18
Funding Sources
FHWA
FTA
FTA State FTA Local
(SU)
5303
Match
Match

Total

35,000

$

28,000

$ 3,500

$

3,500

$

70,000

35,000

$

28,000

$ 3,500

$

3,500

$

70,000

Grand Total: $

169,872

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and other governing bodies.
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Task 4 Transportation Improvement Planning
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2016/17
Budget
Category

Budget

FHWA

FHWA

FTA

(PL)

(SU)

5303

Category
Description

FTA State Match FTA Local Match Trans. Disad.

Total

A. Personnel Services
$ 32,406

$ 34,996

$

4,375

$

4,375

$ 76,151

Subtotal: $ 32,406

$ 34,996

$

4,375

$

4,375

$ 76,151

$ 10,094

$ 10,901

$ 1,362.67

$ 1,362.67

$ 23,721

Subtotal: $ 10,094

$ 10,901

$

1,363

$

1,363

$ 23,721

Total: $ 42,500

$ 45,898

$

5,737

$

5,737

$ 99,872

B. Consultant Services
Subtotal:

C. Travel
Subtotal:

D. O ther Direc t Expenses

Subtota l :

E. Indirect Rate

FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP

67

Hillsborough County MPO

Task 4 Transportation Improvement Planning
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2017/18
Budget
Category

Budget

FHWA

FHWA

FTA

FTA State

FTA Local

Trans.

5303

Match

Match

Disad.

$ 26,687

$ 21,350

$ 2,669

$ 2,669

$ 53,374

Subtotal: $ 26,687

$ 21,350

$ 2,669

$ 2,669

$ 53,374

$ 8,313

$ 6,650

$ 831.30

$ 831.30

$ 16,626

Subtotal: $ 8,313

$ 6,650

$

831

$ 16,626

Total: $ 35,000

$ 28,000

$ 3,500

$ 3,500

$ 70,000

Category

(PL)

Description

(SU)

Total

A. Personnel Services

B. Consultant Services
Subtotal:

C. Travel
Subtotal:

D. O ther Direc t Expenses

Subtota l :

E. Indirect Rate
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TASK 5

Public Participation

16B919B

OBJECTIVE: Support demographically representative, early and continuing public involvement in the
development of plans and programs. Consult the public through an open process including regular public
meetings of the MPO Board, its advisory committees, including the Transportation Disadvantaged
Coordinating Board (TDCB).
Enhanced citizen awareness, comprehension, and participation in developing plans and programs. Timely
response to inquiries and requests for data from citizens, public agencies, consultants, elected and
appointed officials, and boards. Public participation throughout a transparent planning process.
Compliance with federal and state requirements. Document outreach activities and evaluate the MPO’s
Public Participation Plan, including how well low-income and minority populations are involved. Use this
information to develop new methods to ensure all stakeholders are informed, effectively engaged and
have the opportunity to participate
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Annually held more than 70 meetings of the Citizens, Technical, Policy, Bicycle/Pedestrian, ITS,
and Livable Roadways advisory committees and their subcommittees and meetings and public
hearings of the MPO Board.
 Six regular meetings and one public hearing of the TDCB (FY2015, 2016)
 Measures of Effectiveness Report on the MPO’s Public Participation Plan (Spring 2016)
 Updated Public Participation Plan and Limited English Proficiency Plan per recommendations of the
Measures of Effectiveness Report (Spring 2016)






Ongoing
Responses to requests for information
Update website, www.planhillsborough.org
Quarterly editions of Rubber Meets the Road, Walk-Bike News, and Hillsborough Rides “eNews”
Analysis of comments on the effectiveness of meetings and publications




Public Participation Plan amendments (As needed)
Support for MPO Board and Committee Members to maintain rosters and quorums

Proposed Required Activities:
Organize meetings, prepare agenda materials, resolutions, and complete information packets for
advisory committees, TDCB, Planning Commission, and MPO Board.
Consult with local and regional officials on developing transportation plans and programs and identify
critical transportation issues to be put on agendas and research as needed.
Provide timely public notice and full public access to key decisions.
Ensure compliance with applicable laws, rules, and procedures when conducting meetings and board
and committee business.
Produce written records of regular and special meetings through contracted recording service or staff.
Continue posting meeting calendar, agendas, agenda packets, minutes, and other meeting materials on
the MPO’s website.
Continue government access television coverage of MPO Board meetings.
Explore and implement innovative multi-media and web-based communication tools to enhance public
engagement, using low cost ways to involve more people.
Update mailing lists on an ongoing basis.
Update the MPO’s, TDCB’s, and advisory committees’ by-laws as needed.
Solicit and orient new MPO, advisory committee and TDCB members.
Sponsor conferences and workshops and travel to necessary workshops and meetings.
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Engage students and faculty of educational institution (primary, secondary, vocational, and higher
education) through collaborative partnerships and internships (e.g. USF fellowship program).
Create and place legal ads and required notice for public hearings.
Provide a limited number of door-to-door trips for persons with disabilities to TDCB and MPO events.
Consult the public through meetings, presentations to community groups, public events, surveys and
questionnaires, and other means to elicit equity impacts of transportation plans and projects.
Conduct public opinion research to measure awareness, priorities, preferences and trends regarding
mobility, public transportation and HART programs.
Schedule MPO public meetings and events at ADA accessible locations at a variety of times to
maximize public participation opportunities.
Use demographic data to identify key population groups with a stake in transportation planning
decisions, and target information and involvement efforts to key audiences.
Engage the traditionally under-served, low-income populations, minorities and identified Indian Tribes,
through mailings, newsletters, and other regular communications. Seek co-sponsored public forums.
Create summaries, brochures, displays, and other collateral materials in a form and language to foster
comprehension about MPO reports, plans, and projects.
Use large type and high contrast for printed materials about the transportation disadvantaged program.
Continue to enhance the agency’s website to expand public access to information and make use of the
latest available technology for access to persons with disabilities.
Provide translations and alternative formats (i.e., Spanish language, Braille or audible formats) of
publications, presentations, and materials by request or as needed to follow the MPO’s limited English
Proficiency (LEP) plan.
Disseminate technical information and interpret transportation plans for citizens, public agencies,
consultants, elected and appointed officials and boards.
Write, layout, publish and distribute periodic “eNews” (electronic newsletters distributed via e-mail
notification).
Continue to explore remote meeting and web-broadcast meeting capabilities for public meetings.
Review and update the Measures of Effectiveness against which the MPO’s Public Participation Plan is
evaluated during major updates to the Public Participation Plan every two years.
Update the MPO’s Public Participation Plan bi-annually.
Update and enhance database-tracking tools, to collect and track measurable data on an ongoing
basis, such as quantity, source and subject matter of information requests and public comments;
quantity, location and attendance of public meetings and other events; and distribution of publications,
announcements and informational materials.
Update and maintain annual logs of meetings, public outreach, media coverage and publications on a
weekly basis.
Prepare, distribute, record, and analyze comment cards or other mechanisms that allow citizens to
evaluate the MPO’s effectiveness at meetings, workshops, publications, and informational requests.
Solicit citizens to apply for membership on MPO advisory committees.
Travel to necessary training and workshops.
Consultants may assist with this task.
FHWA funds will be used to disseminate transportation plan information.
FTA funds will support public input into future transit improvements and priorities.
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END PRODUCTS:
Monthly meeting agendas, informational materials, and draft documents for over 100 regularly
scheduled meetings of the MPO and its committees (Ongoing)
Public notices, advertisements, and other multi-media tools for public meetings, workshops, hearings,
and other MPO communications (Ongoing)
Complete public record of decisions and discussion, including minutes of all board and committee
meetings (Ongoing)
Updated membership rosters, mailing lists, and bylaws (Ongoing)
Rubber Meets the Road, Walk – Bike News, and Hillsborough Rides eNews periodically
Responses to and tracking of public information requests (Ongoing)
Responses to requests for speakers associated with LRTP update and other MPO plans and studies
(Ongoing)
Translation and other services as needed to comply with ADA, Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964
and LEP requirements (Ongoing)
Updates to public information materials including the MPO website and other collateral materials
(Ongoing)
Bi-annual MOE Report and PPP Update (Spring 2018)
RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES: MPO*
(*) Lead Agency

Responsible
Agencies

FHWA
(PL)

Year 1 – FY 2016/17
Funding Sources
FHWA
FTA
FTA State FTA Local
(SU)
5303
Match
Match

MPO
$ 187,000
$ 198,427 $ 24,803 $ 24,803
Consultant
$
8,557 $ 15,443
Other Agency
Total Cost to
$ 195,557 $ 15,443 $ 198,427 $ 24,803 $ 24,803
MPO
Year 2 – FY 2017/18
Funding Sources
Responsible
FHWA
FHWA
FTA
FTA State FTA Local
Agencies
(PL)
(SU)
5303
Match
Match
MPO
$ 291,157
$ 95,695 $ 11,962 $ 11,962
Consultant
$
4,327 $ 3,212
Other Agency
Total Cost to
MPO

$ 295,484

$ 3,212

$

95,695

Total
$

435,034

$

24,000

$

459,034

Total
$

410,776

$

7,539

$

418,315

Grand Total: $

877,349

$ 11,962

$ 11,962

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and other governing bodies.
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Task 5 Public Participation & Stakeholder Engagement
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2016/17
Budget
Category

Budget

FHWA

Category

(PL)

Description

FHWA

FTA

(SU)

5303

FTA State Match FTA Local Match

Trans.

Total

Disad.

A. Personnel Services
$ 126,573

$ 151,298 $

18,912 $

18,912

$ 315,695

Subtotal: $ 126,573

$ 151,298 $

18,912 $

18,912

$ 315,695

B. Consultant Services
$

8,557 $ 15,443

$

24,000

Subtotal: $

8,557 $ 15,443

$

24,000

$ 16,000

$

16,000

$

5,000

$

5,000

Subtota l : $ 21,000

$

21,000

C. Travel
Subtotal:

D. O ther Direc t Expenses

MPO Minutes
Preparation
Television
Coverage of
Meetings
E. Indirect Rate

$ 39,427

$

47,129 $

5,891 $

5,891

$

98,339

Subtotal: $ 39,427

$

47,129 $

5,891 $

5,891

$

98,339

Total: $ 195,557 $ 15,443 $ 198,427 $

24,803 $

24,803
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Task 5 Public Participation & Stakeholder Engagement
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2017/18
Budget
Category

Budget

FHWA

Category

(PL)

Description

FHWA
(SU)

FTA
5303

FTA State

FTA Local

Trans.

Match

Match

Disad.

Total

A. Personnel Services
$ 205,991

$ 72,966

$ 9,121 $ 9,121

$ 297,199

Subtotal: $ 205,991

$ 72,966

$ 9,121 $ 9,121

$ 297,199

B. Consultant Services
$

4,327 $ 3,212

$

7,539

Subtotal: $

4,327 $ 3,212

$

7,539

$ 16,000

$

16,000

$

5,000

$

5,000

Subtota l : $ 21,000

$

21,000

C. Travel
Subtotal:

D. O ther Direc t Expenses

MPO Minutes
Preparation
Television
Coverage of
Meetings
E. Indirect Rate

$ 64,166

$ 22,729

$ 2,841 $ 2,841

$

92,577

Subtotal: $ 64,166

$ 22,729

$ 2,841 $ 2,841

$

92,577

Total: $ 295,484

$ 3,212 $ 95,695

$ 11,962

$ 418,315
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TASK 6
Local & Regional Coordination and Planning
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TASK 6

17B2020B

Local & Regional Coordination and Planning

OBJECTIVE: Ensure coordination and consistency between local, regional, and state. transportation,
urban design, land use, and comprehensive planning efforts with the TIP, LRTP, and other transportation
plans. Further, maintain and enhance the ongoing multi-county collaborative transportation planning
process and participate in other regional and statewide planning activities and organizations that have an
impact on the regional multimodal transportation system.

PREVIOUS WORK:
Ongoing
 Coordinate with and assist local officials and planning agencies ensuring consistency between
transportation/community plans and programs


Review and comment on proposed comprehensive plan amendments to ensure consistency with
MPO plans and programs



Coordinate with local governments on changes to development regulations that impact roadway,
transit, bicycle and pedestrian design on major corridors



Participation in local agencies’ policy and technical subcommittees



Participated in regular and special meetings of the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council (TBRPC);
Florida MPO Advisory Council; Tampa Bay Area Regional Transportation Authority (TBARTA);
Corridor Management entities for Courtney-Campbell Causeway and Suncoast Parkway; Florida
Aviation System Planning Process; Tampa Bay Partnership; and Florida Transportation Commission.
(Ongoing)
 Held public meetings of the CCC, Joint CAC, Regional Multi-Use Trails Committee, and MPO Staff
Directors. (Ongoing)
 Held a joint coordination meeting with the Central Florida MPO Alliance (Annually).
 Participated in the Regional Transportation Interagency Exchange facilitated by FDOT. (Ongoing)
 Participated in the development and implementation of the Tampa Bay Regional Strategic Freight
Plan with the FDOT Regional Goods Movement Advisory Committee. (Ongoing)
 Maintained the Regional GIS transportation database. (Ongoing)
 Reviewed the existing UPWP tasks structure and developed regional UPWP tasks. (Biennially)
 Compared projects in the FDOT Tentative Work Program with the list of cost-affordable transportation
improvements and priorities in the Regional LRTP. (Annually)
 Reviewed and updated the technical prioritization of candidate projects for Transportation Regional
Incentive Program (TRIP) and Transportation Alternatives funding (Annually or as needed)
 Developed the CCC High Priority Major Transportation Initiatives. (2012)
 Updated the CCC Regional CMP and State of the System Report. (2012)
 Updated the regional Public Participation Plan (PPP) in coordination with TBARTA to develop a joint
public engagement process. (2012-13)
 Formed the Tampa Bay Transportation Management Area (TMA) Leadership Group, and produced
a TMA Profile document and maps. Also developed a prioritization process and priorities ratified by
all three MPOs. (2013)
 Updated the Regional LRTP, to the 2040 horizon year, including highway, transit, and multi-use trail
elements, and prepared amendments and brochures. (2010-2013)
 Provided input into the development of the Florida SIS 2040 Cost Feasible Plan. (2013)
 Updated the CCC Interlocal Agreement, Bylaws and Procedures. (2013-14)
 Hosted the Florida Greenways and Trails Foundation statewide meeting. (2015)
 Consolidated the Regional LRTP with the TBARTA Master Plan. (2015)
 Consolidated planning activities of the CCC and TBARTA including the public meeting schedules to
reduce the required number of meetings. (2015)
 Supported the activities of TBARTA, provided input and review for developing the TBARTA Master
Plan (2015) and various multimodal regional corridor studies. (Ongoing)
 Updated the Tri-County Access Plan (a Locally Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan).
Reviewed and ranked applications for Section 5310 funding (Annually).
 Participated in the federal certification of the Tampa Bay Transportation Management Area. (2014)
 Participate in the Technical Review Team Meetings (TRT) for the Tampa Bay Regional Planning
Model & other tools. (ongoing – monthly)
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Proposed Required Activities:
Review of comprehensive plan amendments, development plans and changes in development
regulations.
Technical and financial analyses, modeling, presentations, and community outreach in support of
Hillsborough County Transportation for Economic Development Policy Leadership Group.
Assist local agencies with transportation planning related topics as needed and requested, including the
Hillsborough County Health Department, Sheriff’s Office, Environmental Protection Commission,
University of South Florida, modal agencies, transportation management organizations, and other local
entities.
Provide technical support to local officials, agencies and jurisdictions on planning, growth management,
and other issues related to transportation and community plans, priorities and funding, such as mobility
fees, transportation investments to support economic growth, transportation network alternative
scenarios, and other topics.
In coordination with local, regional, and state entities address the need for better transportation
infrastructure to serve economic development and redevelopment areas. Provide public outreach
assistance as needed.
Perform technical analyses to formulate MPO positions on policies that will directly impact the
transportation systems of Tampa, Temple Terrace, Plant City, and unincorporated Hillsborough County.
Prepare for and attend board meetings of local governing bodies and transportation authorities
/organizations.
Continue to explore opportunities to strengthen intergovernmental coordination with the Seminole Tribe
of Florida/Seminole Nation of Oklahoma, including outreach to appropriate contacts and establishing
coordination mechanisms.
Participate in the Florida MPO Advisory Council activities and meetings to share best practices, conduct
statewide research tasks, and stay abreast of statewide policy changes.
Provide input to the Florida Transportation Commission on issues affecting the West Central Florida area.
Annually review Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP) and regional multiuse trails
priorities, prioritize candidate projects and make a recommendation to the TBARTA CCC board.
Support regional transit planning in coordination with TBARTA, FDOT, and local transit agencies.
Tasks in support of regional congestion management processes and/or regional performance
measures.
Coordinate project implementation phasing during development of the State Tentative Work Programs
and the individual MPO TIPs to ensure progress toward implementation of the Regional LRTP
(annually). Develop/ refine regional priority lists as needed and required.
Continue to coordinate with the FDOT Regional Goods Movement Advisory Committee on the
implementation of the Tampa Bay Regional Strategic Freight Plan.
Provide input on the Florida SIS and the Florida Transportation Plan.
Participate in Scenic Highway Corridor Management entities for the Courtney-Campbell Causeway and
the Suncoast Parkway.
Develop an interagency coordination agreement for air quality planning as/if required by nonattainment
airshed designation(s) or other federal regulatory action. As needed, support the air quality planning
process and monitor mobile source emissions.
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Participate and support the efforts of the Tampa Bay Clean Air Coalition
Support regional coordination and intra-regional access to pedestrian and cycle facilities and initiatives.
Coordinate regional rideshare and vanpool program planning with TBARTA and Transportation
Management Organizations.
Participate in the Technical Review Team (TRT) for the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model and other
tools to ensure seamless travel demand analyses across county borders.
Participate in the Florida Model Task Force for consistent travel demand analysis methods and technical
advances statewide.
Refine and update regional GIS layers and databases for the eight counties. Consider/research an online
GIS tool for public use.
Update and maintain the congestion management process (CMP) and database including support multicounty CMP initiatives and corridor studies. Implement strategies based on the CMP tool box and
implement into the LRTP as appropriate. Consider forming a CMP subcommittee.
Regional Multi-Use Trail mapping and priorities including Coast to Coast, SUNTrail Program coordination
and support.
Provide a forum to ensure products, processes, and activities are consistent with and among coordinating
MPOs.
Integrate regional perspectives within MPO presentations to the local community.
Review the existing UPWP tasks structure and develop regional UPWP tasks.
Continue to implement strategies for engaging the public in accordance with the Regional PPP Tools
include a website, printed materials, and other strategies in the PPP. In addition, provide allowances for
public participation activities.
Conduct a review of the effectiveness of the regional public-involvement process and the LEP and Title
VI policies in coordination with TBARTA CCC.
Provide administrative and staff support to the following groups and their subcommittees: Tampa Bay
TMA Leadership Group, an advisory committee to the Hillsborough, Pasco, and Pinellas MPOs; TBARTA
CCC; and TBARTA MPO Staff Directors meetings: Support at a minimum includes: arranging for venues
and conference calls, prepare and distribute agendas and meeting packets, follow up on agenda items
as needed/directed including coordination with partner agencies, monitor update schedule for regional
documents and coordinate the drafting, review, and final distribution of updated documents. Other tasks
include maintaining up-to-date distribution list, posting materials online and other administrative tasks as
needed.
Update the TMA Profile as needed including a review of cross-county trip making including an annual
review of Transportation Alternatives.
Hold Tri-County Meetings of the Bicycle Pedestrian Advisory Committees.
Hold Tri-County Meetings of the Transportation Disadvantaged Local Coordinating Boards
Attendance at and travel to necessary workshops, and meetings, and conferences.
TMA Leadership Group major project priorities and Transportation Alternative priorities.
TMA Leadership Group – Tri-County LCB (TCLCB) Priorities.
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Consultants may assist with these tasks.
FHWA and/or FTA funds may be used to assist with tasks.
END PRODUCTS:
(end products in this tasks are produced on ongoing basis unless noted otherwise)

Review comments on local plans, studies, and reports for consistency with LRTP (Ongoing)
Participation in other regional and statewide organizations’ planning activities to provide the West
Central Florida regional needs and perspective.
Reports regarding regional and statewide planning activities that may impact the West Central Florida
area.
Local plan consistency with regional and state plans.
Cross-county continuity in transportation facilities.
District-wide travel demand models.
Comments on proposed regional and state plans and DRI’s.
Implementation of the Tampa Bay Regional Strategic Freight Plan.
A comprehensive, up-to-date, and easily accessible regional transportation website.
An update to the FDOT District 1 elements of the Regional LRTP in collaboration with the TBARTA
Master Plan update (schedule to be coordinated with TBARTA).
Public meetings of the TBARTA CCC, and MPO Staff Directors, including an annual meeting of the
CCC and Central Florida Alliance. (Ongoing)
Updated list of regional highway and multi-use trails priorities (Annually)
Regional task sheets in UPWPs (Annually)
Transportation Regional Incentive Program - TRIP (Annually)
Public meetings of the Tampa Bay TMA Leadership Group, and planning products as directed by the
members including:

Contract for administrative services

Tri-County future land use map

Public engagement in support of regional transit corridors and studies utilizing informational
materials and/or multi-media tools.

Priorities for major projects and Transportation Alternatives (annually) and the Tri-County LCB
(including FTA Section 5310 funding) annually.

Updated TMA Profile
Contract for administrative services for TBARTA
Congestion Management Process (CMP) priorities and products
Tri-County Transportation Disadvantaged Local Coordinating Board meetings
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Responsible
Agencies

Year 1 – FY 2016/17
Funding Sources
FHWA
FTA
FTA State
(SU)
5303
Match

FHWA
(PL)

MPO
$ 110,500
Consultant
$ 54,803 $
Other Agency
Total Cost to
$ 165,303 $
MPO
Responsible
Agencies

$ 116,196

14,525

98,899

MPO
$ 100,500
Consultant
$ 27,708 $
Other Agency

20,573

Total Cost to
MPO

20,573

$

$

14,525

98,899

$ 116,196

$

14,525

Year 2 – FY 2017/18
Funding Sources
FHWA
FTA
FTA State
(SU)
5303
Match

FHWA
(PL)

$ 128,208

$

FTA Local
Match

$

$

80,400

80,400

$

$

10,050

10,050

$

14,525

Total
$

255,745

$

153,702

$

409,447

FTA Local
Match
$

$

201,000

$

48,281

$

249,281

Grand Total: $

658,728

$

10,050

Total

10,050

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and other governing bodies.
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Task 6. Local & Regional Coordination and Planning
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2016/17
Budget

Budget Category

Category

Description

FHWA
(PL)

FTA

FHWA

FTA State Match FTA Local Match

5303

(SU)

Trans.
Disad.

Total

A. Personnel Services
$ 84,255

$

88,598 $

11,075 $

11,075

$ 195,002

Subtotal: $ 84,255

$

88,598 $

11,075 $

11,075

$ 195,002

B. Consultant Services
$ 153,702

$ 54,803 $ 98,899
Subtotal: $ 54,803

$ 153,702

$ 98,899

C. Travel
Subtotal:

D. Other Direct Expenses

Subtotal:

E. Indirect Rate
$ 26,245

$

27,598 $

3,450 $

3,450

$ 60,743

Subtotal: $ 26,245

$

27,598 $

3,450 $

3,450

$ 60,743

$ 116,196 $

14,525 $

14,525

$ 409,447

Total: $165,303 $ 98,899
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Task 6. Local & Regional Coordination and Planning
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2017/18
Budget
Category

Budget
Category
Description

FHWA
(PL)

FHWA
(SU)

FTA
5303

FTA State Match FTA Local Match

Trans.
Disad.

Total

A. Personnel Services
$ 76,630

$ 61,304 $

7,663 $

7,663

$ 153,260

Subtotal: $ 76,630

$ 61,304 $

7,663 $

7,663

$ 153,260

B. Consultant Services
$ 48,281

$ 27,708 $ 20,573
Subtotal: $ 27,708

$ 48,281

$ 20,573

C. Travel
Subtotal:

D. O ther Direc t Expenses

Subtota l :

E. Indirect Rate
$ 23,870

$ 19,096 $

2,387 $

2,387

$ 47,740

Subtotal: $ 23,870

$ 19,096 $

2,387 $

2,387

$ 47,740

$ 80,400 $

10,050 $

10,050

$ 249,281

Total: $128,208 $ 20,573
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TASK 7
HART Planning Program
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TASK 7

HART Transit Planning and System Database

21B4

OBJECTIVE: Continue to develop services and programs that focus on analyzing needs, identifying and evaluating
alternatives and priorities, and developing strategies to implement the selected improvements. Coordination with
passengers, businesses, local and regional governments, community groups, other stakeholders, and transit
operators.
Continue collection of transit system and route level data including ridership and schedule performance to support
detailed analysis of HART transit and streetcar services. Use this information to monitor service and develop transit
service improvements.
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed














Submitted to FDOT the annual updates for 2014 and 2015 to the ten-year Transit Development Plan (TDP). The
TDP presents an updated ten-year plan for service and capital projects based on anticipated funding.
Prepared Program of Projects for FY 201and 2015 federal grants.
Capital improvement plans for County impact fees allocated to HART.
Coordinated with the City of Tampa, City of Temple Terrace, Hillsborough County, and the FDOT on sidewalk
and bus stop improvements.
Participated in regional transportation planning activities.
Reviewed Hillsborough County’s Comprehensive Plan Amendments and provided input commentary for areas
pertaining to HART service.
Reviewed major update of the Transportation Element of Hillsborough County Comprehensive Plan for transit
components.
Reviewed and analyzed land use applications submitted to the County and City to support improved connections
to transit.
Completed the Tampa Historic Streetcar Extension Study in FY 2015 to explore the general feasibility of
constructing a streetcar extension through the heart of downtown Tampa to Marion Transit Center and to identify
improvements required to upgrade the existing system to accommodate modern streetcar or light rail vehicles.
Submitted proposal for funding of the Regional Revenue Collection and Inter-Jurisdictional Mobility Project
through the federal Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) Program in 2015.
Submitted proposal for funding for CNG buses through the federal Section 5309: Ladders of Opportunity-Bus
and Bus Facilities Program in 2014.
Submitted proposal for funding to Florida Department of Transportation District 7 under the federal Section
5310 -Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals Grant Program.



Administered an On-board survey of HART customers to document ridership patterns, and important information
for planning and marketing efforts. The final report was issued in September 2014.
 HART successfully completed requirements of the Federal Transit Administration’s Environmental Sustainability
and Management System (ESMS) at its main operations facility at 21st Avenue and has started the process of
having ISO 14001:2004 standard certification.
 Developed a five-year strategic Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) plan to implement planned transit
technologies for improved transit service. The plan outlines future capital needs, maintenance and operational
needs for enhanced technologies including static and real-time information, interactive voice response, Wi-Fi on
buses and transit priority signalization.
 HART OneBusAway program added Touchtone services to assist visually impaired and those without
smartphones to access real-time arrival information.
 Launched a redesigned website in August 2015 with a modern, responsive redesign to engage the entire
community including users on mobile devices.
 Conducted a safety preparedness drill on the TECO Line Streetcar System. The exercise involved coordination
of the actions of local first responders, streetcar staff, and navigating equipment in case of emergencies.
Ongoing
 Input into the development of the TIP, UPWP, and FDOT Work Program.


Transit system and route-level ridership and performance data entered into the Trapeze database system.
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Update the Florida Transit Information System (FTIS)
Update the HART ITS five-year strategic plan.
ARC GIS analysis for ridership review, ridership patterns and bus stop analysis



Conduct ESMS drills at HART maintenance facilities.

Proposed Required Activities:
The following are the activities that will be undertaken with planning funding in FY 2016/2017-FY2017/2018. These
activities would be undertaken by HART staff, with specialized assistance provided by planning consultants.


Solicit consultant services for the development of the HART 2017-2026 major update of the ten-year Transit
Development Plan (TDP) to submit in September 2017. The 2017-2026 major update will require extensive data
analysis to identify service and facility needs, review alternative funding scenarios and develop specific strategies
to implement highest priority needs. In addition, the effort will involve FDOT T-Best software to prepare ridership
projections by alternatives under review. Agency will apply service standards to address productivity, load, and
on-time performance to the existing route system.



Advance PD&E studies for future Metro-Rapid corridors: Tampa International Airport/ Kennedy Boulevard,
Brandon/ Downtown Tampa, and New Tampa/ University Area, and Dale Mabry/ MacDill.



Continue to analyze facility needs and identify and evaluate strategies to provide additional capacity for fleet and
staff needs. Continue to assess security of HART facilities, systems, and services and develop mitigation as
required.



Continue planning for infrastructure improvements that support the service, such as bus stop amenities,
sidewalks, park and ride lots, transfer centers, and bus bays, including improvements for disabled passengers.



Monitor ridership and operations on existing services. Service strategies will be dependent upon the funding that
will be available to HART.



Participate in developing documents to comply with federal and state requirements, including the TIP, UPWP,
and FDOT Work Program.



Continue to coordinate with other transit agencies in the region on needs and potential service strategies.



Continue efforts to ensure that the needs of minority and low-income populations are considered in the planning for
transit services, including service monitoring, data collection and analysis and reporting.



Review roadway design, applications for development permits and rezoning and submit recommendations to the
City of Tampa and Hillsborough County for inclusion of transit and pedestrian amenities.



Develop and implement outreach activities to educate the public on transportation options and obtain their input
on needs and service improvement proposals.



Develop funding applications and undertake administrative and planning requirements related to the grants,
including planning analysis, compliance activities and quarterly reporting.



Review new federal and state funding programs and pursue opportunities for obtaining additional funding for
service, facility improvements, and capital projects.



Provide assistance with Geographic Information Systems efforts for planning projects (technical analysis and
mapping). Incorporate system information into GIS databases, including APC data and ridership patterns from
on-board surveys and other studies.



Develop specifications for regional farebox/nterSmartCard technology.



Analyze the existing fare program, and develop recommendations on fare strategy including strategies to speed
up the on-board fare payment process.



Conduct on-board ridership surveys. Administer a major on-board survey every two years to document ridership
patterns and important information for planning and marketing efforts.



Implement planning studies in Brandon, and Northwest Hillsborough (Ehrlich-Bearss). Work is needed to assess
needs and develop recommendations on enhancing transit connections in these areas. The work effort will
review previous studies and assess needs, including travel patterns, major destinations and attractions, and other
transportation services and projects. The study will involve coordination with local jurisdictions, transportation
agencies, stakeholder groups and the public.
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Continue coordination with transit agencies from FDOT Districts 1 & 7 to develop a regional approach to revenue
collection that will modernize the process of the collection of fixed-route fares and enhance the mobility of
passengers between the respective jurisdictions of the Regional Fare Collection Working Group.



Solicit auditing services for full International Organization for Standardization (ISO) 14001 certification for HART
Environmental Sustainability and Management System (ESMS).



Coordinate with the City of Tampa to identify potential opportunities to expand or extend transit connections to
the TECOline Streetcar in Downtown Tampa.



Update the fifth year of the five-year strategic Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) plan to implement planned
transit technologies for improved transit service.



Solicit consultant services for the development of the HART Transit Asset Management Plan for compliance with
Section 5326 to implement a strategic approach for assessing needs and prioritizing investments to maintain the
state of good repair.



Ferry Boat (Apollo Beach to MacDill)- Work closely with the Hillsborough County project management team to
provide necessary documentation to the Federal Transit Administration as the NEPA process proceeds.

Implement a study for strategies to improve mobility through First and Last Mile Connections to transit in Hillsborough
County. The study would identify strategies to increase transit utilization through making seamless connections
possible to both access and egress transit from points of origination to destinations. It may also include identification
of candidate projects that hold the best promise to successfully demonstrate improvement of an end to end trip made
with transit.
END PRODUCTS:


Transit Development Plan Progress Report (Fall FY 2018) and Major Update (Fall FY 2017)



Regional fare program analysis and new fare collection equipment for participating agencies (Fall 2018)



Transit service plans and recommendations (Fall 2017 & 2018)



National Transit Database Report (Monthly and Annually)



Route level on-board ride checks (Daily)



Surveys of Bus, Paratransit, and Streetcar riders (Ongoing)



Reports requested by staff and public (Ongoing)



Submit applications for competitive federal funding (Ongoing)



Recommendations and cost feasibility for implementing future MetroRapid service. (2018)



Survey results: Documentation of ridership patterns, and important information for planning and marketing efforts.
(Biennial)



Obtain ISO 14001:2004 standard certification for HART Environmental Sustainability and Management System
(ESMS). (2017)




Budget for ITS needs. (2017 & 2018)
Identify candidate projects that hold the best promise to successfully demonstrate improvement of an end to end
trip made with transit. (2018)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
HART*, MPO, FDOT, City & County Agencies
(*) Lead Agency
*Work efforts will be completed by existing staff.
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Responsible
Agencies

FHWA

FHWA

(PL)

(SU)

MPO
Other Agency
Total Cost to
MPO

Responsible
Agencies

FHWA

FHWA

(PL)

(SU)

Year 1 – FY 2016/17
Funding Sources
FTA
FTA State FTA Local
5307
Match
Match

FTA State
of Good
Repair

Total

$ 150,000

$

37,500

$

187,500

$ 150,000

$

37,500

$

187,500

Year 2 – FY 2017/18
Funding Sources
FTA
FTA State FTA Local
Match
Match
5307

MPO
Other Agency

FTA State
of Good
Repair
$

Total

70,602

Total Cost to
MPO
Grand Total: $
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Task 7 HART Planning Program
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2016/17
Budget
Category

Budget
Category
Description

FHWA
(PL)

FHWA
(SU)

FTA
5307

FTA State

FTA Local

FTA State of

Trans.

Match

Match

Good Repair

Disad.

Total

A. Personnel Services
Subtotal:

B. Other Agency
Subtotal:

$150,000

$ 37,500

$ 187,500

$150,000

$ 37,500

$ 187,500

$150,000

$ 37,500

$ 187,500

C. Travel
Subtotal:

D. O ther Direc t Expenses

Subtota l :

E. Indirect Rate
Subtotal:

Total:
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Task 7 HART Planning Program
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2017/18
Budget
Category

Budget
Category
Description

FHWA
(PL)

FHWA
(SU)

FTA
5307

FTA State

FTA Local

FTA State of

Trans.

Match

Match

Good Repair

Disad.

Total

A. Personnel Services
Subtotal:

B. Other Agency
Subtotal:

$ 70,602

$ 70,602

$ 70,602

$ 70,602

$ 70,602

$ 70,602

C. Travel
Subtotal:

D. O ther Direc t Expenses

Subtota l :

E. Indirect Rate
Subtotal:

Total:
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IV.
Funding and Budget Tables
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Figure A1: Year 1 UPWP Funding by Task for MPO Activities
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Figure A 2: Year 2 UPWP Funding by Task for MPO Activities
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Table 1a FY 2016/17
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
MPO STAFF & CONTRACT TASKS WITH PRIOR YEAR FUNDS
UNIFIED PLANNING WORK PROGRAM - FY 16/17 (Year 1)
FHWA PL

Task No.
1
2
3
4
5
6
7

TASK
Transportation Planning
Management
System & Corridor Planning
Long Range Transportation
Planning and Data
Transportation Improvement
Planning
Public Participation &
Stakeholder Engagement
Local & Regional
Coordination and Planning
HART Planning Program

PL MPO
Budget

FTA 5303

TD

Prior
TOTAL
TOTAL
Year FTA
Funds for Funds for
Funds
MPO
Contracts
PL
Available FTA Grant
Surface
Available Available
Contract for Staff
Staff
Transportation in Current in Current
Budget Budget
Budget Staff Budget
Program
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year Task Total

$ 110,500 $

7,131

$ 15,074 $ 125,126

$ 238,000 $369,397 $128,556 $ 177,922 $
$ 161,500 $103,532 $186,754

$

29,852

$

$

35,000

42,500

$ 22,372

$ 187,000 $

8,557 $128,415 $ 119,619

$ 110,500 $ 54,803

$ 44,745 $ 100,500

$
43,421 $
$

12,869 $ 250,700 $
666,614 $ 587,899

$

99,872

270,700

$ 1,623,910
668,473

$

99,872

$

15,443 $ 435,034 $

24,000 $

459,034

$

98,899 $ 255,745 $ 153,702 $

409,447

$ 850,000 $543,421 $525,916 $ 588,019 $

43,421 $

980,659

Funding Source Total

$

43,421 $

980,659 $

1,113,935 $

$1,036,011

186,835 $ 378,106 $ 290,367 $

TOTAL

1,393,421 $

20,000 $

$2,007,356

$1,524,080
3,531,436

$ 3,531,436

Table 1b FY 2017/18
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
MPO STAFF & CONTRACT TASKS WITH PRIOR YEAR FUNDS
UNIFIED PLANNING WORK PROGRAM - FY 17/18 (Year 2)
FHWA PL

Task No.

PL MPO
Budget

Prior
Year FTA
Funds
PL
Available FTA Grant
Contract for Staff
Staff
Budget
Budget
Budget

1

TASK
Transportation Planning
Management

$ 125,126 $

2

System & Corridor Planning

3
4

$ 177,922 $ 186,764

$ 177,922 $ 43,421 $

138,671 $

Long Range Transportation
Planning and Data

$ 120,296

$

29,852

Transportation Improvement
Planning

$

$

35,000

52,345

35,000

6
7

HART Planning Program

$

38,866 $
$

TOTAL
Funds for
Contracts
Available
in Current
Fiscal Year Task Total

250,252 $
399,265

6,282 $

256,534

$ 325,435 $

724,700

150,148 $

91,211 $

241,359

$

70,000

70,000

4,327

$ 119,619

$

3,212 $

410,776 $

7,539 $

418,315

27,708

$ 100,500

$

20,573 $

201,000 $

48,281 $

249,281

TOTAL

$ 850,001 $ 274,749

Funding Source Total

$

FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP

$ 125,126

TOTAL
Funds for
MPO
Surface
Available in
Staff Transportation Current
Budget
Program
Fiscal Year
2,677 $

$

3,605

TD

$

Public Participation & Stakeholder
Engagement
$ 291,157 $
Local & Regional Coordination
and Planning
$ 100,500 $

5

FTA 5303

1,124,750 $

$ 588,019 $ 43,421 $
588,019 $ 43,421 $

102

204,000 $ 1,481,441

$ 478,749 $ 1,960,190

204,000 $

1,960,190

Table 2a FY 2016/17
MPO/TPO Funding Sources by Task - FY 2016/17

MPO/TPO Name
Transportation Planning
1 Management

FHWLA PL

SU

FED

FED

Task

2 System and Corridor Planning
Long Range Transportation

3 Planning and Data

Transportation Improvement

4 Planning

Public Participation & Stakeholder

5 Engagement

Local & Regional Coordination and

6 Planning

FTA 5303

FED

FED

FED

TOTAL - ALL SOURCES
Total
Federal Total State

Total
Local

GRAND

Total

$ 242,660 $ 14,020 $ 14,020 $ 270,700

$ 607,397 $ 666,614 $ 245,182 $ 30,648 $ 30,648

$43,421

$ 1,519,193 $ 74,069 $ 30,648 $ 1,623,910

$ 265,032 $ 186,835 $ 173,285 $ 21,661 $ 21,661

$ 625,152 $ 21,661 $ 21,661 $ 668,473

$

$ 88,398 $

42,500

$ 45,898 $ 5,737 $ 5,737

5,737 $ 5,737 $ 99,872

$ 195,557 $ 15,443 $ 198,427 $ 24,803 $ 24,803

$ 409,427 $ 24,803 $ 24,803 $ 459,034

$ 165,303 $ 98,899 $ 116,196 $ 14,525 $ 14,525

$ 380,398 $ 14,525 $ 14,525 $ 409,447
$150,000

$ 37,500

$ 1,393,421 $ 980,659 $ 891,148 $ 111,394 $ 111,394 $ 150,000

$ 37,500

* FDOT will provide a soft match of $ 251,791 in State

FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP

Local
Match

TD
State of
State Local Good
Match Match Repair CTD

$ 117,631 $ 12,869 $ 112,160 $ 14,020 $ 14,020

7 HART Planning Program
TOTAL

State
Match

FTA 5307

FHWA
SPR-PL-1

Funds

103

$ 150,000
$ 43,421

$ 37,500 $ 187,500

$ 3,415,228 $ 154,815 $ 148,894 $ 3,718,936

Table 2b FY 2017/18
MPO/TPO Funding Sources by Task - FY 2017/18
FHWLA PL

Task

MPO/TPO Name
Transportation Planning
1
Management
System and Corridor
2
Planning
Long Range
3 Transportation Planning
and Data

FED

SU

FED

FTA 5303

FED

State
Match

FTA 5307
State of
Local
State Local Good
Match FED Match Match Repair

$

128,731 $

$

364,686 $ 138,671 $ 142,338 $ 17,792 $ 17,792

$

172,641 $ 38,866 $ 23,882 $ 2,985 $ 2,985

TD

FHWA
SPR-PL-1

CTD

FED

2,677 $ 100,101 $ 12,513 $ 12,513

TOTAL - ALL SOURCES
Total
Federal

Total
State

GRAND

Total
Local

Total

$ 231,509 $ 12,513 $ 12,513 $ 256,534
$ 43,421

$ 645,695 $ 61,213 $ 17,792 $ 724,700
$ 235,389 $ 2,985 $ 2,985 $ 241,359

4

Transportation
Improvement Planning

5

Public Participation &
$
Stakeholder Engagement

295,484 $

3,212 $ 95,695 $ 11,962 $ 11,962

$ 394,391 $ 11,962 $ 11,962 $ 418,315

6

Local & Regional
$
Coordination and Planning

128,208 $ 20,573 $ 80,400 $ 10,050 $ 10,050

$ 229,181 $ 10,050 $ 10,050 $ 249,281

$

35,000

$ 28,000 $ 3,500 $ 3,500

$

7 HART Planning Program
TOTAL

$ 70,602
$ 1,124,750 $ 204,000 $ 470,415 $ 58,802 $ 58,802

* FDOT will provide a soft match of$ 203,242

FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP

in

State

$ 70,602 $ 43,421

Funds

104

63,000 $ 3,500 $ 3,500 $

$

70,000

70,602

$ 1,799,165 $ 102,223 $ 58,802 $ 2,030,792
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FDOT District Seven Planning Program
Access Management
Assist in reviewing and commenting on driveway access as it relates to local government planning
initiatives, Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Studies, corridor studies, access management
plans, zoning requirements, development agreements, Work Program and Developer projects along
State Highway System (SHS) facilities and access management standards.
2B5

Air Quality Analysis
Assist the Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) in performing Air Quality Conformity
Determination Analysis for their Long Range Transportation Plans, Transportation Improvements
Programs and associated amendments. Assist the MPOs in evaluating the air quality impacts of
individual transportation improvements and programs. [U.S. E.P.A. did not modify the NAAQS as
anticipated; therefore the Tampa Bay airshed remains in attainment. This activity is not required at this
time.]
Bicycle and Pedestrian Activities
Maintain a comprehensive database of bicycle and pedestrian facilities on the State Road system. Assist
in review and commenting on bicycle, pedestrian, and transit plans. Identify gaps and list possible
improvements. Evaluate potential corridors and the adaptability for bike lanes.
Community/Government Liaison
Provide policy, technical advice, administrative support, overall coordination, cooperation and assistance
to District Seven MPO staffs, MPO Boards, local governments, and community; including full participation
in technical and staff support for advisory committees. Assist MPOs in conducting effective on-going
transportation planning programs and processes, developing, maintaining and implementing plans and
programs which meet State and Federal requirements, and promote coordination, cooperation, and
consistency among their planning processes and programs. Major programs include the Unified Planning
Work Program, Transportation Improvement Priorities and Transportation Improvement Program, Long
Range Transportation Plans, Public Participation Plan, and Congestion Management Process. Conduct
annual Joint Certification with the MPOs. Coordinate and facilitate implementation of the Transportation
Alternatives Program.
Corridor Planning Studies
Conduct studies of major corridors to identify and evaluate travel issues, and determine the effectiveness
and impacts of proposed alternatives to address those issues. The results may range from a set of
recommended improvements that address specific problems to a comprehensive action plan for
improving the corridor.
On the Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) and SHS, these studies include the development of strategies
and plans for implementing and maintaining SIS and SHS standards such as those for Level-of-Service,
interchange spacing and access management. This may include preparation of action plans, master
plans, corridor studies, and others as identified.
Design Traffic Forecast
Develop and update traffic projections for state highway corridors and supporting regional roadways.
These traffic projections are necessary to support the road design for capacity and operational
improvements and the pavement design for resurfacing.

FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP

166

Development of Regional Impact
Assist in reviewing, monitoring, updating and providing support for Development of Regional Impacts.
The District will review developments of regional impact (DRIs) pursuant to Rule 73C-40, Florida
Administrative Code, and Sub-DRIs to ensure that developer proportionate share mitigation or
proportionate fair share mitigation is requested to offset impacts to the roadway network as related to the
SIS and SHS. In all of these areas, the District typically coordinates the review process as needed with
the Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO), the Regional Planning Councils (RPC), local
governments, and with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) Central Office staff, if
necessary.
Efficient Transportation Decision Making (ETDM) Process
The ETDM process was designed to accomplish the streamline objectives that were identified in Moving
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21). The District will implement the ETDM process in
a five county area. The District ETDM Coordinator will coordinate training and provide guidance to the
MPOs and District staff on the implementation of the ETDM process. Each MPO will designate an MPO
ETDM Coordinator to work closely with the District ETDM Coordinator and Environmental Technical
Advisory Team agency representatives so that the MPO can fully participate in all aspects of ETDM.
Comprehensive Plan Amendments
The District will review amendments made to local government comprehensive plans and comment on
their potential impact to transportation facilities of state importance in accordance with Chapter 163.3184,
Florida Statutes, which may include the SIS and the SHS. The District typically coordinates the review
process as needed with the Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO), the Regional Planning Councils
(RPC), local governments, and with FDOT Central Office staff if necessary.
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Planning
The Department will support the MPO’s efforts to plan the ITS program and to structure ITS into their
respective organizations. These ITS planning activities include developing an ITS Management Plan and
Program Plan for each county, developing the MPO’s capability to manage the Regional ITS Architecture
and developing ITS programs and projects for the MPO’s Long Range Transportation Plan and
Transportation Improvement Program. Further, this support includes integrating intra-regional ITS
deployment and operations, as well as assuring that intra-regional and inter-regional operations are
coordinated.

Interchange Analysis
Conduct analysis of interchanges to identify and evaluate travel issues, and determine the effectiveness
and impacts of proposed alternatives to address those issues. The results may range from a set of
recommended improvements that address specific problems to a comprehensive rebuild of the
interchange for improving the safety and operation of the ramps and the entire interchange. Provide
coordination with the Federal Highway Administration and technical support and review for interchange
operations, interchange modification, and new interchanges.
Level-of-Service
Identify roadways that have a deficient Level-of-Service (LOS) for existing and future conditions;
determine level of need and determine timing of improvements. Assist Citrus, Hillsborough, Hernando,
Pasco and Pinellas County staff in the update of their Level-of-Service analysis to current conditions and
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with Level-of-Service issues and training. Review and participate in the development of Action
Plans/Corridor Studies on Level-of-Service issues. Advise and assist the Metropolitan Planning
Organization(s), the Regional Planning Council and Local Government Staff. Apply LOS for
Transportation Concurrency, where it is utilized, and Comprehensive Plan Amendment reviews. Update
the database, charts and maps.
Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) Update and Maintenance
Provide technical and policy advisory assistance to the District MPOs in developing, updating and
maintaining their LRTP through a coordinated and consistent effort using a single regional travel demand
forecasting model, a single regional planning database and a mutually agreed upon set of modeling and
planning assumptions. Provide State and Federal revenue forecasts and District transportation costs.
Conduct corridor studies, sub-area studies, and special transportation studies to support the on-going
maintenance, update and implementation of the MPOs adopted LRTPs. This includes modeling support
and other technical assistance, as needed, for Project Development and Environment and other special
studies.
Develop, validate and maintain a set of systems planning models, land use allocation models and other
analytical tools needed by the Department and MPOs to maintain their Long Range Transportation Plans
and other planning studies and analysis. Models are used to validate the Tampa Bay Regional Planning
Model and Tampa Bay Regional Land Use Allocation Model, including initial design and development of
enhancements and initial testing of model performance and also validate special modeling techniques
and analysis methodologies, as needed, for corridor, sub-area and special transportation studies.
Review the overall performance of the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model and the Tampa Bay
Regional Land Use Allocation Model in the maintenance of the MPOs Long Range Transportation Plans
and in the conduct of corridor and sub-area transportation studies to identify needed model
enhancements and refinements.
Assist the MPOs with developing their long range transportation plan by integrating the Strategic
Intermodal System Second Five-Year Work Program and Cost Feasible Plan.

Mapping/Database Development
Create maps of the District’s multi-modal facilities using GIS and ArcMap®. This includes maps of the
FDOT Five-Year Work Program showing capacity projects, resurfacing projects, public transit and other
special areas. For each Legislative District in District 7, capacity and resurfacing project maps are
produced. Maps of existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities are also produced. GIS maps of all past
PD&E Studies, with a summary of the recommended improvements are maintained by the District.
Provides technical support to other FDOT disciplines and areas as requested.
Multi-Modal Systems
Multi-Modal Systems is the conduit that provides research and technical assistance to District agencies
and MPOs concerning guidance and administration of State and Federal grants with the purpose of
presenting economic growth through various multi-modal opportunities. Monitor and provide input on
proposed and adopted State and Federal legislative issues related to transportation programs. Review
and analyze availability of innovative financing methods and techniques for agency use. Participate in
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agencies’ planning activities and coordinate agencies’ planned freight movement and public
transportation improvements with the Department’s roadway improvement projects. Coordinate and
participate in the development and implementation of the Strategic Intermodal System.
Multi-Modal Transportation Studies
Conduct or provide technical assistance for Multi-modal transportation studies and other special
transportation analysis and interactive transit/technology application research studies when those
opportunities become available. The specific studies will be identified as needs arise.

Regional Goods Movement Study
Develop an overall coordinated regional strategy for addressing goods movement needs in the Tampa
Bay Region. Identify and assess the needs and issues of major regional freight activity centers (including
major intermodal facilities) and regional significant freight corridors, through a series of sub-area and
corridor studies. Conduct inventories of the characteristics of goods movement in the Tampa Bay Region.
Assist the MPOs in establishing on-going Goods Movement Management Systems to address goods
movement issues and advance goods movement programs and improvements to the MPO.
Regional Transportation Planning Coordination
Support and participate in all levels of regional coordination and proposed activities among the Tampa
Bay Area Regional Transportation Authority (development of a regional transportation master plan) and
District MPOs including the MPO Chair’s Coordinating Committee (broad level policy direction for
development of the regional transportation system); the MPO Director’s Coordination Team (coordination
of MPOs planning programs and proposed activities); the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model Technical
Review Team (coordination of the development and update of the MPOs Long Range Transportation
Plans).
Provide on-going technical and policy advisory assistance to the MPOs in the development of regional
planning products, including the Tampa Bay Regional Profile, the Tampa Bay Regional Roadways
Strategic Plan and the Tampa Bay Regional Congestion Management System Plan.
Maintain a database of existing (2010) socioeconomic and travel characteristics for District MPOs,
including information on population, dwelling units, hotel/motel units, school enrollment, current land
uses, traffic counts, transit usage, special generators activity, and other variables essential to the
validation and operation of the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model.
Travel Characteristics
Prepare and conduct surveys and analysis to maintain a current set of travel characteristics of the Tampa
Bay area needed to validate planning models and provide needed data for plan updates, corridor and
sub-area studies and special transportation studies.
Consultants may assist with tasks listed.
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Board & Committee Agenda Item
Agenda Item
Public Participation Measures of Effectiveness
Presenter
Lisa K. Silva, MPO staff
Summary
Engaging the public effectively is crucial to the MPO’s success. Without
it, the MPO would operate in a vacuum and its plans and programs would
not reflect the public’s values and preferences. Without obtaining public
input, the MPO would be unlikely to gain the broad support needed to
ensure that transportation plans and programs are implemented.
The Public Participation Plan (PPP) describes the MPO’s strategies and
techniques to inform and engage the public in transportation planning
issues with the purpose of maximizing participation and effectiveness.
The MPO periodically reviews its public participation efforts, using
“measures of effectiveness” that fall into the following categories:





Visibility & Productivity
Participation Opportunities
Public Interest & Feedback
Input Results

This report reviews the MPO’s public engagement during 2014 through
2015. Recommendations coming out of this review will lead to
amendments to the PPP, and set the stage for engaging the public in the
update of the Transportation Improvement Plan and next Long Range
Transportation Plan.
Recommended Action
Approve
Prepared By
Lisa K. Silva, AICP, PLA
Attachments
Plan Hillsborough
planhillsborough.org
planner@plancom.org
813 - 272 - 5940
601 E Kennedy Blvd
18th floor
Tampa, FL, 33602

Measures of Effectiveness 2014-15 Report (Appendices are available at
http://www.planhillsborough.org/public-participation-plan-evaluation-report/)
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Measures of Effectiveness for

Two Year Public Engagement Evaluation for 2014 & 2015
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Chapter 1: Public Participation
Historical Perspective
In 1998, the Hillsborough County MPO adopted a Public Involvement Plan (PIP). The
PIP identified a proactive public participation process for the transportation planning
products of the MPO. The process included timely public notices, full access and input
to key decisions and supported early and continuing involvement of the community. In
1999, several evaluation measures were adopted by the MPO in response to the
Federal Highway Administration’s suggestion that the MPO develop a mechanism for
evaluating the effectiveness of the PIP. The PIP has been updated regularly, typically
at the onset of the Long Range Transportation Plan updates. In 2003, it included
guiding principles on which to build the MPO public outreach efforts, modified goals,
objectives, an updated toolkit and a revised evaluation section. In 2005, the Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity Act – A Legacy for Users
(SAFETEA-LU) was enacted, carrying forward a strong federal emphasis on public
participation programs. Pursuant to SAFETEA-LU as well as the passage of Florida’s
Growth Management legislation, and the declaration of the Tampa Bay air-shed being
in attainment of national ambient air quality standards, the PIP was further amended
and renamed the Public Participation Plan (PPP) in 2006.
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In 2010, the MPO updated the Public Participation Plan to be more user-friendly and
clearly define procedures for notification and public participation, including an extensive
review of requirements, transportation terms and acronyms, an expanded toolbox, and
a new Limited English Proficiency Plan. The Plan was amended in 2012 to incorporate
new public involvement techniques and procedural requirements and was adopted by
the MPO along with an updated Limited English Proficiency Plan.
In 2014 the MPO amended its PPP to incorporate recommendations of the 2013 federal
certification review, to reflect new tools and to simplify the document. Revisions reflect
the consolidated agency website, the expansion of MPO committees, the streamlined
downloading of the PPP document from our website and clarified the public notice
process for TIP amendments.
The Hillsborough County MPO has been and
continues to be fully compliant with federal and
state requirements pertaining to public
participation, including: §450.316, §450.322,
§450.324, and §450.326 in Chapter 23 of the
Code of Federal Regulations; Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964; the Limited English
Proficiency Executive Order 13166; Florida Statute 339.175; and The Sunshine Law.
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Chapter 2: Public Participation
Guiding Principles
Engaging the public effectively is crucial to the MPO’s success. Without it, the MPO
would operate in a vacuum and its plans and programs would not reflect the public’s
values and preferences. Without obtaining public input, the MPO would be unlikely to
gain the broad support needed to ensure that transportation plans and programs are
implemented.
The Public Participation Plan (PPP) describes the MPO’s strategies and techniques to
inform and engage the public in transportation planning issues with the purpose of
maximizing participation and effectiveness.

The following principles, developed in

conjunction with best practice standards for public involvement, guide the PPP.
Provide opportunities for involvement.
Avenues for involvement will be open, meaningful and
organized so as to provide an environment that encourages
convenient and comfortable participation. Consideration of
needs for accessibility, scheduling, location, format and
language of informational materials will be structured to allow
informed, constructive exchanges with clear definition of the
information being presented. Participants will be provided
information so that they more clearly understand the tradeoffs and will be encouraged to grapple with the many
competing transportation objectives.
Be inclusive of constituencies.
Determine stakeholders and target audience.
Identify strategies to bring the information to
these groups.

Efforts to reach new and

existing constituencies include continuing
outreach to those with accessibility issues as
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well as minority, low income, elderly, youth communities and neighborhoods or groups
that may be affected by proposed projects. Use creative techniques to engage the
audience in discussion and interaction throughout the planning process.
Be responsive to participants.
MPO

forums

will

facilitate

discussion

that

directly

corresponds to the participants and their available time.
Informational materials should be clear, concise and
address the concerns of the participants. Information will
be available in sufficient detail to allow citizens to form and
express their independent views. The results of all public involvement activities will be
documented and given full consideration in all MPO decision-making as well as
conveyed to the implementing agencies for their consideration.
Provide a Predictable Process.
The planning process will be understandable and known well in
advance. This consistency in our process will allow the MPO staff,
citizens and officials to plan their time and effectively apply their
resources.
Be creative and flexible.
The direction and effectiveness of this program
should be reviewed periodically to ensure that it
meets the needs of the public and the MPO.
This program should continue to evolve and
include new avenues of communication to
augment the MPO’s public outreach efforts.
Maximize exposure, minimize costs.
The Hillsborough County MPO is committed to coordinate this process with local,
federal, statewide public involvement processes wherever possible to enhance public
consideration of the issues, plans, and programs while reducing redundancies and
minimizing costs.
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The measures of effectiveness (MOEs) used as part of the evaluation process under
these guiding principles fall into the following categories:
 Visibility & Productivity
 Participation Opportunities
 Public Interest & Feedback
 Input Results

At the conclusion of the review of MPO performance in each of these areas, there is
an opportunity to refine the PPP process through a series of recommendations.
Other opportunities to enhance performance may occur because of ongoing
feedback, periodic surveys, or with the update of the Public Participation Plan that
accompanies the launch of each Long Range Transportation Plan update.
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Chapter 3: Measures of Effectiveness
Visibility & Productivity
MPO Documents
Each year the MPO produces plans, projects and studies as outlined in its Unified
Planning Work Program. The resulting documents are made available to the public
as reports, technical memoranda, and maps. Table 1 shows the documents
produced by the MPO in this evaluation cycle.
During 2014 and 2015, the MPO published several project reports related to a
diverse range of topics. Some of them are mentioned below:


Projects related to Congestion Management and Crash Mitigation Process
o Columbus Drive and 17th/18th/19th
Avenue Study,
o 131st Av and 46th St/Skipper Road
Complete Streets
o Tampa/Highland Street/Florida
Avenue Study



Projects

related

to

Non-Motorized

Planning:
o Tampa-Hillsborough Greenways and Trails Plans Update,
o Tampa Bike Walk Plan Phase V
o George Road Walk/Bike Connector and Complete Street Study,
Projects related to Adaptation and Resilience
o Vulnerability Assessment and Adaptation Pilot Project


The MPO adopted the Imagine 2040 Transportation Plan

These are in addition the annual MPO documents such as the Community
Transportation Coordinator Evaluation, Transportation Improvement Program and
Unified Planning Work Program. During this period, the MPO continues to make
available and improve the web-based interactive Transportation Improvement
Program that enables users to map, search out and zoom in to transportation projects
9|Page

programmed for the next five years. At the end of this reporting period the TIP tool
was being revamped, the new and improved version is expected to launch in 2016.
The detailed list of documents can be found in Table 1.
Table 1: Documents Produced from January 1, 2014 – December 31, 2015
Title

Adopted or
Published

Imagine 2040 Transportation Plan (LRTP)

Nov 2014

Imagine 2040 – Needs Assessment ‐ Part 2 Public Engagement Summary (Appendix)

Nov 2014

Annual MPO Certification Reviews

March 2014, 2015

Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan

2014, 2015

Annual Evaluation of the Community Transportation Coordinator

Sept 2014, 2015

Transportation Improvement Program Amendments

June 2014, 2015

Express Bus in Tampa Bay Express Lanes Report

May 2015

Tri‐County Area Regional Mobility Needs

Feb 2014

Feasibility Study of Shared High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes on Bruce B Downs Boulevard between

Mar 2014

Interstate 75 and Bearss Avenue
Vulnerability Assessment and Adaptation Pilot Project

Oct 2014

USF Area Complete Streets Concept Plan 46th St/Skipper Rd and 131st Ave

Mar 2015

2013 and 2014 Public Participation Measures of Effectiveness Report

June 2015

Columbus Drive/17th/18th/19th Avenue Corridor Redesign

Jan 2015

USF Area Compete Streets Concept Plan

Mar 2015

Florida Avenue and Tampa Street/ Highland Avenue Corridor Study

July 2015

Tech Memo I Evaluation Criteria
Tech Memo II Existing Conditions

Sep 2015

I‐275/Fowler & I‐275/Busch Gateway Concept Study (draft)

Nov 2015

Tampa Walk Bike Phase V

Nov 2015

George Road Complete Streets Study

Dec 2015
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Visibility
Leadership in Metropolitan Transportation Planning
Twice over the past year, our public participation projects were considered
innovative enough to be featured on the national stage:


American Planning Association Annual Conference, April 2015 – Public
Opinion Research as a Planning Tool: the Hillsborough MPO PostReferendum Study



Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Scenario Planning Peer Exchange,
August 2015 – Imagine 2040 Growth, Transportation, and Investment
Scenarios

New levels of public engagement
While the MPO has had a proactive public participation program for years, in 2015 we
raised the bar, we moved the TIP public hearing to evening, adding a live-call-in at
our annual public hearing on investment priorities, and expanding social media usage
with a Facebook “event” and week-long public comment period prior to board
meetings.
The MPO adopted the Imagine 2040 Transportation Plan on November 12, 2014 and
in 2015 the plan won four state and regional awards. With nearly 6,000
participants, Imagine 2040’s outreach program had the greatest amount of public
participation ever achieved by the Hillsborough MPO and Planning Commission.
On March 27, 2015, the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council held its 23rd Annual
Future of the Region Awards program, and Imagine 2040 was pleased to receive first
Place in the Public Education category and also to receive the One Bay Award. In
September 2015, Imagine 2040 received the Florida Chapter of the American
Planning Association’s 2015 Project Award of Merit in the Best Practices
category. Imagine 2040 also received an Exemplary Implementation Award from
Open Planning Tools Group (OPTG) in Baltimore, Maryland, which recognizes
projects that utilize planning tools in an innovative manner to create effective public
engagement.
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Important collaboration achievements
Beginning in May of 2015, staff began researching and reviewing literature on the
relationship between the built environment and health. The research included a
survey of health impact assessments, healthy planning policies, health in
comprehensive planning, and strategies for
building healthy places. Staff has also
worked with the Hillsborough County Health
Department to provide presentations to the
Planning

Commission

and

Tampa

City

Council on Health in All Policies (HiAP) as a
collaborative approach to improving the
health of all people by incorporating health
considerations into decision making across
sectors and policy areas. See George Road Complete Streets Study Chapter 6.
Other noteworthy new collaborations are noted as follows:


A new member of our board: the School District of Hillsborough County, which
has led to the development of an ad hoc working group on schools and
transportation to begin in 2016



A new graduate fellowship with the USF Urban & Regional Planning Program.
The MPO created two fellowships to support interns from the University of
South Florida's Urban and Regional Planning Program for the 2015-16 school
year. Familiarizing emerging planners with community priorities encourages
talented students to remain in Hillsborough County after graduation. The
Agency gets the benefit of their knowledge, skills and possible future
employment

MPO Publications Available On-line
The MPO maintained a strong presence on the Internet to publicize its plans, studies,
regular and special meetings. All agenda packets for regular MPO and standing
committee

meetings

www.planhillsborough.org,

were

posted

to

the

MPO’s

primary

typically one week before their meetings.

website,
During this

evaluation cycle, the MPO continuously expanded its on-line library of completed and
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pending plans, studies, maps and documents covering virtually every aspect of the
planning program. The MPO’s main website also included an archive of current and
past newsletters going back to 2011, as well as current and past meeting agenda
packets dating back to 2014. Although the website archives older agenda packets,
these can be provided upon request. Table 2 shows the number of packets and
newsletters available through the MPO’s websites.
Table 2: Documents Available on MPO Websites
Documents and Newsletters

2014

2015

Current & Archived Meeting Packets

463

549

Informational Pages & Hot-Linked Informational Sites

255

295

Current & Archived Newsletters

45

57

Total:

763

901

MPO Newsletters, Guides, Maps and Brochures Distributed
The MPO continued its three “eNews” publications, and distributed monthly on a
rotating basis:


Rubber Meets the Road, providing news about the MPO’s Transportation
Improvement Program;



Walk Bike News, emphasizing livable roadways and complete streets
planning;



Hillsborough Rides, focusing on transit and transportation disadvantaged
services.
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These newsletters publicized meetings of, and topics of interest to, the MPO’s
advisory committees. A limited number of copies were printed and made available to
the public in the MPO lobby and at events, as well as through other public agencies,
and all newsletters were posted on the MPO website and promoted via Facebook
and Twitter.
Distribution of newsletters, as well as committee agenda packets, continues to be
sent via Constant Contact©. This provides some significant advantages:
1. Reduced printing and mailing costs;
2. Quicker access to information;
3. Allowing members of the public to easily
subscribe and unsubscribe to any or all
mailing lists and
4. Enabling the MPO to track how many
recipients opened, “clicked through” links,
and forwarded the newsletters.

For

example, during this period, approximately
30% of Constant Contact © newsletter
subscribers

opened

their

email

notification, approximately the same as
the previous evaluation period. Of those, the most recent newsletter had a
35/65% mobile/computer split.
As of December 2015, the mailing list database contained approximately 6,100
email addresses, twenty two percent more than during the previous
evaluation period. Table 3a (2014) and Table 3b (2015) summarize the
distribution of all MPO meeting agendas via Constant Contact© during the
two-year evaluation period. Tables 4a (2014) and 4b (2015) show the number
of newsletters. Table 5a (2014) and Table 5b (2015) show the number of
press releases and Table 6a (2014) and Table 6b (2015) inidcate eht email
communications which were distributed during the same period. Citizens were
able to subscribe by simply clicking on the “join our mailing list” button on MPO
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websites. Currently, about 2,100 subscribe to one or more MPO newsletters,
which is an increase from 1,900 in 2013. The MPO offers the capability for
users to receive Spanish versions of the newsletters. (To date, no requests for
Spanish versions have been received.)

In addition, many newsletters,

invitations and advertisements were sent via newsgroups, whereby dozens or
even hundreds of additional users were informed via one email address.
Table 3a: 2014 MPO Agendas Distributed via Constant Contact
Date Sent
12/31/2013
1/22/2014
1/7/2014
1/17/2014
1/3/2014
1/72014
1/8/2014
1/29/2014
1/22/2015
2/21/2014
2/13/2014
2/10/2014
2/5/2014

Email Content
MPO Board Agenda January 2014
MPO Policy Committee Agenda January 2014
MPO LRC Agenda January 2014
MPO TAC Agenda January 2014
MPO ITS Agenda January 204
MPO BPAC Agenda January 2014
MPO CAC Agenda January 2014
MPO Board Agenda February 2014
MPO Policy Committee Agenda February 2014
MPO TDCB Agenda February 2014
MPO LRC Agenda February 2014
MPO TAC Agenda February 2014
MPO CAC Agenda February 2014

2/11/2014
3/26/2014
3/11/2014
3/13/2014
3/20/2014
3/5/2014
3/5/2014
4/17/2014
3/26/2014
4/9/2014
4/22/2014
4/15/2014
4/16/2014
4/2/2014
4/3/2014
4/30/2014
5/14/2015
4/22/2014
5/12/2014
5/7/2014
5/7/2014
5/28/2014
6/25/2014
6/11/2014
6/9/2014
6/4/2014
6/4/2014
5/20/2014

MPO BPAC Agenda February 2014
MPO Board Agenda March 2014
MPO TAC Agenda March 2014
MPO LRC Agenda March 2014
MPO Policy Committee Agenda March 2014
MPO CAC Agenda March 2014
MPO BPAC Agenda March 2014
MPO TDCB Agenda April 2014
MPO Board Agenda April 2014
MPO LRC Agenda April 2014
MPO Policy Committee Agenda April 2014
MPO TAC Agenda April 2014
MPO CAC Agenda April 2014
MPO BPAC Agenda April 2014
MPO ITS Agenda April 2014
MPO Board Agenda May 2014
MPO LRC Agenda May 2014
MPO Policy Committee Agenda May 2014
MPO TAC Agenda May 2014
MPO CAC Agenda May 2014
MPO BPAC Agenda May 2014
MPO Board Agenda June 2014
MPO TDCB Agenda June 2014
MPO LRC Agenda June 2014
MPO TAC Agenda June 2014
MPO CAC Agenda June 2014
MPO BPAC Agenda June 2014
MPO Policy Agenda June 2015
MPO Board July 2014 (Recess)
MPO LRC Agenda July 2014
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Distribution
255
89
128
112
77
121
92
258
89
85
134
119
96
129
261
122
133
101
102
129
90
261
135
101
128
106
133
86
263
144
101
132
116
136
263
101
146
132
118
143
105

7/7/2014
7/14/2014
7/23/2014
7/30/2014
8/6/2014
8/6/2014
8/15/2014
8/13/2014
8/12/2014
8/20/2014
9/3/2014
9/8/2014
9/3/2014
9/3/2014
9/19/2014
9/26/2014
10/13/2014
10/13/2014
10/1/2014
10/1/2014
10/2/2014
11/5/2014
11/12/2014
11/12/2014
11/12/2014
11/12/2014
11/25/2014
12/9/2014
12/3/2014
12/3/2014

MPO ITS Agenda July 2014
MPO TAC Agenda May 2014
MPO CAC Agenda July 2014 (Recess)
MPO Policy Agenda July 2014
MPO BPAC Agenda July 2014 (Recess)
MPO Board Agenda
MPO BPAC Agenda August 2014
MPO CAC Agenda August 2014
MPO TDCB Agenda August 2014
MPO LRC Agenda August 2014
MPO TAC Agenda August 2014
MPO Policy Agenda August 2014 (full board workshop)
MPO Board Agenda September 2014
MPO LRC Agenda September 2014
MPO TAC Agenda September 2014
MPO CAC Agenda September 2014
MPO BPAC Agenda September 2014
MPO Policy Agenda September 2014
MPO Board Agenda October 2014
MPO LRC Agenda October 2014
MPO TAC Agenda October 2014
MPO CAC Agenda October 2014
MPO BPAC Agenda October 2014
MPO ITS Agenda October 2014
MPO Board Agenda November 2014
MPO LRC Agenda November 2014
MPO TAC Agenda November 2014
MPO CAC Agenda November 2014
MPO BPAC Agenda November 2014
MPO Board Agenda December 2014
TDCB Agenda December 2014
MPO Policy Agenda December 2014 (no meeting)
MPO Joint BPAC/LRC Agenda December 2014
MPO Joint CAC/TAC Agenda December 2014
77 Email Communications sent via Constant Contact in
2014 to:

101
136
112
283
151
127
107
157
138
219
289
163
141
134
154
119
292
162
142
135
155
113
298
166
145
139
160
298
109
227
196
10,840

Table 3b: 2015 MPO Agendas Distributed via Constant Contact
Date Sent
1/28/2015
1/4/2015
1/16/2015
1/7/2015
1/7/2015
1/14/2015
2/17/2015
2/20/2015
2/11/2015
2/9/2015
2/4/2015

Email Content
MPO Policy Committee Agenda January 2015
MPO LRC Agenda January 2015
MPO TAC Agenda January 2015
MPO ITS Agenda January 2015
MPO BPAC Agenda January 2015
MPO CAC Agenda January 2015
MPO Policy Committee Agenda February 2015
MPO TDCB Agenda February 2015
MPO LRC Agenda February 2015
MPO TAC Agenda February 2015
MPO CAC Agenda February 2015

Distribution
127
160
144
138
155
140
127
114
159
144
138

2/4/2015
3/9/2015
3/11/2015

MPO BPAC Agenda February 2015
MPO TAC Agenda March 2015
MPO LRC Agenda March 2015 161
MPO Policy Committee Agenda March 2015 (no meeting –
workshop with facilitators)
MPO CAC Agenda March 2015

154
146
161

3/11/2015
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139

3/5/2015
4/6/2015
4/8/2015
4/21/2015
4/13/2015
4/1/2015
4/1/2015
4/2/2015
5/13/2015
5/9/2015
5/12/2015
5/13/2015
5/6/2015
6/19/2015
6/17/2015
6/9/2015
6/10/2015

7/8/2015
7/2/2015
7/13/2015
7/9/2015
7/21/2015
7/2/2015
8/5/2015
8/5/2015
8/21/2015
8/12/2015
8/18/2015
8/25/2015
9/9/2015
9/15/2015

9/22/2015
10/14/2015
10/12/2015
10/7/2015
10/7/2015
10/1/2015
11/4/2015
11/13/15
11/9/2015
11/12/2015
10/28/2015
12/4/2015
12/9/2015
12/9/2015
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MPO BPAC Agenda March 2015
MPO TDCB Agenda April 2015
MPO Board Agenda April 2015 (CANCELLED)
MPO LRC Agenda April 2015
MPO Policy Committee Agenda April 2015
MPO TAC Agenda April 2015
MPO CAC Agenda April 2015
MPO BPAC Agenda April 2015
MPO ITS Agenda April 2015
MPO LRC Agenda May 2015
MPO Policy Committee Agenda May 2015
MPO TAC Agenda May 2015
MPO CAC Agenda May 2015
MPO BPAC Agenda May 2015
MPO TDCB Agenda June 2014
MPO LRC Agenda June 2015
MPO TAC Agenda June 2015
MPO CAC Agenda June 2015
MPO BPAC Agenda June 2015 (Recess)
MPO Policy Agenda June 2015 (Recess)
MPO TDCB (Special Tri-County) Agenda June 2012 (special
regional needs tri-county meeting)
MPO Board July 2015 (Recess)
MPO LRC Agenda July 2015
MPO ITS Agenda July 2015
MPO TAC Agenda May 2014
MPO CAC Agenda July 2015
MPO Policy Agenda July 2015
MPO BPAC Agenda July 2015
MPO BPAC Agenda August 2015
MPO CAC Agenda August 2015
MPO TDCB Agenda August 2015
MPO LRC Agenda August 2015
MPO TAC Agenda August 2015 (Recess)
MPO Policy Agenda August 2015
MPO Board Agenda September 2015
MPO LRC Agenda September 2015
MPO TAC Agenda September 2015
MPO CAC Agenda September 2015 (Recess)
MPO BPAC Agenda September 2015
MPO Policy Agenda September 2015
MPO LRC Agenda October 2015
MPO TAC Agenda October 2015
MPO CAC Agenda October 2015
MPO BPAC Agenda October 2015
MPO ITS Agenda October 2015
MPO Board Agenda November 2015
MPO LRC Agenda November 2015
MPO TAC Agenda November 2015
MPO CAC Agenda November 2015
MPO BPAC Agenda November 2015
TDCB Agenda December 2015
MPO Policy Agenda December 2015 (Recess)
MPO Joint BPAC/LRC Agenda December 2015
MPO Joint CAC/TAC Agenda December 2015
70 Email Communications sent via Constant Contact in
2015 to:

156
114

130
141
159
113
168
135
150
145
164
118
118
153
148

173
121
156
150
140
170
172
150
123
178
146
310
159

149
186
163
159
181
134
319
185
167
155
184
123
184
156
8,851

Table 4a: 2014 MPO Newsletters Distribution via Constant Contact
Date Sent
1/2/2014
2/5/2014
3/5/2014
4/2/2014
5/2/2014
6/4/2014
7/6/2014
9/5/2014
8/8/2014
12/3/2014
11/8/2014

Newsletter
Rubber Meets The Road: Issue 11
Walk Bike News: Issue 12
Hillsborough Rides: Issue 11
Rubber Meets The Road: Issue 12
Walk Bike News: Issue 13
Hillsborough Rides: Issue 12
Rubber Meets the Road: Issue 13
Hillsborough Rides: Issue 13
Rubber Meets the Road: Issue 14
Hillsborough Rides: Issue 14
Walk Bike News: Issue 15
TOTAL

Distribution
3445
3554
3218
3395
3522
3520
3596
3499
4254
4151
4070
40,224

Table 4b: 2015 MPO Newsletters Distribution via Constant Contact
Date Sent
1/6/2015
2/3/2015
3/5/2015
5/1/2015
6/4/2015
4/6/2015
9/2/2015
8/6/2015
7/2/2015
12/9/2015
10/7/2015
12/9/2015
12/29/2015

Newsletter
Rubber Meets The Road: Issue 15
Walk Bike News: Issue 16
Hillsborough Rides : Issue 15
Walk Bike News: Issue 17
Hillsborough Rides: Issue 16
Rubber Meets the Road: Issue 16
Hillsborough Rides: Issue 17
Walk Bike News: Issue 18
Rubber Meets the Road: Issue 17
Hillsborough Rides: Issue 18
Rubber Meets the Road: Issue 18
Hillsborough Rides: Issue 18
Hillsborough Rides: Issue 19
TOTAL

Distribution
3923
3895
3860
4007
4072
4001
4085
4403
4288
3921
4331
3921
3921
52,628

Table 5a: 2014 Press Releases via Constant Contact
Date Sent
5/13/2014

Press Release
ENews Public Records SPAM
TOTAL

Distribution
5489
5,489

Table 5b: 2015 Press Releases via Constant Contact
Date Sent
12/14/2015
4/3/2015

Press Release
MPO Press Release for Contest Announcement:
High School Student Videos
Imagine 2040 receives top honors at the 23rd Annual
Future of the Region Awards r
TOTAL

Distribution

2,649

Table 6a: 2014 Email Communications via Constant Contact
Date Sent

Email Name

Distribution

1/9/2014
1/10/2014
1/13/2014

DTAOS meeting #2
Southshore Transit Study meeting #2
Joint Local Coordinating Board meeting announcement for
Michele 011014
DTAOS meeting #2 followup

99
62
82

1/31/2014
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101

2/14/2014
3/4/2014
3/9/2014
3/18/2014
3/31/2014
4/11/2014
4/28/2014
4/30/2014
5/21/2014
5/27/2014
6/2/2014
6/4/2014
6/19/2014
6/30/2014
10/15/2014
10/17/2014
12/31/2014

DTAOS next meeting refresher
Local Mitigation Strategy Working Group March 11th
meeting
Local Mitigation Strategy Working Group March 11th
meeting follow-up announcement
DTAOS March 27 meeting announcement
DTAOS meeting #3 follow-up
Local Mitigation Strategy Working Group May 6th postponed
DTAOS meeting #4 announcement May 6
DTAOS meeting #4 May 6 postponement notice
Local Mitigation Strategy Working Group May 29th meeting
Local Mitigation Strategy Working Group May 29th meeting
reminder
Imagine2040: Part 2 - Working Group Meeting June 12
DTAOS rescheduled meeting #4 announcement June 23rd
DTAOS rescheduled meeting #4 announcement June 23rd
reminder
DTAOS meeting #4 follow-up
LRC & CTST joint workshop Nov 5th
DTAOS finalization announcement
George Road Connector mailout

105
119
257
238
112
119
119
119
128
128
2477
121
122
122
306
122
36

Table 6b: 2015 Email Communications via Constant Contact
Date Sent

Email Name

Distribution

4/20/2015
4/20/2015
12/14/2015

MPO notice to GPC
MPO Walk Bike Survey
MPO Press Release 12.14.15

368
140
2473

The MPO printed 13,000 copies of the Hillsborough County
Bicycle Map in 2013. During 2014 and 2015, free copies were
continuously distributed through partner agencies and bicycle
shops throughout Hillsborough County, as well as at Parks and
community centers, the Health Department, community events,
such as the neighborhood conferences, MPO and BPAC events
and informational displays.

A continued feature is an

interactive version of the Bicycle Suitability Map available on
the MPO website. Users can pan around Hillsborough County
and zoom in to find trails and roads equipped with bicycle
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facilities and/or those with medium or high traffic conditions. The interactive
application can also be used by people on the street to submit comments and
photographs via smart phones.
The Transportation Disadvantaged Coordinating Board with its counterparts at the
Pasco and Pinellas MPOs continued to publicize mobility options available to the
transportation disadvantaged through the jointly prepared and distributed document
known as the Ride Guide: Your Guide to Getting a Ride in the Tampa Bay
Region. The Ride Guide can also be downloaded from the MPOs’ websites. Our
community finds this to be an extremely useful guide for serving those with the
greatest needs in our county. A multitude of groups and organizations distributed the
Ride Guide, including:


TBARTA



The Planning Commission



Hillsborough County Citizens Action Center



Hillsborough County Aging Services



Hillsborough County Health & Social Services



Hillsborough County ADA, African American,
and Hispanic Liaisons



Hillsborough
County
Commissioners



Hillsborough County Sunshine Line



Hillsborough County Emergency Operations
Center



Hillsborough County Public Library System



Department of Veterans Affairs



YES! Of America



Self-Reliance



Federation of Families



Alzheimer’s Association



HARC



Tampa Lighthouse for the Blind



Plant City Neighborhood Service Center



Florida Department of Children & Families



Florida Division of Blind Service
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Board

of

County



Hillsborough Area Regional Transit.

As part of its Congestion Management/Crash Mitigation efforts, the MPO staff
continued to get out the safety outreach messages identified in the Bicycle
Safety Action Plan. The MPO distributed safety posters, handlebar hangtags,
brochures and stickers.

The materials were printed in both English and

Spanish and distributed to libraries, bike shops, labor offices, HART facilities,
schools, and a through number of other avenues and at MPO events. The MPO
also distributed high-visibility safety vests and bicycle light kits through local law
enforcement agencies and BPAC events.
Table 7 summarizes the MPO’s printed and collateral materials for 2014 and
2015.

Each of these pieces is a work that exemplifies to the public the

relevance of the planning the MPO, TDCB and BPAC do, and how it can
positively impact their daily lives now and in the future. They not only educate
and encourage participation in the transportation planning process, but
influence mobility choices for individuals in our community today.
To publicize the Imagine 2040, Part 2 further, the MPO printed and mailed
481,000 copies of an 8½ x 3½ inch counter card, also known as a rack card, to
every property and business owner in Hillsborough County. The card described
Hillsborough County’s expected growth by 2040, and encouraging the public to
visit imagine2040.org and take the interactive MetroQuest survey.
Table 7: Other MPO Brochures, Maps and Public Information Pieces
Brochures, Maps and Flyers

Date

Printed Copies

Hillsborough County Bicycle Suitability Map (2013)

2014, 2015

3,000

Imagine 2040 counter card

2014

481,000

Reflective, fluorescent vests and bicycle light kits

2014, 2015

805

Bike/Ped Safety Posters, stickers and flyers

2014, 2015

100
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Newspaper advertisements, circulation figures and public notices posted
on-line or placed in publications
Hillsborough County and the Tampa Bay region are also served by two major daily
newspapers; the Tampa Bay Times and the Tampa Tribune. According to Alliance for
Audited Media (AAM) report on August 2014, Tampa Bay Times remains as the top
subscribed newspaper in the region, with over
317,270 daily subscriptions. The Tampa Tribune
had about 198,543 subscriptions.
(Source: Top Daily Newspapers in Florida.
Alliance

for

Audited

Media

Report,

August

13,

2014.

Retrieved

from

http://www.cision.com/us/2014/08/top-10-daily-newspapers-in-florida/)
The MPO placed legal notices and advertisements of major public meetings in The
Tampa Tribune, the local newspaper of general circulation. The Tribune’s parent
company also owns a number of local weekly community publications, which run
neighborhood-specific articles and repeat ads as appropriate. These include the
Brandon News & Tribune, Carrollwood News & Tribune, Northeast News & Tribune,
Northwest News & Tribune, Plant City Courier & Tribune, South
Central News & Tribune, and South Shore News & Tribune. It
includes CENTRO Tampa; the largest free Spanish-language
weekly home delivered Hispanic publication in Hillsborough and
Pasco counties. In March 2014 they expanded their coverage to
include Pinellas County increasing circulation by 21%. The Tribune also includes
affiliates such as St. Petersburg Tribune, Clearwater Gazette, Suncoast News and
Highlands today serving other areas.
TBO.com, powered by The Tampa Tribune, is the number one local news and
information website in the Tampa Bay area. However, the Tribune’s total weekday
circulation, including adjacent counties, has declined 13% since 2012. Circulation is
significantly down from previous years due to news availability around the clock on
the Internet and cable news. The Tampa Bay Times showed similar declines in
circulation, but its circulation within Hillsborough County increased by 16% since
2012. Table 9 summarizes these figures.
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The MPO kept up with the changing news habits of the public by posting notices,
announcements and information via email, Facebook, Twitter, and on its regularly
updated websites. The MPO had about 45,200 visitors to its website in 2015. During
this review period, the MPO continued announcing major projects and events on its
home page, which become part of a news archive when they become dated.
In addition, legal notices were placed in two
newspapers serving minority audiences: La
Gaceta, a weekly, published in English, Spanish and Italian, with over 18,000
predominantly Hispanic readers in 2014 and 2015 have about 30%
Spanish speaking subscribers; and The Florida Sentinel, a
newspaper published twice weekly aimed at the local AfricanAmerican population, with a 2013 circulation of 25,000. Table 8a
and 8b below give the total number of advertisements placed in
local newspapers during the evaluation period. The list does not include
announcements posted to our web site and extensive online media campaigns.
Table 8a: Ad Placements in Newspapers in 2014
Publication

Date

Notice or Announcement

Advertisement

10/31/14

MPO LRPT Public Comment Period and NOV 12 PH to
adopt LRTP (Trib)

Advertisement

10/30/14

Thank you to Imagine 2040 participants and Nov 12 PH to
adopt LRTP (Times – color)

Advertisement

10/10/14

MPO LRTP 30-day Public Comment Period and Nov 12 PH
to adopt LRTP

Advertisement

8/22/14

MPO Sept 2nd Public Hearing to adopt TIP priorities for FY
15/16 - 19/20

Advertisement

7/14 – 8/14

Imagine 2040 - Osprey Observer neighborhood editions and
online

Advertisement

7/14 – 8/14

Imagine 2040 – Tampa Tribune and Tampa Bay Times
color ads

Advertisement

6/3/14

MPO CCC June 13th Public Hearing to adopt priorities for
MUT and TRIP
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Advertisement

5/23/14

MPO June 3rd TIP Public Hearing for FY 14/15 - 18/19

Press Release

5/13/14

Announcement regarding our email subscription list

Advertisement

4/17/14

MPO TDCB April 24th Annual Public Hearing (La Gaceta
and Florida Sentinel Bulletin)

Advertisement

4/14/14

MPO TDCB April 24th Annual Public Hearing

Table 8b Ad Placements in Newspapers in 2015
Publication

Date

Notice or Announcement

Press Release

12/23/15

New Year, New Look

Press Release

12/14/15

Announcement for High School Student Safety Video
Contest

Advertisement

10/30/15

MPO CAC position recruitment for TPC

Advertisement

10/16/15

MPO CAC position recruitment for TPC

Advertisement

7/24/15

MPO August 4th TIP Priorities Public Hearing for FY
16/17 – 20/21

Advertisement

5/22/15

MPO June 2nd TIP Public Hearing for FY 15/16 – 19/20

Advertisement

5/7/15

MPO CCC May 15th PH Notice for 2040 Regional
projects and priorities for MUT and TRIP

Advertisement

4/16/15

MPO Notice of Bid/RFP GPC Letters of Response
request

Advertisement

4/15/15

MPO TDCB April 23rd Annual Public Hearing

Advertisement

4/13/15

MPO TDCB April 23rd Annual Public Hearing & remaining
2015 TDCB Meetings (FAR)

In compliance with State requirements, in 2012 the MPO began to advertise
Transportation

Disadvantaged

Coordinating

Board

meetings

in

the

Florida

Administrative Weekly, published on the internet free of charge by the Florida
Department of State as a means of increasing public access to Florida government.
Table 9 provides the published circulation figures for the daily and weekly
newspapers used by the MPO and its percent change over the years.
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Table 9: Daily Newspaper Circulation
Newspaper

2010

2012

2014

% Change
2012 to 2014

Tampa Tribune (Weekday)1

154,130

118,637

103,729

-13%

Within Hillsborough County

82,745

63,783

58,074

-9%

Tampa Tribune (Sunday)1

257,393

227,127

204,620

-10%

Within Hillsborough County

154,563

136,134

107,086

-21%

Tampa Bay Times (Weekday)1

240,024

245,991

215,096

-13%

Tampa Bay Times (Sunday)1

403,229

397,701

367,936

-7%

Within Hillsborough County1

90,000

87,434

101,190

16%

TBT Weekday (Sun-Wed)2

45,000

80,000

-

-

TBT Weekend (Thu-Sat)2

90,000

111,500

-

-

La Gaceta2

18,000

18,000

18,000

-

Florida Sentinel2

23,000

25,000

-

-

Centro Tampa

-

41,000

51,584 -

21%

Source: 2014 AAM Audit Reports (based on total paid circulation)
1

Alliance for Audited Media Report, yearend 2012

2

Estimates provided by Times Publishing
Group, La Gaceta and the Florida Sentinel

Media Coverage of the MPO
By virtue of having elected officials serving
on its board, and by providing a public forum
in which to discuss transportation issues,
the

media

frequently

covers

the

Hillsborough County MPO. A search of the Newsbank© archives showed that the
MPO was cited in 73 articles: 26 published by the Tampa Bay Times and 47
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published by the Tampa Tribune for the period between Jan 1, 2014 to Dec 31, 2015.
In 2014 and 2015 the coverage increased 56% over the previous period due to the
popularity of the following issues which focused on one of three general areas: 1)
GoHillsborough the pursuit of an alternative funding referendum option in
Hillsborough Count; 2) general transportation planning issues such as I-275 Tampa
Bay Express lanes expansion; and 3) general articles about bicycle and pedestrian
safety, wrong-way driving and the hiring of Beth Alden as the new executive Director
of the MPO.

Meetings broadcast on Television
All regular MPO meetings and public hearings were publicly noticed on the agency
wide website, as well as Hillsborough County Television’s (HTV’s) on-screen
calendar. The MPO Board televised 22 MPO meetings held between January 2014
and December 2015, and 1 Transportation Disadvantaged public hearing in 2014. All
of these meetings were broadcast live and later rebroadcast throughout the
corresponding month.
Although it is not possible to track exactly who views these televised broadcasts,
based on The Nielsen Company, TVB Local Media Marketing Solutions; Florida has
over 5 million households with cable TV3. With the population of Hillsborough County
being close to 1 million and 400,000 households, and 70% of them having cable, we
estimate that around 275,000 households (close to
700,000 people) have cable TV access. A 2009 survey of
viewers – the latest available – revealed that 33% of cable
subscribers watch HTV, and more than 60% of HTV
viewers preferred coverage of public meetings with elected
officials, public affairs shows, and features about community history. In addition, 21%
of those surveyed watch Spanish programming, and 10% use the “close captioned”
feature on their TV.4.
3

The Nielsen Company, Television & Cable Fact book 2016, TVB Local Media

Marketing Solutions.
4

Source: HTV, 2009 Survey Highlights
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Chapter 4: Measures of Effectiveness
Participation Opportunities
Participants at MPO public forums, workshops and community meetings
Actively pursuing public outreach to obtain citizens’
feedback continues to be a major priority for the
MPO. Hillsborough County citizens have always
been able to interact with the MPO in several
different ways, depending on what is most
convenient for them. They can attend a regularly
scheduled MPO or committee meeting and weigh
in on whatever transportation topic interests them. If interested, they can apply to
become a member of an MPO committee. They can attend a public workshop on a
specific topic sponsored by the MPO. Citizens may also simply discover the MPO
through a display at a fair or exhibition and obtain information on a topic of interest.
During this two year period, the MPO stressed social media, including Twitter and
Facebook, as a more immediate way for citizens to become aware and share
information on transportation planning.
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Participation at Regularly Scheduled MPO and Committee Meetings

All MPO board and advisory committee meetings were publically noticed, open to the
public, and allowed for the opportunity for public comment.

Public hearings and

associated regular meetings were counted as one meeting. Compared to the previous
reporting period there was a slight decrease in attendance (16%) and significant
increase in public speakers (52%) at committee and MPO meetings due to the
intense interest in the Tampa Bay Express Lanes Project. In August 2015 we added a
live-call-in (GoToMeeting) at our annual TIP public hearing on investment priorities
the evening event attracted approximately 360 participants; in addition to the 65
who were "virtual" attendees, and more than 60 speakers. Table 10 shows
attendance at MPO meetings held over the two-year evaluation period. The November
2015 meeting on the FDOT 5 year work program drew 165 attendances with over 30
signing up to speak. In 2015, given the public interest the MPO moved two public
meetings to evening start times to give more citizens an opportunity to
participant in the Tampa Bay Express discussions. The MPO also began to host
Facebook “event” a week prior to each MPO Board meeting. The event allowed
the public to comment online and then have their comments shared during the MPO
Board Meeting.
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Table 10: MPO and Committee Participation
Board/ Committee

2014

2015

Meetings

Attendees

Public
Speakers

Meetings

Attendees

Public
Speakers

MPO Board

12

459

5

9

840

139

Citizens Advisory Committee
Technical Advisory
Committee
Policy Committee
Bicycle/Ped. Advisory
Committee
Livable Roadways Committee
Transportation
Disadvantaged Coord. Board
Intelligent Transportation
Committee
MPO Chairs Coordinating
Committee
Joint TAC/CAC Meeting

10

218

1

19

239

12

10

226

1

10

241

4

8

158

1

9

187

11

11

270

13

10

264

13

10

197

0

11

307

10

6

124

2

6

131

5

4

48

0

4

74

6

1

27

1

1

26

0

1

41

1

1

36

1

Joint LRC/BPAC Meeting

1

37

1

1

35

2

Tampa Bay TMA Meeting

5

153

0

6

185

0

Total

79

1958

26

87

2565

203

Printed agendas were distributed only to MPO board members. However, all agenda
materials were also posted on the MPO website and notices of their availability emailed
via Constant Contact © to members and interested parties. Citizens were able to sign
up via the website to receive these notices.

MPO Participation in Public Outreach Events at which displays,
presentations, discussions and feedback occurred
Beyond regularly scheduled meetings, the MPO hosted or participated in 168 public
meetings or events in 2014 and 2015, compared to 135 in the previous two-year period,
a 20% increase. Sign-in sheets were not always available, but approximately 14,009
participants, the largest number ever, are estimated to have attended these events.
This compares with 6,751 participants in the previous evaluation period, a 52%
increase in total participants. Additionally, staff attended and provided support and
answered public inquiries at the GoHillsborough initiative, there were 55 events with
approximately 2,853 participants. Those are in a separate log in the Appendix.
The outreach logs in Appendix detail the event dates and number of attendees. During
this evaluation cycle, the events with the most attendees (over 100) included:
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MPO TIP hearing-August 4, 2015



MPO Meeting- November 10, 2015-FDOT 5 year work program



Downtown Debriefing



Go Hillsborough – 2015



Cyclovia – Downtown Tampa



Clean Air Fair, 2014 and 2015



Old Seminole Heights Neighborhood Association General Membership Meeting



CUTR/USF Area Complete Streets Summit, August 2014 and 2015



Transportation Disadvantaged Day in Tallahassee, March 2014 and 2015



National Train Day-Tampa Union Station. May 2105



25th Transportation Supersession
at Tampa Convention Center,
September 2014

Imagine 2040-Part 2 Events:


Good Samaritans



Back to School Immunizations and
Physicals Event at Eisenhower
Middle school and Webb Middle
School



HCC Brandon Campus



USF College of Public Health Fair



MetroQuest Outreach



Brandon Chamber of Commerce, Presentation, Aug 2014



Back to School Physical and Immunization Eisenhower Middle School and Webb
Middle School, Aug 2014



Turner Home Show, Imagine 2040 Vision, Aug- Sep 2014

The outreach logs, including Imagine 2040 and GoHillsborough, in the Appendix
provide a complete listing of the
public events and meetings that
the MPO sponsored or took part in.
Of the 168 meetings (not including
GoHillsborough events), at least 36
or 21% were held in locations or
involved groups associated with low income and/or minority areas (referred to as
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Environmental Justice areas). Altogether for 2014 and 2015, more than 2,473 of
14,009 total attendees, or 18% of all participants, were identified with
Environmental Justice areas, compared to 16% in the previous reporting period.

Surveys, Draft Documents and Plans Available for Public Comment
During 2014-15, there were various
surveys,

one

conducted

through

Constant Contact for the Imagine 2040
Part 2 Outreach, MPO Walk Bike
Survey, SouthShore Transit Circulator
Study and MPO Trails and one sent to
MPO Board members for input on the
Vision and Mission statement as well as
new logo design.
Our larger ever survey, the online MetroQuest interactive survey generated 5,261
visits, of which 2,217 surveys were submitted with data, for a response rate of 42%.
The details are in the Summary in the Appendix.

Native American Population
In our efforts to reach out to the Native American population we did direct mail of the
Imagine 2040 counter card to all 80 Seminole Tribe members, throughout the state of
Florida, and provided a display in their local office lobby. Tribal contacts receive all
MPO agenda packets, newsletters, and invitations to participate in special surveys
and studies.
The details can be found in Table 11.
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Chapter 5: Measures of Effectiveness
Public Interest & Feedback
Feedback through Comment Cards, Surveys and Oral Comments
Feedback from the public was received from across Hillsborough County via
community events, public hearings, meetings, comment cards, and the MPO website;
as well as from walk-in visitors, websites, phone calls, and emails.

Table 10

summarizes responses to electronic surveys available through MPO newsletters,
email and websites.
Table 11 Public Surveys
Date

Topic

April 14

SouthShore Transit Circulator Study*

September 14

th

Survey Responses
th

th

12

Summer 14

Columbus Dr./17 /18 /19 Ave
Redesign Open House
Imagine 2040

50
2400

September 14

CTC Survey

965

September 15

CTC Survey

973

April 15

MPO Walk Bike Survey*

140

Feb- July-15

MPO Trails Survey Spring 2015*

17

Sources: Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization, Constant Contact ©

Annual Evaluation of the Community Transportation Coordinator (CTC)
A formalized assessment is undertaken each year to measure the level of rider
satisfaction, as a means to determine whether or not the transportation
disadvantaged services in this county are meeting client needs. The Transportation
Disadvantaged Coordinating Board (TDCB’s) Evaluation Subcommittee developed
two client satisfaction surveys and administers them to existing door-to-door and bus
pass clients on an annual basis.
To encourage participation, the cover letter and survey questions are distributed in
both English and Spanish, and pre-addressed postage-paid return envelopes are
provided.
Imagine 2040-Part 2
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A total of 3,217 client surveys were distributed by mail in September 2014 and 3,474
client surveys in September 2015.The survey results suggest that satisfaction with
the service has remained very high since the 2011 evaluation year.
Some Comments Related to the Evaluation:


Sometimes I wait an hour or so, but I don't mind. Being able to call you for
a ride to mydoctor is a blessing. Thank you for all your help and God bless.
Christopher M.



I have had very good service. Thanks-Robert M.

The Imagine 2040 conducted public surveys as part of the 2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan - Needs Assessment Imagine 2040: Part 2 Public Engagement
Summary, located in the in the Appendix, to get public inputs on how to fund
proposed transit improvements over the next approximate 26 year timeframe.
Surveys were distributed either through internet, using online interactive survey using
computers and tablets set up at public meetings or through paper surveys. The
details of the surveys can be found in Chapter 6. In addition to surveys distributed
through newsletters and the MPO website, the public was encouraged to submit
verbal and written comments at meetings, workshops, and hearings or participate in
polls or surveys.
Visitors to MPO websites and MPO documents, plans and reports available on
Websites
Internet usage continued to expand during this two-year review period. The growth of
Internet-enabled mobile devices is making access easier and more ubiquitous. As of
August 2015, the Pew Research Center estimates:
 92% of adults have a cell phone, including 67% who own a smartphone in
America
 Recent research from the U.S. government shows that almost 43% of adults
live in a cellphone-only household – that is, without a landline
 32% of American adults own an e-reader and 42% own a tablet computer in
2014
Source: http://www.pewinternet.org/2015/08/26/chapter-1-always-on-connectivity/
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Moreover, citizens who make use of the Internet to become involved with the MPO
are a self-selected group and not necessarily reflective of the public at large. Thus,
while it befits the MPO to make full use of the Internet, it cannot be relied on as the
only way to engage the public.
As in previous evaluation periods, the MPO heavily publicized its main website. All
MPO materials distributed to the public prominently feature this web address. It also
appears in the caption bar on all MPO HTV broadcasts. This site also linked to
surveys published in the MPO newsletters.
The MPO website www.planhillsborough.org continued to be easy for users to
navigate and staff to maintain continual software and content updates. It features an
easy-to-use

calendar

with

meetings,

agendas, and events, and employs Google
Search software that facilitates searches for
MPO studies, reports and plans. The site
provided multi-lingual options for viewing
content and newsletters, integrating Google
Translate into the website so that users can
now translate the entire site to one of about
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95 languages. The website’s design and navigation enabled citizens to find out
more and get involved in topics of interest to them. It included more relevant
information and a news archive. Each issue or topic has an explanation of why it’s
meaningful, who was working on it, when they meet, how to get newsletters and
meeting agendas, and how to apply to be a committee member.
In 2013, the PlanHillsborough website had about 11,600 visitors while in 2015 the
number of website visitors almost grew 100% to about 21,354, the details of
which can be seen in the table below. In 2014 the www.imagine2040.org website
continued to host the public outreach information, involving the Imagine 2040 Part II
survey that was used for 2040 LRTP update.

Most Viewed Web Pages
There were an estimated total of 21,354 website views and 7,953 MPO specific views
in 2015. After the home pages, the most viewed sub-pages on the MPO’s websites
are shown in Table 12
Table 12: Most Viewed Web Pages for 2015
Landing Page

Views

http://www.planhillsborough.org/

21,354

http://www.planhillsborough.org/metropolitan-planningorganization-mpo/

7,953

http://www.planhillsborough.org/2040-lrtp/

4,154

http://www.planhillsborough.org/mpo-board-committeeagendas/

3,066

Source: Google Analytics

On average, visitors spent about 1 minute 33 seconds on the MPO’s websites,
down from an average of two minutes during the previous evaluation period. This
may suggest that citizens are able to efficiently obtain the information they require
from the website.

Social Networks
The MPO continued social media such as Facebook, Twitter, and YouTube links and
feeds on its websites. These media were used to broaden public notice and foster
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public interest, particularly with the younger generation who are not typically attuned
to long range transportation planning.
Facebook
In

2010,

the

MPO

established

a

Facebook

page

(http://www.facebook.com/hillsboroughmpo), which was employed
to post meeting notices, links to plans and events produced by the
MPO and others, newsletters, bicycle and pedestrian safety topics,
multi-modal transportation trends and new ideas, local improvements and traffic
alerts. Tables providing an overview of the MPO’s Facebook
activity for the evaluation period are in the Appendix. Critical
comments and inquiries were forwarded for a response by MPO staff.
In 2015, the MPO began to host Facebook “event” a week prior to each MPO
Board meeting. The event allowed the public to comment online and then have their
comments shared during the MPO Board Meeting.
In 2014, most of the Facebook posts were focused towards Imagine 2040
announcements and survey notifications. Since responses to public surveys is an
important part of the public participation plan, the posts were targeted towards inviting
the public to participate in the surveys and also visit the plan and documents related
to the same online and during Florida’s Largest Home Show in 2014. Other posts
were generally related to bike and pedestrian safety and complete streets. In 2015
the focus was on TBX managed toll lanes being proposed as a new choice in
transportation and Go Hillsborough meetings and public workshops through the new
website launched. Other notable event posts were related to Cyclovia, smart, safe
and complete streets projects launched throughout the county. Based on the most
frequent and top key words, the posts can be categorized as shown in Table 13.
Table 13: Facebook summary
2014 Jan - Dec

178 posts

Imagine 2040, part 2 survey – announcement
Imagine 2040 –message thanking public for participating
Ride of silence event
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National train day
Value of public transit – travel in public transit, National transit
expert on PSTA board addressing
Cyclovia event, partners in obesity prevention, safe and smart
bicycling
MPOs connect a region’s roads, bridges, transit, rail, sidewalks
and bike lanes
Imagine 2040, part 2 survey – announcement
Imagine 2040 – thanking participants
Florida’s largest home show event announcement
Test signs for wrong way drivers
Partners in Green Artery
2015 Jan - Dec

64 posts

Tampa Comprehensive Plan update
Cyclovia multiple event announcement
EPA air quality
SunRail
More money for smarter projects
Go Hillsborough website and workshop announcement
Tampa Bay Express (TBX) managed toll lanes, a new choice for
a better commute
New officers, new Executive Director!

Twitter
This tool was used as rapid news feed to alert the public to MPO
plans and events, generate public interest in a variety of
transportation topics, facilitate discussion, and capture “in the
moment” feedback. At the end of 2015, the MPO had 4,968
followers on Twitter, up from 4,250 followers from the previous year, making it one
of the most followed MPOs in the U.S. Followers included citizens, elected officials,
candidates, journalists, bloggers, local businesses, professionals, non-profits,
advocates, and other planning organizations.
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Chapter 6: Measures of Effectiveness
Public Input Results
Issues identified through public input and responded to by the MPO and
documented revisions to plans based on citizen input
Progressive and creative public involvement strategies and techniques continued to
give citizens a variety of ways to express themselves. As previous sections of this
report make clear, comments and recommendations were received in various forms,
including face-to-face meetings at the MPO offices or meetings/workshops, surveys,
written comments; phone, email, texts and polling via the MPO websites and mobile
phones. Numerous issues were identified through public input and responded to by
the MPO. When appropriate, the MPO staff recommended that the implementing
agencies work closely with surrounding communities to address specific needs or
concerns associated with future projects.
Extensive public outreach was conducted for a number of major planning initiatives
and studies in 2014 and 2015. Most of these efforts were designed to seek the
public’s opinions early and continuously. Public and stakeholder involvement was
crucial in identifying issues, developing goals and objectives, proposing alternatives,
and prioritizing strategies. The MPO believes this is essential to maximize the
likelihood that final products have broad community support when brought to the
MPO for adoption. Consequently, because plans are built on public input, extensive
revisions to draft plans and studies are the exception rather than the rule. Highlights
of the studies or plans during the evaluation period and issues identified through
public input follow.
2040 Long Range Transportation Plan - Imagine 2040: Part 2
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The Hillsborough County Planning Commission and MPO
undertook a countywide land use and transportation scenario
planning project to lay the groundwork for updating the county’s
and three cities’ Comprehensive Plans simultaneously with the
Long Range Transportation Plan. The Imagine Hillsborough
2040 public outreach process guided the update of the 2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan and the jurisdictional
Comprehensive Plans. There were two
phases of public engagement including:
an online interactive survey, taken either
via computer or tablets placed in various
public

locations;

or

at

community

meetings where audiences could take a
paper version of the survey, these were
summarized

in

the

Measures

of

Effectiveness Report for 2012-13.
After the successful completion of part 1 in 2013, Part 2 of the outreach was
launched in July 2014, honed in on how to get there by focusing on the transportation
investments most important to secure a prosperous future for our region given the
limited funding available. Imagine 2040: Part 2, was themed “You spoke. We listened.
Tell us more,” consisted of an exercise/survey gauging how to fund proposed transit
improvements over the approximate 26 year timeframe. During Summer 2014, the
Imagine 2040: Part 2 outreach and public engagement program conducted by the
MPO and Planning Commission staff,
interacted with over 6,800 attendees at 65
events, meetings and presentations. The
public engagement program began on July
10th and concluded on September 3rd.
The outreach approach included a series
of events and methods to encourage the
public to participate in the LRTP update
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phase and make them participate in the surveys. Some of them were the media day
launch event, an interactive online survey, community and business group
presentations, social media, online ads and an interactive super-sized exhibit at the
Florida Home Show during the Labor Day weekend. The survey itself was built on an
online, layperson-friendly interactive platform designed by the vendor MetroQuest. It
was made online at www.Imagine2040.org, as well as directly through the main
landing page for the agency-wide website at www.planhillsborough.org.There was
also a print version for use at public meetings and/or when Internet access was not
practical. The online MetroQuest interactive survey generated 5,261 visits, of which
2,217 surveys were submitted with data, for a response rate of 42%. This online
community engagement platform allowed the public to select future growth strategies
as well as choose their preferred future transportation infrastructure program
investment levels and major projects they want for
Hillsborough

County.

After

they

selected

their

transportation preferences, they could see how their
selections compared with the limited funding available,
and with other users. In instances where the cost of
their preferred program investment levels and projects
exceeded the funding available, users were able to
select whether they would like to balance the budget
by changing the projects and investment levels, or
leave the budget unbalanced and assume that a new
funding source, such as new taxes or fees may be
explored.
In addition to this, there was a live audience response
tool, Poll Everywhere, to help increase the public
participation and to reach out to a wider audience. The
same questions in the MetroQuest Survey were used
in the survey which had about 225 respondents. In
addition, paper surveys handouts and mail-outs also
were presented and included major projects in the
area.
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To publicize the Imagine 2040, Part 2 further, the MPO printed and distributed
481,000 copies of an 8½ x 3½ inch counter card, also known as a rack card,
describing Hillsborough County’s expected growth by 2040, and encouraging the
public to visit imagine2040.org and take the interactive MetroQuest survey. Other
forms of e-communications were multi-media campaign in articles, newsletters, email
blasts, newspapers and social media including Facebook, Twitter and YouTube
videos.
Some major questions/topics and their most relevant responses:


Strategies to Guide Growth - Walkable Places



Spending on Transportation Infrastructure Programs - Preserving the system,
Reducing crashes and vulnerability, Minimizing traffic for drivers and shippers,
Real choices when not driving



Identifying major projects and key economic spaces

Summary of Comments
Survey takers were given the opportunity to make comments or suggestions
throughout the MetroQuest survey. Over 1,000 individual comments were recorded
covering various topics as below:


Encourage and Strengthen Transit



Encourage and Strengthen the Multimodal System



Strengthening Roads



Compact Redevelopment



Job Centers



Ideas for Funding Projects

At the public hearing in Nov 2014, the MPO board
discussed funding proposals under discussion by the
Transportation for Economic Development Policy Leadership Group. The MPO took
up a motion to adopt the plan assuming additional funding equivalent to a one-cent
sales tax, and to incorporate a letter from the County Administrator clarifying that the
Long Range Transportation Plan’s funding assumptions were subject to decisions to
be made by the Policy Leadership Group (made up of the BOCC, mayors of the three
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cities and Chairman of the Transit Authority). Following a roll call vote, the motion
passed 12 to 1.
Columbus Drive and 17th /18th /19th Avenue Study

In the summer of 2014, The City of Tampa, Hillsborough County, and the
Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) conducted a study
for Columbus Drive and 17th/18th/19th Avenue, currently a one-way pair through
Ybor City and East Tampa, for their ability to meet the needs of users. The study
examined the option of returning the 17th, 18th, 19th and Columbus Drive corridors to
two-way operations.
A Transportation Advisory Group of government agencies, residents, and business
entities was formed to gather input on the Columbus Drive/17th/18th/19th Avenue
Corridor Redesign Study from groups affected by changes on the corridors. The
group met several times and included representatives from the City of Tampa,
Hillsborough County, FDOT, the Historic Ybor Civic Association, Design Styles
Architecture, the Ybor City Chamber of Commerce, the Green Artery, and the JC
Newman Cigar Company.
Two public events were conducted in the neighborhood. An Open House was held on
September 17, 2014 and a Public Meeting on January 5, 2015.
The Open House introduced the residents to the project. Over 50 people including
multigenerational

residents,

homeowners,

and

students

from

local

schools

participated in the event. Participants were asked to complete a survey to share their
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experiences and concerns on the Columbus Drive and 17th, 18th, and 19th Avenue
corridors and to determine if the residents were in support of the corridors being
switched to 2-way traffic. There was significant support for changing the roadways to
two-way operations, adding on-street parking where possible, shifting the bulk of
traffic to Columbus Drive and transforming 17th/18th/19th Avenues into a
neighborhood street with slower traffic with safer walking and cycling. Approximately
70% of the residents were in support of the two-way conversion. Participants were
also asked what additional improvements they would like to see out of the following
choices: more street lighting; landscaping; protected bike lanes; high emphasis
crosswalks; more on-street parking; less on-street parking; and other street
improvements. The options that received the greatest response were: 24%
considered better landscaping; 23% supported enhanced street lighting; 17% for onstreet parking; 15% favored high-emphasis crosswalks; and 14% supported protected
bike lanes.
In addition to the survey, participants were encouraged to provide feedback on two
large aerial maps of the corridor study area. Map comments were grouped according
to location and sorted.
At a public meeting in January 2015, the efforts completed on the corridor study were
presented for feedback. More than 40 attendees participated at the event.

The

following were the public comments received:
o Columbus Drive & 21st Street is an accident prone intersection.
o Concern about going around the block if there is a closure at the 18th Ave/
17th Ave curve (29th Place) 26th Street & Columbus Drive and 26th Street &
17th Street needs to have a stop or signal control. Traffic signals would end up
being timed to cause cars to speed through.
o 26th Street needs speed tables between 21st Avenue and I-4. 12
o Columbus Drive & 16th Street – JC Newman is concerned about employees
crossing the Columbus Drive and 16th Street to reach their employee parking
lot.
o Requests for how to follow up and with whom to find the funding for the
recommendations.
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o Other issues were on-street parking, pedestrian and bicycle safety, lighting
and streetscaping which were part of the conceptual corridor design.
In addition to public meetings, the Redesign Columbus Drive/17th/18th/19th Avenue
a Mind Mixer website www.redesigncolumbusdrive.mindmixer.com was created
to solicit feedback from residents and Columbus Drive stakeholders. Questions were
posted in connection with the improvements, public transportation options, safety,
street design and general concerns and/or suggestions for further improvement.
After the visitors answered the posted questions, site administrators followed up on
their ideas to get clarification, to ask for additional details, and to encourage further
participation. The interaction between site administrators and site visitors gave
reassurance that their valued input was being heard and documented accurately.
Public comment heard at the two outreach meetings had a direct impact on the
project design that was finally recommended. The study team initially thought that
the additional pavement left after converting to two-way on the more residential
17/18/19th corridor could be used for buffered bicycle lanes or even a separated bidirectional trail. However, the residents were much more supportive of the additional
space being used for on-street parking. Parking is in high demand for residents who
front 17/18/19th Avenues. Many of the lots are not large enough to allow a driveway,
and the driveways that do exist are not deep enough to permit more than one car to
fit. The recommended design was changed to show on-street parking, alternating
from side to side, which has added benefit of a traffic calming effect. The slower
traffic, along with the addition of midblock crossings, and marking a sharrow to
indicate the lane is shared with cyclists and motorists, makes cycling much safer and
gives the neighborhood their much needed parking.
With strong public support and traffic analyses showing little to no impact on the
circulation system, it was recommended that Columbus Drive and 17th/18th/19th
Avenue be converted to two-way operations with pedestrian, bicycle and/or on-street
parking amenities within the existing right-of-way. Since the cost of conversion by
installing traffic signals exceeded the funding available, stop signs were proposed at
the 17th, 18th and 19th Avenues.
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Complete Streets 131st & 46th Street Complete Streets

A complete streets concept plan was initiated in August 2014 for 131st Av and 46th
St/ Skipper Road in 2014 to develop an integrated plan for street and landscaping
improvements, with particular attention being paid to pedestrian, bicycle, and transit
accommodations on both roadways. The project limits on 131st Avenue were from
Nebraska Avenue to Bruce B. Downs Boulevard and from Fletcher Avenue to Bruce
B. Downs Boulevard on 46th Street/Skipper Road.
Since the social, physical and travel characteristics in the two corridors differ,
potential complete streets identified reflect the differences. The corridors were
evaluated together but considered separately. Along 131st Avenue, the four major
intersections are Nebraska Avenue, 15th Street, 22nd Street, and Bruce B. Downs
Boulevard. The 46th Street / Skipper Road corridor is dominated by multi-family
housing complexes and the only key intersections are the corridor endpoints of
Fletcher Avenue and Bruce B. Downs Boulevard.
The MPO team worked closely with Hillsborough County’s engineering team to
ensure consistency between the efforts and to identify which ideas developed in this
study could be implemented with the upcoming corridor modifications.

46 | P a g e

Ongoing meetings with staff were held throughout the study, and an on-site corridor
visit was conducted. A meeting was held with area stakeholders including
administrators from University of South Florida, to discuss their vision for these two
corridors.

Input

from

stakeholders

identified

the

physical

characteristics,

distinguishing features, physical constraints, and potential enhancement opportunities
of each roadway. Various typical sections were then developed and evaluated by the
study team, and the advantages and disadvantages of each were discussed. Once a
general consensus had been reached for each corridor, detailed plans were
produced for key areas, with detail on potential landscape and hardscape aesthetics
and materials.
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Tampa St/Highland St/ Florida Ave Study

The Florida Avenue and Tampa Street/Highland Avenue Corridor study was
conducted beginning in February 2015 to identify and evaluate potential planninglevel alternative configurations of the Florida Avenue and Tampa Street/Highland
Avenue corridor to determine the current and future needs of the wide range of users
within this corridor.

A transportation project advisory group was established consisting of key
stakeholders to provide guidance for the study team. FDOT had the approval
authority on the final decision as to whether any alternatives (or variants thereof)
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would be further analyzed through the PD&E or similar processes, since the roads
were maintained by FDOT. Representatives on the group included:
o The Study Project Management Team (MPO, City of Tampa Transportation
Division, FDOT Intermodal Systems Development)
o FDOT Traffic Operations and/or Design Offices
o City of Tampa Planning and Development Department
o Hillsborough Area Regional Transit Authority (HART)
o Tampa Bay Area Regional Transportation Authority (TBARTA)
The advisory group to addressed specific topics at select milestones. As requested
by the Tampa Heights Civil Association Board, a briefing on Thursday, October 22nd
at 7pm was held with representatives from MPO and FDOT.
What we’ve learned so far, looking at the roadways today is that there are fewer
people driving than there were 10 years ago. For example, on Florida Avenue south
of Palm Avenue, the number of vehicles per day has declined by about 10%. Other
observations show that on paper, there are complete sidewalks for almost the entire
study area. But when taking a closer look, the conditions are less than ideal for
walking and cycling, including poor sidewalk conditions. This study is ongoing and
expected to conclude in 2016.
Tampa-Hillsborough Greenways and Trails Plans Update

Work began in February 2015 when the MPO Staff together with Hillsborough County
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and City of Tampa staff updated and integrated trails and greenways plans for the
City of Tampa and the Hillsborough County. The update had two major objectives: 1)
Update the County's Greenways Master Plan by integrating recent pedestrian,
bicycle, and multi-use trail projects and initiatives into the Plan; and 2) Identify
opportunities to improve the region's multimodal networks providing further trail
connections to Pasco, Manatee, and Polk counties as potential components of the
State of Florida’s SUNTrails system.
Staff working with the volunteer Greenways & Trails Committees identified priority
gaps critical to the completion of an overall trail network. This project unifies the
planning documents and refines some of the opportunities defined in the Hillsborough
County Greenways Master Plan (1995) and the City of Tampa’s Greenways and
Trails Master Plan (2000).
On May 19, 2015, the Tampa & Hillsborough Greenways and Trails Committee
meeting was held at the Peoples Life Center and attended by 50 people.

This

provided a valuable opportunity for staff and committee members to provide feedback
and help prioritize the proposed trails.
The key trails identified by this study were:


I-275 Greenway



Selmon Greenway Connector



Kirby Creek Trail



NW Hillsborough/Upper Tampa Bay Trail Connector



South County Greenway Connector



USF / Tampa ByPass Canal Connector



Memorial Bikeway /Oldsmar-Pinellas County Connection



US 301/Pasco County Connection



Plant City/Polk Connection

50 | P a g e

George Road Studies
Walk/Bike Connector Study

The George Road Walk-Bike Connector Study concluded in February 2015. It
evaluated the improvements necessary to provide a safe bicycle/pedestrian corridor
between the Town ‘N’ Country (TNC) Greenway and the Courtney Campbell Trail
(CCT). The George Road Complete Streets Study Team was specifically tasked with
the investigation of a proposed north-south connection between the existing TNC
Greenway and the north end of the U-path Trail at Skyway Park, which connects to
the CCT. The U-path, on the west side of the Veterans Expressway, runs south to the
City of Tampa’s Cypress Point Park and the Westshore area.
During a public meeting at the Town and Country Library on January 15, 2015, which
was attended by 42 people, proposed trail routes were presented to the public and
input was received from neighborhood groups and residents. Based on the results of
this meeting, George Road was selected as the preferred alternative.
George Road Complete Streets Study
The results led to a study to develop a proposal to “complete” George Road to
include sidewalks and bicycle facilities to connect the U-path Trail to the Town N
Country Greenway. The resulting study is identified as the George Road Complete
Street feasibility study, which began during the second half of 2015.
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Based on the public input from the George Road Walk Bike Connector Study, the
complete streets study will focus on the George Road right-of-way, and evaluate
bike-and

pedestrian-activated

crosswalks,

a

pedestrian/bicycle

overpass

at

Hillsborough Avenue, traffic signal timing, lighting, gateway treatments, traffic circle
and raised intersection traffic calming strategies, and other pedestrian friendly
treatments. The outreach on this phase of the project will be completed in 2016.
Green ARTery Neighborhoods Community Garden Initiative

During summer 2015 the Green Artery Neighborhoods Community Garden Initiative’s
purpose was to increase community gardens awareness in Tampa and Hillsborough
County and to start the planning for the Annual Garden walk on Earth Day 2016. This
report included identifying new garden sites, interviewing communities to gauge
residential interest, identifying intermediate and mentor gardens, and the groundwork
for the 2016 Gardenwalk. The initiative supported area-wide, link-specific and nodespecific types of pedestrian and bicycle treatments advocated through Complete
Streets.
The public outreach efforts included two meetings; August 18, 2015 at the Tampa
Garden Club assembly in Tampa Heights and August 20, 2015 and the Eastern
Heights Neighborhood Association.
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It was anticipated the effort would lead to a tour of gardens (Gardenwalk), instead
with input from the community several celebrations at specific sites occurred and an
extensive knowledge of healthy foods was gained by the participants.

Tampa Bay Express Lanes Project

The Florida Department of Transportation continued work on a traffic management
concept to reduce congestion on the interstate system. Called the Tampa Bay
Express (TBX), the idea is a system of new express toll lanes that will be built in the
median of existing interstate highways of the Tampa Bay region. The plan
contemplates new express toll lanes built next to the existing lanes in I-275, I-75 and
I-4. The managed lanes consist of “dynamic pricing” based on demand throughout
the day.
During the summer of 2015, after the MPO board members received several emails
and phone calls and the agency received significant emails, phone calls and
Facebook comments the Hillsborough MPO offered to facilitate community meetings
with representatives of neighborhoods in proximity to I-275 to learn more about the
Florida Department of Transportation’s (FDOT) Tampa Bay Express Study. MPO
board Chair Les Miller hosted four roundtable discussions in Seminole Heights,
Tampa

Heights

Approximately

and
212

Ybor

City.

attendees

expressed significant interest and
concern over the project.
In August 2015 at the TIP Public
Hearing attracted more than 360
residents

and

representatives
another
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65

in

business
person,

attending

with
via

GoToMeeting, to weigh in on TBX being added to the priority list. Over 60 citizens
and business representatives spoke either for or against the project.
As a result of the extensive public input the board moved that the MPO approve
the TIP with the TBX Project included, with the following conditions:
•

That our community and FDOT representatives come to the table to work

together to enhance the community through this project;
•

Understanding that a 20-year old study was done, and that the project will be

reevaluated, as part of this reevaluation, ask that FDOT look at the project’s
community impact and include a robust outreach initiative, focusing on:
1.

Significant social and physical changes in the project area;

2.

Changes to the impact caused by the project;

3.

Anticipated population and employment growth;

4.

Land use and comprehensive plans; and

5.

Most importantly, the affected communities and community commitments;

The MPO also requested that FDOT work with the City of Tampa to look at the
possibilities with the future redesign of Florida Avenue/Tampa Street to provide for
opportunities for pedestrian, bicycle and transit operations.
Given the extensive media coverage and continued significant concerns expressed
by neighborhood and civic groups in the vicinity of I-275 at the Tampa downtown
interchange, in December, FDOT convened a series of community charrettes on the
Tampa Bay Express (TBX) toll-managed lanes project.

The charrettes were

facilitated by USF’s Florida Center for Community Design and Research and MPO
staff participated along with other local agencies as an information resource, and will
conclude in 2016.
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I-275/Fowler & I-275/Busch Gateway Concept Study

In 2015 the MPO undertook a preliminary design concept for two themed gateways at
the I-275/Busch Boulevard and the I-275/Fowler Avenue interchanges.
The gateway design concepts focused on making a creative statement at each
interchange that creates themes that communicate a sense of entry and innovation.
The concepts include landscape and hardscape features as well as lighting.
The preliminary plans, concepts and sketches were presented for feedback to the
stakeholders at two meetings, one on September 24, 2015 and the second on
November 13, 2015. The stakeholders included the various Innovation Alliance
members, FDOT, Hillsborough County and the City of Tampa staffs. Thirty four
stakeholders participated; their input led to the theme “Global Citizenship” and
selection of the Bridge Arch concept over the Art-Sculpture concept.
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Chapter 7: Refining the Public Participation Process
Periodic public involvement process surveys
Subscribers to various MPO newsletters and other electronic mailing lists were
invited to offer comments or suggestions, and the MPO website included a prompt to
email public comments.
Over the two-year review period, the MPO received a twenty eight emails related to
its projects and public involvement process.

A few offered constructive criticism

ranged from finding more convenient meeting times, to enabling public comments at
hearings remotely. The majority of emails received were regarding the Tampa Bay
Express lanes project.

Refining the Public Participation Plan
The MPO continually seeks to improve the way in which it engages the public in
transportation planning. The MPO updated its Public Participation Plan most recently
in January 2014. Revisions included addressing recommendations made in the
MPO’s federal certification review, reflect the consolidated agency website, and the
proposed expansion of MPO committees.
The Federal Certification Report, which also covers the Pasco and Pinellas MPOs,
is vital to ensuring that Hillsborough County remains eligible for federal funding for
transportation improvements. The certification report cited the MPO for its efforts to
work with the TMA to develop a single list of regional properties, extensive public
participation for Imagine 2040, good job with social media and website, filling
vacant positions on the TAC and CAC. The certification report recommended a
Table of Content and Acronym Glossary be added to better navigate the LRTP
Transportation Plan. Hillsborough MPO Interactive TIP Tool
The MPO added an Interactive TIP tool to its website. The MPO’s information on
transportation projects in the Hillsborough County Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) was available through an agency web mapping application. The
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a five year plan that identifies,
prioritizes and allocates funding for transportation projects.
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The existing web tool named Planning
Information Mapping Application (PIMA),
by the Hillsborough.org is an interactive
resource designed for planners and
citizens. Users can view land use,
transportation, environmental, and other
planning-related map layers and data. It
provided the ability to zoom in on areas of interest, search for specific properties, and
view parcel and land use information.
During this period, a new “Search TIP” feature was added to PIMA that allows users
to search for TIP projects, and print related reports or maps. The creation of this new
interactive tool was the result of the MPO’s recent work on updating data
management methods and document creation processes for the Transportation
Improvement Program.
The Transportation Improvement Program document is designed to follow a format
that includes introductory materials, a narrative, and detailed project listings for five
fiscal years - but it doesn’t show specific project locations. Refining the data
organization process necessary for creating the project lists provided an opportunity
to develop the automated mapping tool, allowing users to see these projects in the
context of our community. The TIP tool was taken offline in 2015 to make further
improvements to its readability and ease of use. The new and improved version is
expected to launch in 2016.
Consolidated TBARTA Master Plan and MPO Chairs' Coordinating Committee
(RLRTP)
In the last reporting period Tampa Bay Area Regional Transportation Authority
(TBARTA) and the Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating Committee (CCC)
joined together to align efforts and prevent duplication while creating a combined
regional master plan and regional long range transportation plan (RLRTP), sponsored
by the Hillsborough MPO and TBARTA. As a result, the TBARTA 2040 regional
network maps and projects now are based on the five MPOs' long range cost feasible
transportation plans, and the LRTPs' Needs Assessments are illustrated in the
TBARTA Longer Range Needs network maps. Partnering together helps state and
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federal governments better understand which projects are most important to the
residents and businesses of the region.
What results is better cohesion-one region, one plan, one voice- so that from every
angle, Tampa Bay area leaders are on the same page when it comes to the future of
transportation. This helps state and federal legislators better understand which
projects are most important to the residents and businesses of the region, and in turn,
allocate funding.

Follow up on recommendations from the last Measures of
Effectiveness report
The last MPO Measures of Effectiveness report covered the period of January 1,
2012 through December 31, 2013. Table 13 shows the recommendations and their
current status.
Table 13–Recommendations
1.

Continue to expand use of technology designed to facilitate public

participation, such as “virtual” meetings, workshops or hearings, and telephone call-in
lines to enable the public to participate remotely from their home or workplace.
(Continued from 2010/2010 Measures of Effectiveness Report.)
The MPO has continued to use technology to assist with effective outreach.
The MetroQuest survey, an online, layperson-friendly interactive platform
designed by the vendor MetroQuest, enabled participation from anywhere and
was used in Imagine 2040 - Part 2. Computers and IPads were used to
encourage citizens to electronically complete the surveys on location. Other
tools used were the TIP website mapping tool, Mindmixer website for
Columbus Drive study. A new technology called Poll Everywhere which uses
texts from cellphones and input from web-enabled smartphones to capture
feedback from audiences. It was embedded in a PowerPoint to capture the real
time responses. A Facebook event was created to allow citizens to submitted
comments one week prior to each MPO Board meeting and GoToMeeting was
open for the August 2015 TIP Hearing to allow live participation remotely by
citizens.
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2.

Publicize interactive tools and comment forms available on MPO or

project-specific web pages to maximize public feedback. Public surveys, polls and
comment forms are effective only to the extent they receive widespread distribution
and reach the intended survey population. Paid and earned media can help in this
regard, as well as enlisting support from survey partners such as schools, colleges
and universities.
MPO sent the largest mailing ever of counter cards to every property and
business owner in Hillsborough County to encourage them to take the online
MetroQuest survey for Imagine 2040. The online MetroQuest interactive survey
generated 5,261 visits, of which 2,217 surveys were submitted with data, for a
response rate of 42%. (See specific examples in Chapter 6.)
3.

Seek feedback that is immediate and project specific, by asking questions

such as “was this informative and helpful to you?” at the conclusion of every survey
or public meeting sponsored by the MPO.

This would be in lieu of conducting

periodic polls on the effectiveness public engagement. MPO sent the largest
mailing ever of counter cards to every property and business owner in
Hillsborough County to encourage them to take the online MetroQuest survey
for Imagine 2040. The online MetroQuest interactive survey generated 5,261
visits, of which 2,217 surveys were submitted with data, for a response rate of
42%. (See specific examples in Chapter 6.) On the completion page of the
survey the public was asked to provide feedback on the survey.
4.

Manage input received from social networking, making sure they are

properly retained.

Explore the use of software to enable Facebook posts and

Tweets from the public to be captured and analyzed. As a related issue, ensure that
the public is notified that comments posted to the MPO’s Facebook and Twitter
accounts may be considered public records and subject to inspection.
Facebook posts and Tweets received over the past two years have been
captured and retained in the Appendix. The MPO continued to seek a
technology to automate this objective. All emails and social media input are
captured but we continue to search for appropriate tools to consolidate their
content into one centralized source that can be searched sorted and analyzed.
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To ensure timely capture MPO staff scheduled timeframes to accurately collect
the feedback. Additionally MPO staff added a Facebook event for each MPO
board meeting and comments from that site are collected and distributed to the
MPO board before each meeting.
5.

Continue to clarify regional decision-making processes and solicit public

input on regional issues. Ensure that the public has an opportunity to speak at all
regional meetings and comment on published regional documents. Raise the profile
of the Leadership Group for the Tampa Bay TMA and publicize their meetings.
Staff worked with the other MPOs in West Central Florida, and developed a
Regional Public Participation Plan (PPP).

The Regional Plan laid the

groundwork for a regional long range master plan to be jointly developed by
TBARTA and the CCC. One outcome at the regional level is the integration of
TBARTA’s CAC and the CCC’s respective Citizens Advisory Committees.
Representatives from each now meet with TBARTA’s CAC to discuss items of
mutual interest.
6.

Fully document what the public said and how it affected the outcome of

MPO reports or studies. Every such document should include a section detailing
“what we heard” from the public, and how the MPO responded. Surveys should be
summarized and compiled in the documentation, irrespective of whether they were
administered on-line, by mail or at meetings.
The MPO ensured that public comments were captured, responded to and
posted. A description of public feedback and response to the input is now a
standard section in our report template.
7.

Monitor utilization of the agency-wide website and report the number of

unique visitors, visits and most popular MPO pages on a quarterly basis.
The MPO website doubled its visits and staff tracked the number of vists in the
agency quarterly reports.
8.

Streamline the measures of effectiveness used to evaluate the MPO’s

public participation process by removing the following outdated measures:
o

Less than a dozen emails were sent to mpo@plancom.org in this two-year
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review period. Given that those who want to check on dates and times of MPO
meetings and events easily do so through the MPO website or directly contact
individual staff emails responsible for specific MPO planning products, the
measurement

of

mpo@plancom.org

is

recommended

to

be

discontinued.

(Importantly, this email address will continue to be supported for members of the
public who are uncertain of who to contact at the MPO.)
o

Discontinue counting the number of customers obtaining materials by visiting

the Planning Commission Media Center. The visitors were relatively low as the
number of MPO publications downloaded for free from MPO websites continues to
climb.
o

Discontinue using the MPO’s Client Assistance Database to track responses

to public inquiries. Many MPO staff now use iPads and/or laptops to respond to
requests. In addition, given that virtually all MPO documents are posted to the
website and are searchable via that tool, it is likely that many inquiries are satisfied by
the customer immediately.
The MPO does not formally track these measures any longer.
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Chapter 8: Summary, Results & Recommendations
The strategies outlined in the MPO’s Public Participation Plan provide for timely
public notice, complete access to information, and support early and continuing
involvement of the community. The record shows that the MPO accomplished these
objectives during this two-year evaluation period.

Notable Successes in Public Engagement
Beginning in May of 2015, staff began researching and reviewing literature on the
relationship between the built environment and health. The research included a
survey of health impact assessments, healthy planning policies, health in
comprehensive planning, and strategies for building healthy places. Staff has also
worked with the Hillsborough County Health Department to provide presentations to
the Planning Commission and Tampa City Council on Health in All Policies (HiAP) as
a collaborative approach to improving the health of all people by incorporating health
considerations into decision making across sectors and policy areas. See George
Road Complete Streets Study Chapter 6.
Other noteworthy new collaborations are noted as follows:


A new member of our board: the School District of Hillsborough County, which
has led to the development of an ad hoc working group on schools and
transportation to begin in 2016



A new graduate fellowship with the USF Urban & Regional Planning Program.
The MPO created two fellowships to support interns from the University of
South Florida's Urban and Regional Planning Program for the 2015-16 school
year. Familiarizing emerging planners with community priorities encourages
talented students to remain in Hillsborough County after graduation. The
Agency gets the benefit of their knowledge, skills and possible future
employment.

Expanding the MPO’s Following
The MPO adopted the Imagine 2040 Transportation Plan on November 12, 2014 and
in 2015 the plan won several state and regional awards. With nearly 6,000
participants, Imagine 2040’s outreach program had the greatest amount of public
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participation ever achieved by the Hillsborough MPO and Planning Commission.
The MPO continues its effort to expand the use of social networks such as Facebook
and Twitter to advertise events, share information and promote participation in
transportation planning. As a result, the number of MPO “followers” has reached
close to 5,000, and the MPO continues as the largest Twitter followers for any MPO.
As of December 2015, the email database increased 20% to about 6,260 email
addresses.
Thanks to all of our eNews subscribers, we again received the 2014 and 2015 All
Star Award from Constant Contact ©, Inc. Only the top 10% of Constant Contact’s
half

a

million

worldwide

businesses

and

nonprofits are recognized for how successful
they

are

at

engaging

their

customers.

Consistently high open rates, click through
rates, and low bounce rates were among the
qualifications.

Making it Easier to Participate
The MPO moved two public meetings
to a 6PM start time to give more
citizens an opportunity to participant in
the Tampa Bay Express discussions.
The MPO continued to use technology
to assist with effective outreach. The
MPO introduced a Facebook “event”
page to solicit public comments for
one week before MPO Board meetings and adding a live-call-in (GoToMeeting)
at our annual public hearing on investment priorities. By doing so the MPO is
encouraging more public participation and makes it easier for people who have other
time constraints to voice their opinion. The public comments are then included with all
email correspondence provided to MPO members and summarized during Public
Comments at the Board Meetings.
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The MetroQuest survey, on an online, layperson-friendly interactive platform
designed by the vendor MetroQuest enabled participation from anywhere and was
used in Imagine 2040 - Part 2. Computers and IPads were used to encourage
citizens to electronically complete the surveys on location. Other tools used were the
TIP website mapping tool, Mindmixer website for Columbus Drive study. A new
technology called Poll Everywhere which uses texts from cellphones and input from
web-enabled smartphones to capture feedback from audiences. It was embedded in
a PowerPoint to capture the real time responses.
The MPO changed it’s document stardards to make them easier to read. All materials
use Ariel font style.
New Committees Meeting Room
Having outgrown the MPO Boardroom, work began to structurally modify the offices
to accommodate more public meetings. A new meeting room was designed to
provide more convenience to the attendees. The structural work was funded and
started in 2015, with completion anticipated in early 2016. The new meeting room is
approximately 850 square feet with special features to enhance the audio/visual
quality experience during meetings. The budget for the new features were:


$2,500 for projectors,



$1,500 for speakers/amplifiers,



$2,300 for wireless microphones
and



$15,250 for new furniture.

Previously, the MPO was using the
training room on the 15th floor for their
committee meetings which only had
access behind security doors. The new
room will have improved access to public
restrooms.

New Planning Commission/MPO Library
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Although visits to the library are
not measured any longer it is
notable that during 2015 the
Planning

Commission

library

was relocated, enhanced and
enlarged. The library devoted to
plans, studies and documents
pertaining
development

to

growth
in

and

Hillsborough

County and is a partner with the Hillsborough County Public Library Cooperative, and
its holdings are included in the Cooperative’s catalogue.
Letting the Public Have Its Say
The public continued to have its say on MPO
plans and indeed was involved at the inception
and throughout their development.

Specific

issues related to the MPO’s mission or plans
became newsworthy and attracted a high
degree of public attention and input.
Notable examples include:
While the MPO has had a proactive public participation program for years, in 2015 we
raised the bar, we moved the TIP public hearing to evening, adding a live-call-in
(GoToMeeting) at our annual public hearing on investment priorities, and expanded
social media usage with a Facebook “event” with a week-long public comment
period prior to board meetings. The evening event attracted approximately 360
participants in addition to the 65 who were "virtual" attendees.
The MPO adopted the Imagine 2040 Transportation Plan on November 12, 2014 and
in 2015 the plan won four state and regional awards. With nearly 6,000
participants, Imagine 2040’s outreach program had the greatest amount of public
participation ever achieved by the Hillsborough MPO and Planning Commission.
During Imagine 2040 the MPO sent the largest mailing ever of counter cards to
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every property and business owner in Hillsborough County to encourage them to
take the online MetroQuest survey for Imagine 2040. The online MetroQuest
interactive survey generated 5,261 visits, of which 2,217 surveys were submitted
with data, for a response rate of 42%.
On March 27, 2015, the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council held its 23rd Annual
Future of the Region Awards program, and Imagine 2040 was pleased to receive
first Place in the Public Education category and also to receive the One Bay
Award. In September 2015, Imagine 2040 received the Florida Chapter of the
American Planning Association’s 2015 Project Award of Merit in the Best Practices
category. Imagine 2040 also received an Exemplary Implementation Award from
Open Planning Tools Group (OPTG) in Baltimore, Maryland, which recognizes
projects that utilize planning tools in an innovative manner to create effective public
engagement.

Recommendations to Enhance the Public Participation Program
Based on this review, the MPO’s Public Participation Plan has worked effectively
over the last two years.

In keeping with the MPO’s objectives of continuous

improvement and making the best use of limited resources, the following
refinements are recommended.
1. Seek feedback that is immediate and project specific, by asking questions
such as “was this informative and helpful to you?” at the conclusion of every
survey or public meeting sponsored by the MPO. This would be in lieu of
conducting periodic polls on the effectiveness public engagement. (Continued
from 2010/2010 and 2012/2013 Measures of Effectiveness Reports.)
2. Increase

public

participation

efforts

with

minorities,

low-income

individuals, and the transportation disadvantaged. The FDOT updated to
Chapter 9-Title VI and Nondiscrimination Program Guidance for MPOs of the
MPO Program Management Handbook in October 2015. The MPO will
therefore update the Public Participation Plan to reflect the following
requirements:
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Ensure the Measures of effectiveness report details representative

public involvement.


Develop a map with update community characteristics showing the
MPOs geographic area broken down by socioeconomic factors.



List all MPO committees’ members by race, ethnicity, age and whether
or not disabled.

Continue to improve the public participation and cooperation with our
agency partners through better education of processes. As evidenced the
increased numbers of public comments and increased attendance at many of the
MPO Board meetings and the media coverage many of the processes by which
projects are prioritized for funding and advance are not fully understood by the
public. We can work better together by collaborating more closely on documents
such as the LRTP, TIP and FDOT District 7 work program, as well as major
projects.
For example, it would be beneficial to have the District share conceptual design
plans as soon as possible so that we can ensure consistency between those
plans and the MPO's adopted or pending long-range plans, TIPs, etc. It would
also be useful for FDOT staff to be available to discuss major projects at LRTP
outreach events before they get adopted into the LRTP.
Lastly, we will request more complete information from FDOT on projects included
in the TIP. For example, in the past, the "snapshot" of the adopted work program
that becomes part of the TIP included data on project limits, lengths and the
number of lanes existing/improved/added.

Many capacity projects in the

department's work program often only indicate "add lanes and reconstruct."
Furnishing more complete information would ensure that the TIP is useful to the
public.
Given the many questions and misperceptions of the various processes and
projects it is recommended an education campaign be designed with input from
citizens to determine the best method (presentation, brochure, ad, app, webpage,
video etc.) for explaining the project development process in plain English. The
campaign should be launched with the next TIP cycle. It is also recommended the
MPO update collateral public message materials as they are a bit dated.
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The purpose of this study is to evaluate the improvements necessary to provide a safe
bicycle/pedestrian corridor between the Town ‘N’ Country (TNC) Greenway and the Courtney
Campbell Trail (CCT). The George Road Complete Streets Study Team was specifically tasked with the
investigation of a proposed north-south connection between the existing TNC Greenway and the
north end of the U-path Trail at Skyway Park, which connects to the CCT. The U-path, on the west side
of the Veterans Expressway, runs south to the City of Tampa’s Cypress Point Park and the Westshore
area.
The ultimate goal for the project is to provide a safe and pleasant bicycle/pedestrian facility that is an
asset to the local community and strengthens the regional trails network. This study was tasked
specifically with identifying:
•

•
•

A north/south connector corridor between the TNC Greenway and the Courtney Campbell
Trail.
Opportunities to improve connectivity to existing and future community assets/facilities.
Conceptual design elements to improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists.

The study area is urban in character with very few opportunities for construction of a shared-use path
that is separate from the roadway. Because of the built-out nature of the environment, the proposed
bicycle/pedestrian routes must consider the full spectrum of possible bicycle-pedestrian
infrastructure improvements including:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Widened sidewalks or sidepaths (typically a maximum of 8 feet wide)
Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows) designated by pavement markings
Expanding roadway pavement for adding bike lanes
Widened road shoulders
Installation of traffic calming elements and refuge areas
Safety devices such as pedestrian/bicycle signals and signing

The figure on this page lists the some of the recommended improvements for each of the three
segments defined for the corridor. Additional discussion and details, as well as “Before” and “After”
photographs of the recommended improvements for the George Road corridor are provided within
the body of this report. As part of these bicycle/pedestrian recommendations consideration should
be given to provide for the following elements:
•
•
•
•
•

Safe transitions between all types of improvements
Wayfind/direction signs
Improved pavement conditions, including roadway resurfacing to eliminate irregularities
Bike friendly grates and manholes
Signal optimization and actuated for bicycle/pedestrian

The George Road corridor proved to be a very challenging environment for bicycle and pedestrian
safety. However, it is the most direct route between the TNC Greenway and the U-path at Skyway

Sports Complex for access to the CCT. The process of the study entailed looking at existing conditions,
reviewing research of available information, on-site observations, performing a pedestrian overpass
warrant analysis, and performing traffic operational analyses. The George Road improvements
identified in this study would achieve the desired connection between the existing TNC Greenway and
the U-path for a safer and aesthetically pleasant experience as a bicycle/pedestrian route for persons
of all abilities.
During the course of this study
the Hillsborough and Pinellas
Counties portions of the CCT
have been completed and are
proving to be very popular with
pedestrians and bicyclists. In
addition, the two remaining
northernmost segments of the
Upper Tampa Bay Trail (UTBT)
along with a trailhead at Lutz
Lake Fern Road are being
constructed, so a connection
can be made to the Suncoast
Trail.

POTENTIAL IMPROVEMENTS

It is hoped that this study will
ultimately assist with the
development of the appropriate connection between the
TNC community and the Tampa
Bay area’s existing trails for the
recreational and multi-modal
transportation benefits for all
users.

The preliminary design for the
proposed
improvements
contained herein are generally
consistent with the type of
traffic calming measures and
standards contained in the
Neighborhood Traffic Calming
(NTC) Manual published by
Hillsborough County Public
Works Department in 2003.
None of the proposed improvements will cause a degradation of the vehicular levels of service of the
corridor. Prior to the final design and construction phase, all appropriate processes and coordination
procedures associated contained in the NTC will be followed.
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INTRODUCTION
The purpose of the George Road Complete Streets Study is to prepare a preliminary plan with the
specific goal of providing a safe connection for bicyclists and pedestrians between the Town ‘N’
Country (TNC) Greenway and the Courtney Campbell Trail (CCT). The ultimate goal for this plan is to
provide safe and pleasant pedestrian and bicycle facilities to the local community and to strengthen
the regional trails network. This study was tasked specifically with identifying:
•
•
•
•

A north/south connector corridor between the TNC Greenway and the CCT
Opportunities to improve connectivity to existing and future community assets/facilities
Identification of potential improvements to enhance bicycle/pedestrian connectivity
Ranking and prioritization of proposed enhancements

The study area is urban in character with very few opportunities for construction of an exclusive
shared-use path, separated from the roadway. Because of the built-out nature of the environment,
proposed bicycle/pedestrian routes must consider the full spectrum of possible bicycle-pedestrian
infrastructure improvements including:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Sidewalk gap fill-in
Mill and resurface roadway
Widened road shoulders
Expanding roadway pavement for adding bike lanes
Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows)
Installation of traffic calming elements and refuge areas
Safety devices such as bicycle/pedestrian signals and signing

For the purpose of this evaluation, the George Road corridor was broken into three segments as
shown in the figure on this page. The segments are as follows:
•
•
•

Segment 1 –TNC Greenway to Clifton Road
Segment 2 –Clifton Road to Memorial Highway
Segment 3 - Memorial Highway to U-Path at Skyway Sports Complex

Chapter: INTRODUCTION

In addition to the above, and based on feedback from the community, other improvements were
considered and are included in this study. These included limited vehicular capacity improvements at
the intersection of George Road and Hillsborough Avenue, recommendations for signal timing
enhancements, and a study of the potential implementation of a grade separated bicycle/pedestrian
crossing at Hillsborough Avenue.
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BACKGROUND
In January 2013, AECOM (formerly URS) was retained by the Hillsborough County Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) to assist them with planning for a preferred route through the TNC area
to connect the existing Upper Tampa Bay Trail (UTBT) with the then under construction CCT. The
TNC area has an existing east/west greenway running from Sheldon Road to George Road. The TNC
Greenway provides the community access to the UTBT via Sheldon Road bike lanes and a
neighborhood bike route. Since the most direct north/south route between the UTBT/TNC Greenway
and the CCT is via George Road, this study became known as the George Road Connector Study.

During the course of this study the scope was broadened, from considering only George Road, the
study’s namesake, as the route for the desired connector, to looking at additional route alternatives
through the TNC community. Based on feedback received from stakeholders and from two public
meeting as documented in earlier versions of the study, George Road was deemed the most feasible
option.

Chapter: BACKGROUND

The next sections of this report provide the details of the existing conditions field review that was
conducted for the evaluation of potential improvements, the proposed recommended improvement,
as well as the preliminary estimated construction costs for the enhanced bicycle/pedestrian route
along the George Road corridor.
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This chapter provides a detailed assessment of the George Road corridor and expands on the
proposed recommendations for bicycling and pedestrian accommodations, while using the existing
infrastructure to the fullest extent possible and avoiding the need for right-of-way acquisition.

As in the initial study, this follow-up analysis identifies required bicycle improvements including the
combined use of Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows) and the construction of a shared use pathway
adjacent to the roadway (commonly referred to as a “sidepath”) as potential measures to make the
corridor more comfortable to a broad range of bicyclists. The potential modifications proposed by this
study can be made within the existing right-of-way of George Road.

Traffic calming measures are also recommended. Hillsborough County's Neighborhood Traffic
Calming (NTC) Manual identifies a toolbox of measures which can be considered on collector and
minor arterial roads, including mini circles and raised intersections. George Road has characteristics
which could make it a priority for NTC treatments, including a major park or greenway at each end;
bicycles sharing the road; discontinuous sidewalks (at present); residences fronting the road; and
peak-hour cut-through traffic avoiding the nearby, heavily congested Veteran's Expressway. The NTC
program calls for robust public involvement, including a minimum of two public meetings, and the
approval of 75% of residents in the affected area by signature on a petition. While the George Road
Complete Streets Feasibility Study has held an initial public meeting to hear concerns and a second
public meeting to present recommendations, no petition process has been initiated. The Appendix
provides more details on the required process for the traffic calming elements of this study’s
recommendations.

General Comments

All sidewalks along the designated pedestrian path should be audited for Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA) compliance. Where deficiencies are found they should be corrected.

Although it is not encouraged for bicyclists to use the sidewalks as bicycle facilities, it is recognized
that some people will ride on sidewalks. It is therefore recommended that the sidewalks along this
corridor be modified to make enhance accommodations for pedestrians, as well as, for bicyclists who
may choose to use them. Such modifications might include replacing 90-degree angle turns with a
more reasonable radii and protecting the ends of obstructions immediately adjacent to
the sidewalk. New sidewalks should be located where obstructions or drop-offs are
not next to sidewalk.
All traffic signal detection loops should be tested to confirm they will detect bicycles. If
they do not they should be replaced. The “sweet spot” on the loops should be marked
with Bicycle Detector Pavement Markings and supplemented with a “TO REQUEST
GREEN WAIT ON SYMBOL” (R10-22) sign.

Where Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows) are used, they should be supplemented with
“BICYCLES MAY USE FULL LANE” (R4-11) signs.

Signal cycle lengths along the
corridor
are
quite
long.
Consideration should be given to
reducing traffic signal cycle lengths
along this corridor, at least during
off-peak periods.

Wayfinding should be provided to
direct path users between the path
south of Skyway Park and the
continuation of the path north of
George Road. These can be in the
form of BIKE GUIDE (D11-1c) signs
or horizontal signing (pavement
markings mimicking the signs but
elongated for better viewing by
bicyclists. In addition, BICYCLE
DESTINATION (D1-1C) signs should
be installed at the existing trail
termini to inform path users of how
far it is to the continuation of the
path network. These signs could
possibly also serve as pedestrian
guidance to the paths at either end
of
the
connector;
however,
additional
wayfinding
for
pedestrians may be needed. If
horizontal signing is used for bikes,
similar markings should be placed
on the sidewalk for pedestrians.
There is likely to be some night-time
demand for this bicycle/pedestrian
connection. For instance, the parks
at either end of the corridor have
lighted playing fields and users may
use the corridor to access those
parks. Consequently, improved
lighting should be considered along
this corridor to reduce potential for
evening crashes and increase
bicycle/pedestrian use of the George
Road corridor.

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS
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Summary of Potential Improvements

POTENTIAL IMPROVEMENTS

Improvement recommendations vary according to the specific conditions along the George Road
corridor. Recommendations include the following types of modifications:
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Provide paved shoulders
Narrow traffic lanes to provide space for bike lanes
Resurface where needed to install Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows)
Eliminate irregularities in pavement such as raised manholes or depressions and make
drainage grates bike friendly
Sidewalk gap fill-in
Adjust signal cycle lengths at least at off-peak periods
Traffic signal cycle loop for bicycle detection
Add wayfinding signs for the length of the corridor
Add traffic calming such as speed pillows, small traffic circles in residential area and trees to
soften treeless streets
Adjust existing speed humps to make them more visible and bicycle friendly
Install pedestrian crossings where needed
Install lighting improvements on the corridor

A graphic showing the locations of the potential improvements including shared lane markings
(sharrows), bike lanes, and paved shoulders with bike lane markings is provided here and a set of
improvement plans on aerial base is included in the appendix.

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

Detailed improvement recommendations are provided in the next section of this report.
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Findings and Recommendations

•

George Road is the most direct route between the TNC Greenway and the U-path at Skyway Park;
however, it contains a mix of issues that must be overcome. Due to limited right-of-way, the location
and abundance of utilities and stormwater drainage facilities along the corridor, the
recommendations presented in this report are anticipated to be implemented within the existing
right-of-way. The recommendations are presented as a list of improvements which could be
implemented as a single improvement project in the short to midterm horizon (0 to 2 years) and
other for recommendations (mostly capacity oriented) which can be identified as longer term
priorities as they may incur significant improvement costs.

At Paris Street and Yorkshire Road: This road is a 2-lane undivided roadway with a speed limit

A description of the proposed corridor is provided below, starting at the north limit, the TNC
Greenway, and proceeding to the south end at Skyway Park and the U-Path.
Segment 1 from TNC Greenway to Clifton Street (0.83 mile(s)/4,400 feet)

After the first 1,250 feet, the corridor must be diverted to the east on Johns Road and then utilize
Yorkshire Road for approximately 1,500 feet to proceed south because George Road is not continuous
between Johns Road and W. Paris Street. The section of George Road north of the Clifton Street
drainage channel is in a residential subdivision with many driveways. The right-of-way varies
between 50 and 55 feet wide with 24 feet of paved road. There are typically sidewalks with lawn
buffers on both sides of the road and mailboxes at the curb edge with valley gutters. This segment of
roadway lacks roadway pavement markings delineating the travel lanes. The posted speed is 25 MPH
on George Road and Yorkshire Road except near the existing speed humps where 15 MPH is the
posted speed. This area would have to utilize sharrows due to limited right-of-way to install bike
lanes. Key intersections for Segment 1 include:
•

Yorkshire Road at Johns Road: The T-intersection is currently controlled by a stop sign for the
northbound approach to the intersection (Yorkshire Road). Yorkshire Road is a two-lane
undivided roadway with a posted speed limit of 25 mph. Johns Road is a two-lane undivided
roadway with yellow-painted lane striping and a posted speed limit of 25 mph. Johns Road is the
only east-west access into the Northwest Park residential community. The closest signalized
intersection is Benjamin Road at Johns Road, located approximately 0.50 mile(s) to the east, on the
east side of the Veterans Expressway. The north side of Johns Road is primarily commercial and
industrial commerce park with the south side being residential. Sidewalks are present at the
intersection. There is a speed hump with advanced pavement markings but no sign located 100
feet east of the intersection. To the northwest of the intersection is the northern limit of the
corridor, where George Road ends at Channel G.

•

•

of 25 mph. The intersection is stop sign controlled for the westbound approach of Paris Street.
There are speed humps with no signs or advance pavement markings located approximately 250
feet north and south of the Paris Street and Yorkshire Road T-intersection.

At Paris Street and George Road Intersection: This T-intersection is controlled by a stop sign for
the northbound approach of George Road. There is a speed hump with 15 mph sign located 100
feet from northbound approach. Paris Street is a two-lane undivided roadway with a posted
speed limit of 20 mph. The intersection eastbound and westbound approaches have sidewalks on
both sides of the roadway. There is a speed hump with painted marking approximately 150 feet
west of the intersection.

At Clifton Street and George Road Intersection: The intersection is currently controlled by a
stop sign for the northbound and southbound approaches to the intersection (George Road).
George Road is a two-lane undivided roadway with a posted speed limit of 25 mph. Clifton Street
is a two-lane undivided roadway with a posted speed limit of 25 mph. This intersection is a one of
two north-south access points to the Northwest Park residential community. The closest
signalized intersection is SR 580 (Hillsborough Avenue) at George Road, located approximately

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

The north limit of this route connects with the eastern end of the TNC Greenway where George Road
dead ends at Channel G. For the first 1,250 feet, south of Channel G, George Road has approximately
50 feet of right-of-way with an existing sidewalk on the east side. The existing sidewalk could be
expanded for a sidepath approximately 8 to 10 feet wide.
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Improvement Recommendations
1. Keep debris from accumulating on sidewalks on the east side of George Road near Channel G.
2. Improve and secure guardrail and fencing to the pond (as per Design Standards Index 850 or
860 series) on the east side of George Road near Channel G.
3. Regular maintenance of trees and foliage along the east side of George Road near Channel G.
4. Install Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows) immediately after intersections and at a maximum
spacing of 250 as per Design Standards, Index 17347 and the MUTCD.

5. Drainage inlets, grates and utility covers should be maintained smooth, flushed with grade and
well seated.
6. Install mini circles at Yorkshire Road and Paris Street, Paris Street and George Road, and
Clifton Road and George Road intersections.
7. Sidewalk Gap Fill-ins.
8. Paint pavement edge of road marking in front of the grocery story along Johns Road.
9. Resurface roadway pavement.
10. Repaint existing speed humps.
11. Implement Street Tree Program from Clifton to Johns Road.
12. Install street lights.

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

0.28 mile(s) to the south. The George Road northbound approach has a sidewalk, which is behind
barrier walls due to a bridge on the east and west sides. The George Road southbound approach
has sporadic sidewalks. There is a stop sign but no painted stop bar. This portion of Clifton Street
eastbound approach has sidewalk with a lawn buffer on the north side of the street only. The
westbound approach has sidewalk with lawn buffer on both sides. Valley gutter shoulders exist on
Clifton Street. No roadway pavement markings delineating the lanes on Clifton Street were
present. There is no street lighting in the area.
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Segment 2 from south of Clifton Street to Memorial Highway (1.23 mile(s)/6,500 feet)
South of W. Clifton Street, George Road crosses the drainage channel and then traverses vacant
wooded land and wetlands as it extends south to Hillsborough Avenue. The right-of-way width is
approximately 60 feet wide and there is a 10-foot wide multi-use path behind a guardrail on the east
side of the road. This existing 10-foot wide path is between the guardrail and a fence or wall at the
private property edge.

safety for this location, an evaluation of existing and future traffic conditions was conducted for
this intersection. A traffic operations analysis was performed using currently adopted procedures
outlined in the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology module of Synchro Version 8
software for both existing geometry, existing with improvements and future conditions. The
capacity analysis details for existing and future conditions have been provided in the Appendix.

Commercial properties border the four corners of the intersection of George Road and W.
Hillsborough Avenue. There are recently improved crosswalks with high emphasis markings and
pedestrian signal lights on all legs of the intersection.

•

•

South of Clifton Street to Hillsborough Avenue: This segment of
George Road is approximately 1500 feet in length. Just south of Clifton
Street, a bridge approximately 120 feet long with approximately 5-foot
wide sidewalks and a 3-foot tall concrete wall exists on both sides of the
roadway, crossing an existing drainage channel. On the west side, the
sidewalk continues 5 feet wide with a 4-foot grass buffer and with one
driveway access to Hillsborough Avenue. One the east side, the
sidewalk varies from 5 to 12 feet wide and a typical roadside guardrail.
This section of sidewalk was retrofitted by replacing grass buffer with a
gravel-type pavement, instead of concrete sidewalk pavement.
Although the sidewalk is continuous and level, there are irregularities in
the surface of the path. The guardrail is in good condition with the exception of the end point, near
Hillsborough Avenue, where damage is evident from a collision or high impact.
George Road at Hillsborough Avenue: One of the key
issues commented by the public during the several
workshops for the project dealt with congested traffic
conditions and the ability of bicyclists and pedestrians to
cross the Hillsborough Avenue and George Road
intersection. This is the most traveled of all intersections
within the corridor, so this section provides a summary of
existing and future conditions for this specific location.
Based on public feedback about traffic congestion and

George Road at Hillsborough Avenue Intersection Operational Analysis
Table 1 shows the results of the existing operations analysis. The results indicate that under the
existing condition with no additional improvements, the intersection is not operating at an
acceptable level of service (LOS) of D or better.

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

In the segment of George Road between Hillsborough Avenue and Memorial Highway the right-of-way
width varies between 60 and 70 feet wide. There are varying conditions of sidewalk, rural type
drainage ditches and roadway paving widths typically ranging from 22 to 26 feet wide but expanding
to 36 feet wide approaching the north side of the intersection of George Road and Memorial Highway.
The land use is generally office and commercial on the east side which generates high volumes of peak
hour traffic, and mostly residential on the west side of the roadway. This segment of George Road is a
collector road that runs parallel to Eisenhower Boulevard and the Veterans Expressway.
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Intersection
Hillsborough
Avenue and
George Road

Control Lane Group/
Type
Approach
Eastbound
Westbound

Signal

Northbound
Southbound
Overall

AM/PM Peak
Existing Geometry
Additional Improvements
Average Delay
LOS
Average Delay
LOS
45.0/56.4
D/E
50.0/44.2
D/D
50.9/52.0
D/D
49.1/42.7
D/D
117.0/193.8
251.7/171.9
69.1/80.4

F/F
F/F
E/F

58.0/90.5
106.0/151.1
54.9/55.0

E/F
F/F
D/D

The results for the intersection with additional improvements are also shown in Table 1. The
intersection was analyzed using existing geometry and signal timings and phasing with
incremental potential improvements in order to reduce the overall delays and improve the overall
LOS. As shown, the intersection is expected to operate within the acceptable LOS standard with
the following improvements considered:
•
•
•
•

signal phasing converted to split phase for northbound/southbound approaches;
a shared northbound left turn;
an exclusive northbound right turn; and
an additional exclusive southbound (dual) left turn.

For future conditions, the No Build alternative was analyzed using existing geometry and signal
timings and phasing. As shown in Table 2, the results of the future year (2040) operations
analysis indicate that under the future conditions with no additional improvements, the
intersection is not expected to operate at an acceptable LOS.

timings and phasing with. As shown, the intersection is expected to operate within the acceptable
LOS standard with the following improvements considered for year 2040:
•
•
•
•
•

It should be noted that this intersection is part of the Hillsborough Avenue Corridor Evaluation
being conducted by FDOT District 7. Findings from that study will provide a more detailed
assessment of long term future needs for this location.
Evaluation of Pedestrian and Bicycle Activity at Hillsborough Avenue

One of the issues raised by the public during earlier phases of the study dealt with the potential for a
grade-separated pedestrian/bike crossing at Hillsborough Avenue. In order to address this issue,
counts of pedestrian and bicycle activity at George Road and Hillsborough Avenue were conducted.
The total pedestrian count was 111 pedestrians and 62 bicycles during the 7:00 - 10:00 AM,
11:00 AM -1:00 PM and the 3:00 – 6:00 PM peak periods. Of these totals, Table 3 provides a
summary of the pedestrians and bicycles counted that crossed from one side of the roadway to the
other side along Hillsborough Avenue and George Road.
TABLE 3
PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE TRAFFIC CROSSING GEORGE ROAD AND HILLSBOROUGH AVENUE

Date/Time

AM
Midday
PM

09/03/15

TABLE 2
FUTURE YEAR (2040) INTERSECTION LOS

Total

AM/PM Peak

Intersection
Hillsborough
Avenue and
George Road

Control Lane Group/
Type
Approach
Eastbound
Westbound
Signal
Northbound
Southbound
Overall

No Build
(Existing Geometry)
Average Delay
LOS
58.1/60.6
E/E
56.6/66.1
E/E
129.0/208.4
F/F
267.9/181.4
F/F
79.3/90.5
E/F

Build
(Additional Improvements)
Average Delay
LOS
53.1/43.7
D/D
48.3/53.0
D/D
44.9/71.0
D/E
91.4/107.8
F/F
54.0/54.9
D/D

The results for the future conditions with additional improvements are also shown in Table 2.
Additional improvements needed were determined in order to achieve a better LOS than under
the No-Build alternative at the intersection. The intersection was analyzed using optimized

an additional westbound left turn lane;
an additional northbound left turn lane;
an exclusive northbound right turn lane;
an additional southbound left turn lane; and
an additional southbound receiving lane on George Road, south of Hillsborough Avenue.

Pedestrians and Bicycles
Crossing George Road
Pedestrian
Bicycle

16
17
16

49

7
10
13

Pedestrians and Bicycles
Crossing Hillsborough Avenue
Pedestrian
Bicycle

30

24
15
23

62

10
10
12

32

The study did not identify major safety issues relating to pedestrian and bicycle flows, as most
cyclists and pedestrians stopped, used the push-buttons and waited for the pedestrian signals
before entering the crosswalk.
Further analysis of a grade-separated pedestrian crossing was conducted as a potential
improvement for pedestrian safety based on the public feedback received. Pedestrian and vehicle
data for the corridor was used in the warrant analysis. Table 4 summarizes warrants for a
potential pedestrian overpass facility. To determine if a grade-separated crossing is warranted,
several sources were referenced including the FDOT Florida Pedestrian Facilities Planning and
Design Handbook. The data required to evaluate the overpass facility warrants include:
•

Warrant 1 – Volume of Pedestrian and Bicycle Traffic

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

TABLE 1
EXISTING YEAR (2015) INTERSECTION LOS
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Warrant 2 – Volume of Vehicle Traffic
Warrant 3 – Proximity of “Safe” Alternative Crossings

Met

TABLE 4
PEDESTRIAN OVERPASS FACILITY WARRANTS HILLSBOROUGH AVENUE AND GEORGE ROAD
Pedestrian Zone 1
Volume Threshold
Warrant

1

2

3

The projected hourly pedestrian and bicycle volume
should be greater than 50 per hour, or 100 in four
hours. Other factors such as pedestrian safety and
the proximity to a school may warrant a lower
pedestrian / bicycle volume threshold.

Vehicle volumes on the roadway that would be
spanned by the overpass should be more than
10,000 in the same four-hour period as the
pedestrian volume, or have an ADT greater than
35,000 vehicles if vehicle speed is over 40 mph, and
the proposed site is in an Urban area.
The proposed site is located more than 600 feet from
the nearest alternative "safe" crossing. A "safe"
crossing is defined as a location where a traffic signal
stops vehicles to create adequate gaps for the
pedestrians to cross.

Conclusion

Hourly

4-Hour

Average
Hourly

50

100

21.35

4-Hour
Period

ADT, if
over 40
mph

4-Hour
Period

10,000

35,000

4-Hour

Hourly

4-Hour

No
ADT, if
over 40
mph

No

4-Hour
Period

ADT, if
over
40
mph

61,200

Yes

Nearest "safe"
crossing (feet)

West Nearest "safe"
crossing (feet)

East Nearest
"safe" crossing
(feet)

Greater than
600 feet

600

600

Yes

No

The overpass analysis warrants were not met; consequently, a grade-separated pedestrian
crossing is not justified at this time.

George Road between Hillsborough Avenue and Memorial Highway: As noted previously, this
section of George Road includes various land uses. The land use to the east are predominately
commercial including a small local grocery store, convenience gas station/store, two churches,
dialysis center, and medical supply facility. The sidewalks existing on the west side include gaps
where there are existing driveways and large drainage ditches. To the west side the land use is
predominately single-family residential. There is existing continuous sidewalk on the west side with
two bridge crossing over drainage channels. The conditions at both bridges include overgrowth
grass, shrubs and trees and some erosion of landside was noted. There were no signs or lighting
directing pedestrians to the bridges. Approximately, 0.4 mile(s) south of Hillsborough Avenue, a
pedestrian crossing which does not meet the minimum standard for a crosswalk as it is located

directly within an existing driveway as well as does not provide sidewalk access on either side of the
roadway.
Improvement Recommendations

1. Install Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows) immediately after intersections and at a maximum
spacing of 250 as per Design Standards, Index 17347 and the MUTCD from Hillsborough
Avenue to Memorial Highway.
2. Replace guardrails with pedestrian friendly railing with decorative lighting on both sides of the
roadway from Clifton Street to Hillsborough
Avenue.
3. Install customized gateway treatment as an
entry point to TNC near the George Road and
Hillsborough Avenue intersection.
4. Pedestrian bridges should be inspected for
erosion and programmed maintenance of
overgrowth.
5. Improve guardrail with retroreflective
markings on bridge posts and secure fencing
to the pond (as per Design Standards Index
850 or 860 series) on the two bridges located
on the west side of George Road between Hillsborough Avenue and Memorial Highway.
6. Install raised intersection treatments at Alta Monte Drive, Yosemite Drive, Chelsea Street and
Olympia Avenue. Raised intersection provides a traffic calming effect for drivers to slow down
as well as provide for a pedestrian crossing area when signed W11-2 and W16-7P per MUTCD
standard for non-vehicular warning signing.
7. Existing pedestrian crossing should be relocated north approximately 30 feet to the north,
outside of the driveway
opening. The crossing should
Shift Existing Crosswalk (30 feet north) and
be illuminated, marked and
Install Rapid Rectangular Flashing Beacon
signed in accordance with the
MUTCD, Traffic Engineering
Manual (Section 3.8) and Index
17346, Design Standards.
8. Repainting
of
all
faded
crosswalks identified within
the corridor is recommended.
9. Install Bike Lane Markings and
Striping between Clifton Street
and Hillsborough Avenue.
10. Resurface roadway pavement.
11. Install landscape medians just
south of Hillsborough Avenue.

After
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Segment 3 from Memorial Highway to U-Path at Skyway Sports Complex (0.57 mile(s)/3,000
feet)

•

•

George Road at Memorial Highway: Memorial
Highway is a 4-lane divided roadway with a
speed limit of 45 mph. For George Road, the
north approach is 2-lane undivided roadway
and the south approach is 4-lanes undivided
with a posted speed limit of 35 mph. All
approaches include exclusive left-turn lanes.
The intersection is signal controlled with fading
marked crosswalks and pedestrian signals.
There are existing sidewalks which do not meet
ADA compliance standards. In the northwest
quadrant, there a gasoline/ convenience store.
In the northeast quadrant, the sidewalk along
Memorial Highway drops off with no
continuous sidewalk on the east side of George Road.

George Road at Independence Parkway: Independence Parkway is a 4-lane divided roadway
with a speed limit of 40 mph and exclusive left turn lanes. On George Road, the north approach is
4-lane undivided and the south approach is 2-lanes undivided with a posted speed limit of 35 mph
and exclusive left and right turns lanes.
The
intersection is signal controlled with ladder-type
crosswalk markings but there are no additional
pedestrian warning signs near the intersection.
There are slabbed concrete pads at the south
approach which do not meet ADA compliance
standards. In the northeast quadrant is an electrical
power substation. The Rocky Point Golf Course and
Skyway Sports Complex are located in the southwest
and southeast quadrant, respectively. South of
Independence Parkway, there are no existing
sidewalks or paved shoulders along George Road.

•

•

George Road from Independence Parkway to the Sky Sports Complex: This section of George
Road includes the Skyway Sports Complex on the east side, Rocky Point Gulf Course to the west
and the Dana Shores Community to the south. George Road is a 2-lane undivided roadway with no
sidewalks, open ditches on both sides and a 3-foot paved shoulder on the west side. Just south of
the Skyway Sports Complex is the proposed connection to the U-path.
U-Path Connection south of the project area within Skyway Sports Complex: The bollards at
the west end of Bayport Road are very close together and vegetation along the side of the path

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

Between Memorial Highway and Independence Parkway, George Road becomes a four-lane roadway
with center turn lanes and sidewalks on both sides of the roadway. A marked midblock pedestrian
crossing is located approximately 750 feet south of Memorial Highway with a raised concrete median.
Just south of the pedestrian crossing, the open median area (350 feet) includes a two-way left turn
lane (TWLTL) providing access to parking lots on both sides of the George Road followed by raised
concrete islands (90 feet). Large power transmission poles limit the space somewhat on the east side
for this segment. Both Memorial Highway and Independence Parkway are signalized with existing
pedestrian signal lights and crosswalks on all legs of the intersection. Memorial Highway and
Independence Parkway provide direct east-west access the Veterans Expressway.
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Improvement Recommendations
1. Retrofit both sides of George Road to include bike lanes between Memorial Highway and
Independence Parkway.
2. At Memorial Highway intersection all crosswalks should be restriped with high emphasis
markings.
3. At Memorial Highway intersection sidewalks are in need of repair near the gas station and
should meet ADA compliance standards.
4. Retrofit existing midblock pedestrian crossing, between Memorial Highway and
Independence Parkway, to a high emphasis crosswalk with Rectangular Rapid Flashing
Beacon and landscaping.
5. Install new high emphasis crosswalk with Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon and 120-foot
raised landscaped island median within the center lane. Provide approximately 150-foot
exclusive left turn lane into Independence Park parking lot.
6. Retrofit raised median at Fountain Square II with landscaping.
7. At Independence Parkway intersection south approach, install bike keyhole.
8. Install 800 feet of new sidewalk on the south side of Independence Parkway, east of George
Road. Provide for gated opening to the Skyway Sports Complex.
9. Install 5-foot paved shoulders and stripe for bike lanes on both sides of George Road
between Dana Shores Drive and Independence Parkway.
10. Install raised median with landscaping, replacing the painted striped area near Skyway
Sport Complex entrance/exit.
11. Provide new path via Dana Shores into Skyway Sports Complex to connect with the U-path.
Existing park gates may need to be moved.
12. Install bollards to internal pathway connecting at the parking lot inside the Skyway Sports
Complex to prevent vehicles from this area. Yellow striping should be provided around the
bollards per MUTCD standards.
13. Consideration should be given to removing the bollards or at least all but the central bollard
at the west end of Bayport Road. Yellow striping should be provided around the bollard per
MUTCD standards.
14. Signal upgrades for the George Road intersections with Memorial Highway and with
Independence Parkway should be considered by Hillsborough County Public Works in order
to allow detection of bicyclists. Signals should all have full pedestrian detection features
and count down timers.
15. Resurface roadway pavement.
16. Install landscape medians between Memorial Highway and Independence Parkway.

Chapter: IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

encroaches on the trail and effectively narrows the path considerably. The U-path Trail from the
south enters an ungated derelict road from the southeast corner of the parking lot. From this
point there is no clear bike route through the park or access to Dana Shores Drive or George Road.
The sports complex has a gated split driveway out to George Road and a gated driveway to Dana
Shores Drive. The perimeter outside the baseball fields includes swales.
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COST ESTIMATES
Costs allowance covers typical upgrades and modifications for selected potential improvements including but not limited to lane modifications, signal cycle length adjustments, providing bike sweet spots on
traffic signal detection loops, supplemental bicycle signing, wayfinding signing, receiver sidewalks and bike lanes, pavement repairs to adjust drainage gates and manhole heights. NOTE: These costs are generic
in nature and not based on actual construction drawings. They are for reference purposes only. The costs also do not take into account any right-of-way taking or additional drainage improvements that may be
required based on a comprehensive drainage analysis.
TABLE 5
COST ESTIMATES

SEGMENT 1 FROM TOWN ‘N’ COUNTRY GREENWAY TO CLIFTON STREET (0.83 MILE(S)/4,400 FEET)

Recommended Improvement
Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows)
Mini Circles
Raised Intersection
Street Lighting
Sidewalk Gap Fill-In
Curb Ramps at Clifton St (ADA Compliant)
Mill and Resurface Roadway
SEGMENT 1 TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST

Quantity/Length
4,300 linear feet
3 intersections
1 intersection
16 lamps/poles
100 feet
4 curbs
0.83 mile(s)

Cost
$21,500
$45,000
$30,800
$78,100
$3,000
$14,400
$326,830

MOT
15%
$3,225
$6,750
$4,620
$11,715
$450
$2,160
$49,024

Mobilization
15%
$3,709
$7,763
$5,313
$13,472
$518
$2,484
$56,378

Subtotal
$28,434
$59,513
$40,733
$103,287
$3,968
$19,044
$432,233

Scope
Contingency
25%
$7,108
$14,878
$10,183
$25,822
$992
$4,761
$108,058

PE/CEI
30%
$10,663
$22,317
$15,275
$38,733
$1,488
$7,142
$162,087

Total
Construction
Cost
$46,205
$96,708
$66,191
$167,842
$6,447
$30,947
$702,378

PE/CEI
30%
$12,646
$15,009
$85,919
$4,959
$61,100
$10,494
$11,159
$4,959
$9,919

Total
Construction
Cost
$54,801
$$65,039
$372,314
$21,491
$264,765
$45,474
$48,354
$21,491
$42,981

$231,821

$1,004,558

$1,116,717

Recommended Improvement
Shared Lane Markings (Sharrows)
Bike Lanes (Clifton St to Hillsborough Ave)
Sidewalk/Guardrail with Lighting (2 sides)
Raised Landscaped Medians
Raised Intersections
Intersection Crosswalk Striping
Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon
Pedestrian Bridge Railings/Warning Signs
Gateway Treatment
Sidewalks (Hillsborough Ave to Memorial Hwy
east side only)
Mill and Resurface Roadway
SEGMENT 2 TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST

Quantity/Length
5,100 linear feet
1,200 linear feet
2,120 linear feet
2 medians
4 intersections
8 intersections
1 crosswalk
2 pedestrian bridges
1 structure

Cost
$25,500
$30,264
$173,245
$10,000
$123,200
$21,160
$22,500
$10,000
$20,000

MOT
15%
$3,825
$4,540
$25,987
$1,500
$18,480
$3,174
$3,375
$1,500
$3,000

Mobilization
15%
$4,399
$5,221
$29,885
$1,725
$21,252
$3,650
$3,881
$1,725
$3,450

Subtotal
$33,724
$40,024
$229,117
$13,225
$162,932
$27,984
$29,756
$13,225
$26,450

Scope
Contingency
25%
$8,431
$10,006
$57,279
$3,306
$40,733
$6,996
$7,439
$3,306
$6,613

1.23 mile(s)

$467,440

$70,116

$80,633

$618.189

$157,547

3,000 linear feet

$90,000

$13,500

$15,525

$119,025

$29,756

$44,634

$193,416

$2,134,683

Chapter: COST ESTIMATES

SEGMENT 2 FROM CLIFTON STREET TO MEMORIAL HIGHWAY (1.23 MILE(S)/6,500 FEET)
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SEGMENT 3 FROM MEMORIAL HIGHWAY TO U-PATH AT SKYWAY SPORTS COMPLEX (0.57 MILE(S)/3,000 FEET)

Recommended Improvement
Bike Lanes (2 sides)
Sidewalks/Landscaping (1 side 12 feet wide)
Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon
Raised Landscaped Medians
Shoulders with Bike Lane Markings (2 sides)
Speed Cushions
U-Path/Skyway Sports Complex Miscellaneous
Sidewalks (Independence Parkway to Dana
Shores Drive (2 sides)
Mill and Resurface Roadway
SEGMENT 3 TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST

Subtotal

PE/CEI
30%

Total
Construction
Cost

Quantity/Length

Cost

3,500 linear feet

$88,275

$13,241

$15,227

$116,744

$29,186

$43,779

$189,708

2 medians

$10,000

$1,500

$1,725

$13,225

$3,306

$4,959

$21,491

850 linear feet
1 crosswalks

1,700 linear feet
2 locations
lump sum

1,900 linear feet
0.57 mile(s)

$35,000
$22,500
$38,250
$4,800

$25,000
$57,000

$228,020

$5,250
$3,375
$5,738
$720
$ -

$8,550

$34,203

Mobilization
15%

Scope
Contingency
25%

MOT
15%

$6,038
$3,881
$6,598
$828
$ -

$9,833

$39,333

$46,288
$29,756

$11,572
$7,439

$50,586

$12,646

$75,383

$18,846

$6,348

$25,000
$301,556

$1,587
$ -

$17,358
$11,159
$18,970
$2,381
$ -

$28,268

$75,389

$113,084

Scope
Contingency
25%
$93,896

PE/CEI
30%
$140,844

$75,217
$48,354
$82,202
$10,316
$25,000

$122,497
$490,029

$1,064,813

GEORGE ROAD AT HILLSBOROUGH AVENUE INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS1

Additional Southbound Left Turn (Dual)
Right of Way Needs plus
Lost Parking Spaces
INTERSECTION INCREASE CAPACITY COST

Quantity/Length
1 Right Turn Lane
1 Left Turn Lane
5,040 sq. feet
13 spaces

Cost
$283,996
$135,418

173,913.04

$20,000 per space

$20,313

1Subject to detailed analysis from on-going FDOT Study – Hillsborough Avenue Corridor Evaluation.

x

Mobilization
15%
$48,989
$23,360
3.0

Subtotal
$375,585
$179,090

$44,773

$67,159

Total
Construction
Cost
$610,325
$291,022
$521,739

$260,000

$1,683,086

RANKING
It is recommended that all improvements listed above be conducted simultaneously. If funding is not immediately available for the entire effort, it is recommended that the southernmost segment (from U Path to
Memorial Highway) be completed first, followed by the segment from Memorial Highway to Clifton Street and lastly the Clifton Street to TNC Greenway. Coordination with FDOT and their ongoing Hillsborough
Avenue Corridor Study is recommended in order to ensure prioritization of short and long term improvement needs for the Hillsborough Avenue and George Road intersection.
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Recommended Improvement
Northbound Exclusive Right Turn

MOT
15%
$42,599
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Agenda Item
Florida/Tampa-Highland Corridor Study
Presenter
Gena Torres, MPO Staff
Summary
Last year, a study was requested of the MPO to analyze the
reconfiguration of the one-way pair of Florida Avenue and Tampa Street
(Highland Avenue north of Martin Luther King). Motivation came through
the City of Tampa’s InVision planning effort which developed a future
vision of the Center City as a place with strong and livable neighborhoods
connected with neighborhood-focused, livable streets to create the
environment for new business, residential investment, and safe pedestrian
and bicycle access around town
In light of that community vision, this study identified and evaluated
alternative configurations of the Florida Avenue and Tampa
Street/Highland Avenue corridor at a planning level to determine how best
to meet the needs of the range of users traveling along this roadway.
Recommended Action
None. For information only.
Prepared By
Gena Torres
Attachments
Presentation Slides

Plan Hillsborough
planhillsborough.org
planner@plancom.org
813 - 272 - 5940
601 E Kennedy Blvd
18th floor
Tampa, FL, 33602

– Provide safe access between Downtown and
Neighborhoods for drivers, transit users,
pedestrians, and bicyclists
• Commercial and neighborhood access

– Support the InVision Plan’s vision of the corridor
as a neighborhood “main street” and commercial
district
– Contribution to the City’s public realm
– Role in the larger transportation network

Study Area
FLORIDA AVE

HIGHLAND AVE
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I‐275
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COLUMBUS DR

I‐275

FLORIDA AVE

PALM AVE

I‐4

General Study Area
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FLORIDA AVENUE AND TAMPA STREET/ HIGHLAND AVENUE CORRIDOR
STUDY – STUDY OVERVIEW
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Florida Avenue and Tampa Street/Highland
Avenue Corridor Study

Study Purpose
Identify and evaluate alternative
configurations to determine how to best
meet the needs of a wide range of users –
current and future.

Project Timeline
• Major Steps:

Define Study Area,
Model
Assumptions, &
Evaluation Criteria

Evaluate Existing
Conditions

Identify Potential
Alternatives

Review Initial
Evaluation of
Alternatives

Refine Evaluation
and Review
Outcomes

Study Overview
•
•
•
•

Existing Conditions
Evaluation Criteria/Performance Measures
Alternatives Selection
Initial Evaluation of Alternatives

1

Existing Roadway/Traffic Conditions
• Turning Movements:

Transit Service Evaluation

Route

AM Headways PM Headways
(minutes)
(minutes)

1
5
6
15

20
30
20
30

25
30
20
30

18
32
34

30
30
30

30
30
30
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Existing Conditions
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Florida Avenue and Tampa Street/Highland
Avenue Corridor Study

Existing Conditions
Tampa Street

Tampa Street

Florida Avenue

Florida Avenue

Crash History Analysis

Multimodal Facilities
Vertical Structure

Slope

Vegetation and Debris

Drainage
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Evaluation Process
Multiple Step Evaluation Process:
1. Reasonability Test
2. Initial Evaluation
3. Final Evaluation

Alternatives Selection
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• Existing Land Use:
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Land Use/Socioeconomic Evaluation
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Florida Avenue and Tampa Street/Highland
Avenue Corridor Study

Evaluation Criteria/Measures

Evaluation Criteria/Measures
If we do ____, then….
Traffic Conditions

Safety/Crash Mitigation

Pedestrian Environment

Bicycle Environment

Transit

Community Impacts

Other

Selecting Alternatives
Existing

Two‐Way Conversion

Lane Reduction

Hybrid
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• No Build
• Alternative #1 – 2‐Lane, One‐Way Streets
• Alternative #2 – 2‐Lane Divided, Two‐Way Streets

“No Build” Alternative
Florida Avenue:

Alternative #1: Lane Reduction
Change both Florida Ave and Tampa
St/Highland Ave from 3‐lane one‐way to 2‐
lane one‐way
Tampa Street

Florida Avenue
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Alternatives:
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Identified Alternatives
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Florida Avenue and Tampa Street/Highland
Avenue Corridor Study

“No Build” Alternative
• No change to existing lane configuration/
fundamental operating characteristics.
• Implement infrastructure enhancements:
•
•
•
•

Sidewalk improvements
additional crossing opportunities
bus stop enhancements, and
other minor operational, safety, or aesthetic
enhancements.

“No Build” Alternative
Tampa Street/Highland Avenue:

Alternative #1: Lane Reduction
Variations
A. Transit‐only lane with off‐peak parking
B. Permanent on‐street parking, sidewalk enhancements
C. Two‐way bike facilities and sidewalk enhancements
Alternatives also include one or more of the following:
Features
Buffered/Protected Bike Lanes

A

B

C

Yes

Yes

Yes

Two‐Way Bike Facilities

No

No

Yes

Bulb‐Outs (Intersection, Mid‐Block, Bus)

No

Yes

Yes

Auxiliary Lanes at Choke Points

Yes

Yes

No

Streetscape/Green Enhancements

No

Yes

Yes

On‐Street Parking

Yes

Yes

No

Bus Bay Opportunities

Yes

Yes

No
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Tampa Street

Florida Avenue

Alternative #1.A.1
•
•
•
•

Transit only lane
Off‐peak, on‐street parking
Standard bike lane
Right turn lane options

Measure

Summary

Auto

Reduced capacity but opportunity for right turn lanes
at key intersections and de‐facto continuous right
turn lane during peak hour.

Transit

Improved running time; potential for higher person
travel speeds in 2040.

Bike

No change in facilities but slower speeds in outside
lane and less risk of right‐hook crashes.

Walk

No change in facilities but greater lateral separation
from traffic on right side of road.

Safety

More uniform off‐peak speeds; right turn lane; fewer
general purpose lanes to cross.

Community

Does not provide two‐way circulation or streetscape
improvements but does allow for premium transit
and off‐peak on‐street parking.

Alternative #1.B.1
•
•
•
•

Permanent on‐street parking
Buffered bike lane
Bulb‐outs (curb, bus, parklet)
Right or left turn lanes where
needed and/or bus bays

Measure

Summary

Auto

Reduced capacity but opportunity for right turn lanes
or left turn lanes at key intersections and bus bays to
reduce friction.

Transit

Decreased running time due to more congested
conditions but opportunity for improved stop areas
using bus bulbs.

Bike

Provides for buffered bike lane and lower speeds in
outside lane.

Walk

No change in sidewalk width but greater lateral
separation from traffic on right side of road and curb
and mid‐block bulb‐outs.

Safety

More uniform off‐peak speeds; turn lanes at key
signals; shorter crossing distance, fewer lanes and
tighter intersections (with bulb‐outs).

Community

Does not provide two‐way circulation or premium
transit but does allow for on‐street parking and
streetscape improvements.

Project Advisory Group Meeting #4
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Change both Florida Ave and Tampa
St/Highland Ave from 3‐lane one‐way to 2‐
lane two‐way
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Avenue Corridor Study

Initial Evaluation of Alternatives

Alternative #1.A.2
•
•
•
•

Transit only lane
Off‐peak, on‐street parking
Buffered/protected bike lane
Right turn lane options

Measure

Summary

Auto

Reduced capacity but opportunity for right turn lanes
at key intersections and de‐facto continuous right
turn lane during peak hour.

Transit

Improved running time; potential for higher person
travel speeds in 2040.

Bike

Provides for buffered/protected bike lane and lower
speeds in outside lane but right‐hook crashes
challenges must be carefully addressed in design.

Walk

No change in facilities but greater lateral separation
from traffic on right side of road.

Safety

More uniform off‐peak speeds; right turn lane; fewer
general purpose lanes to cross.

Community

Does not provide two‐way circulation or streetscape
improvements but does allow for premium transit
and off‐peak on‐street parking.

Alternative #1.B.2
•
•
•
•

Permanent on‐street parking
Protected bike lane
Bulb‐outs (curb, bus, parklet)
Right or left turn lanes where
needed and/or bus bays

Measure

Summary

Auto

Reduced capacity but opportunity for right turn lanes
or left turn lanes at key intersections and bus bays to
reduce friction.

Transit

Decreased running time due to more congested
conditions but opportunity for improved stop areas
using bus bulbs.

Bike

Provides for protected bike lane and lower speeds in
outside lane.

Walk

No change in sidewalk width but greater lateral
separation from traffic on right side of road and curb
and mid‐block bulb‐outs.

Safety

More uniform off‐peak speeds; turn lanes at key
signals; shorter crossing distance, fewer lanes and
tighter intersections (with bulb‐outs).

Community

Does not provide two‐way circulation or premium
transit but does allow for on‐street parking and
streetscape improvements.
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•

Two‐way bike facilities
–
–

•

Two‐way cycle track
Contra‐flow bike lane

Sidewalk and streetscape
improvements

Measure

Summary

Auto

Reduced capacity.

Transit

Decreased running time due to more congested
conditions but opportunity for improved stop areas
using additional sidewalk width.

Bike

Provides for two‐way bicycle flow and lower speeds
in adjacent lane. Two‐way cycle track offers
protected bike facility.

Walk

Wider sidewalks with landscape amenities.

Safety

More uniform off‐peak speeds; shorter crossing
distance, fewer lanes and tighter intersections.

Community

Does not provide two‐way circulation, premium
transit, or on‐street parking but does allow for
significant streetscape improvements.

Evaluation Summary
Measure
Traffic Conditions
Travel Time: Florida Ave PM Peak, Scott St ‐ Hillsborough Ave (2015)
Travel Time: Florida Ave PM Peak, Henderson Ave ‐ Osborne Ave (2015)
Travel Time: Florida Ave PM Peak, Scott St ‐ Hillsborough Ave (2040)
Travel Time: Florida Ave PM Peak, Henderson Ave ‐ Osborne Ave (2040)
Safety/Crash Mitigation
Left‐Turn Rear‐End/Sideswipe
Right‐Turn Rear‐End/Sideswipe
Left‐Turn/Angle
Fixed Object
Sight Triangles
Mid‐Block Crossing (Peds)
Lateral Separation (Bikes)
Intersection Conflict Points
Speed/Speed Variance
Pedestrian Environment
Sidewalk Facilities
Lateral Separation
Bicycle Environment
Bicycle Lanes
Lateral Separation
Transit
Transit Travel Time
Enhanced Transit Options
Community Impacts
Parking Opportunities
Circulation
Environmental/Greenscaping
Transit Orientied
Public Realm Enhancements
Other
Plan Consistency
Capital Cost

No‐Build

Alt. 1.A

Alt. 1.B

Alt. 1.C

Alt. 2

Neutral
Neutral
Neutral
Neutral

Worse
Worse
Worse
Worse

Worse
Worse
Worse
Worse

Worse
Worse
Worse
Worse

Worse
Worse
Worse
Worse

Neutral
Neutral

Neutral
Better

Neutral
Better

Neutral
Neutral

Better
Neutral

Neutral
Neutral
Neutral
Neutral
Neutral
Neutral
Neutral

Neutral
Better
Better
Better
Better
Neutral
Better

Neutral
Better
Better
Better
Better
Neutral
Better

Neutral
Better
Better
Better
Better
Neutral
Better

Worse
Neutral
Worse
Better
Worse
Worse
Better

Neutral
Neutral

Neutral
Better

Better
Better

Better
Better

Neutral
Neutral

Neutral
Neutral

Better
Better

Better
Better

Better
Better

Worse
Worse

Neutral
No

Better
Yes

Worse
No

Worse
No

Worse
No

No
Neutral
Neutral

Yes
Neutral
Neutral

Yes
Neutral
Better

No
Neutral
Better

No
Best
Better

Neutral
Neutral

Better
Neutral

Neutral
Better

Neutral
Better

Neutral
Better

No
Neutral

Yes
Low

Yes
Moderate

Yes
High

Yes
High

Project Advisory Group Meeting #4

FLORIDA AVE & TAMPA ST/HIGHLAND AVE CORRIDOR STUDY

Alternative #1.C
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Florida Avenue and Tampa Street/Highland
Avenue Corridor Study

Alternative #2
•
•
•
•

Two‐way, 2‐lane divided streets
Center median w/refuge islands
Protected/permissive left turns
Shared lane arrow option
w/narrower (11ft) median

Measure

Summary

Auto

Reduced capacity but opportunity for less out‐of‐
direction travel.

Transit

Decreased running time due to more congested
conditions.

Bike

Existing ROW and roadway cross section do not allow
for bike lanes for much of the corridor but shared
lane arrows with wide (12ft) lanes could be provided.

Walk

No change in facilities but lower motor vehicle speeds
and median refuge islands to simplify crossings.

Safety

More complex intersection conflicts (due to two‐way
flow) but lower speeds; least general purpose lanes
to cross for pedestrians where islands available.

Community

Does not allow for premium transit, parking but does
provide two‐way circulation and opportunity for
landscaped median treatments.

Next Steps
Refine and Finalize Evaluation of
Alternatives
Report Final Evaluation Outcomes
Summarize and Document Final Study
Outcomes Including Potential Next Steps
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Agenda Item
Community Gardens- Five Case Studies
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Dr. Elizabeth Strom (USF) and Lena Young Green (Tampa Heights)
Summary
A community garden is an area of land where participants share in the
maintenance and production usually of fresh fruits and vegetables.
The University of South Florida recently partnered with the Tampa
Heights Community Garden to explore five communities across the
United States and report on how other areas are promoting the long term
success of Community Gardens.
The report provides summaries of successful community gardening from
Memphis Tennessee; Topeka, Kansas; Lafayette, Louisiana; Lawrence,
Kansas and Clearwater Florida.
The report incorporates how Metropolitan Planning Organizations, whose
function it is to foster mobility and access for people and goods,

efficient system performance and preservation, and quality of life
can, contribute to successful gardens.
Recommended Action
For information and discussion
Prepared By
Michele Ogilvie
Attachments
Report- How MPOs and Local Governments have Integrated Community
Gardens

Plan Hillsborough
planhillsborough.org
planner@plancom.org
813 - 272 - 5940
601 E Kennedy Blvd
18th floor
Tampa, FL, 33602

Introduction
Community gardens are proving to be an important catalyst for improving the
quality of life for citizens across the country. Among other benefits, they offer the
opportunity of bringing people together of different ages, cultures, and socio-economic
statuses (Blaine, Dawes, Grewal & Snider, 2010). Urban areas across the country are
increasingly including green spaces in their city plans. In the cases covered in this report,
some community gardens were integrated into development plans. Perhaps the most
difficult challenge in forming and maintaining community gardens is identifying a source
of funding. One potential source – the one we have chosen as the focus of this report - is
the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO).
According to The National Association of Regional Councils (2013), one of the
core functions of MPOs is to:
Maintain a Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP): Develop and update a Long Range
Transportation Plan for the metropolitan area covering a planning horizon of at least
twenty years that fosters (1) mobility and access for people and goods, (2) efficient
system performance and preservation, and (3) quality of life.
In assistance to the Tampa Heights Community Garden, we compiled five case
studies of community gardens across the country and sought to understand how they
accessed and utilized funding, as well as maintained their gardens over time. Three of our
case study groups have cooperative relationships with their MPO. Two of our case study
groups received assistance from other entities, such as the Planning Council, City
Commission, Parks and Recreation Department, the Planning and Development
Department, and the Public Works Department.
To better understand the relationship of other community gardens and their
respective partnerships we researched five study areas. First, we look at Memphis,
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Tennessee, where the MPO collaborated with private sector and community groups to
create a master plan that included many community development practices, including
setting aside green space for community gardens (Grow Memphis, 2014). Next, we look
at Topeka, Kansas, where in 2014, their MPO approved the “Zoning-Matrix Ordinance”,
which set standards for garden appearance and use, as well as goals for their use (Topeka
Standards, 2014). In Lafayette, Louisiana, the MPO established plans to incorporate
community gardens into a major interstate highway program. Plans also include a large
green space, recreational space, and pedestrian and bicycle routes (Lafayette
Metropolitan Planning Organization, 2015). Lawrence, Kansas, with its thriving
community garden scene, does not incorporate the MPO, but rather it’s City Commission,
Parks and Recreation Department, the Planning and Development Department, and the
Public Works Department (Rodgers, 2013). Lastly, we take a look closer to home, in
Clearwater, Florida, where different government entities have worked together in order
to promote community gardening and agricultural uses. In 2010, the community
gardener’s partner entity, The Pinellas County Planning, in conjunction with the Pinellas
County Board of Commissioners, dually worked on a resolution allowance of both
community gardens and urban agricultural spaces across all Countywide Plan Map
categories (City of Clearwater, 2015).
Our more in depth findings are presented here, with the intention that these can be
adopted or modified so that the Tampa Heights Community Garden can also benefit from
building a relationship with the MPO in addition to incorporating alternative ways to
establish a successful community garden.
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1. Memphis, Tennessee
The mid south region, which includes Memphis, set out to create their 25-year
plan for their green print. Although the city is not known for its “green spaces” or as
having a very forward-thinking government, they saw the need to improve run down
areas and saw the integration of community gardens as integral to their design plans and
goals. They took a holistic approach to their problems, by coming together with local
community groups as well as the private sector and MPO’s to create a master plan. Their
master plan included improvements to transportation, health, education, community
development, affordable housing, and to build clean and accessible communities that
would bring people in (Mid-south Greenprint, 2015).
Memphis Best Practices


Coordinated with Non-Profit - integrated forward thinking Non-Profits like Grow
Memphis which created 30 gardens



Employment Opportunity - created new employment and economic opportunities that
drew in more people from the outside



Holistic Approach - involved all facets of the community as well as private and public
sectors



Incorporated Health – linked community gardens to studies about eating healthy and
providing local grown produce



Incorporation into Master Plan - created master plan that incorporated community
gardens directly into the plan



Incorporated Education - opened up school grounds to community gardens and provided
educational materials



Included Social Value - preformed intensive studies of the value of community gardens
and how to create the most successful community gardens



Improved Transportation - created better public transportation options as well as created
bike and walking trails as part of Greenprint



Utilized Wasted Space - used free spaces, vacant lots, and schools as grounds for
community gardens
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Memphis Integration of the MPO


Brought in a consortium led by 25 racially and geographically diverse members



Linked community gardens under a grant for $2,619,999 from HUD under the Mid-South
Regional Greenprint and Sustainability Plan (Mid-south Greenprint, 2015)



Created integrated policies and zoning at the governmental level that promoted the
creation of community gardens (Grow Memphis, 2015)



Set up a new Unified Development Code that removed barriers to urban farming and
community gardening that was approved by the city and county government



Worked closely with the Public Health Administration to update and review local food
ordinances (Grow Memphis, 2015)



Set up the Roots Memphis Farming Academy to train new gardeners and together with
the MPO set aside vacant and public land for these new gardeners (Roots Memphis,
2013)



Full and complete assistance from the MPO in all stages of development



MPO advocated for community gardens from the beginning and assisted the non-profit
organization in obtaining federal and state grants as well as assisting in zoning issues
Memphis Image

Memphis Community Garden Project
Source: TNvacation.com
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2. Topeka, Kansas
The City of Topeka, Kansas works with their Metropolitan Topeka Planning
Organization (MTPO) to establish community gardens and incorporate them into plans
and designs. The “Zoning-Matrix Ordinance” - adopted September 3, 2014 - set the city
ordinances outlining the definition, standards, and requirements of community
gardens. Acceptable uses range from agriculture to education, beautification and
recreation, to consumption and sales (Topeka Standards, 2014). The goal of these
gardens is bringing people together and promoting a fun, healthy, engaging, and
interactive neighborhood asset (Topeka Gardens, n.d.).
Topeka Best Practices


Developed Licensing System - Before breaking ground on a new community garden,
the owner or applicant must first obtain a license to operate by registering the
community garden with the Department of Planning (Topeka Registration, n.d.)



Developed Maintenance Rules - Required that gardens be regularly and carefully
maintained, such as removal of dead garden plants and that weeds, grass,
undergrowth, and uncultivated plants shall not exceed a height of 12 inches. Efforts
must be made to avoid water, fertilizers, and/or pesticides draining onto adjacent
properties



Followed Zoning Laws - Community gardens must follow the zoning requirements of
their zoning district, such as setback



Formally Defined Community Gardens - created firm definitions of two types of
community gardens in the City’s Ordinances
o

Type I community gardens are no greater than two acres of cultivated area and
only permit sales of a temporary nature; may have storage buildings,
greenhouses, high tunnels, and hoop houses (Topeka Registration n.d.; and
Topeka Standards, 2014)

o

Type II community gardens have permanent produce sales structures or larger
accessory structures than permitted in Type I Gardens; these include garden sales
stands, other buildings for storage, structures for cold storage and processing of
garden products, and buildings for aquaculture, aquaponics, and hydroponics
(Topeka Registration n.d.; and Topeka Standards, 2014)

o

Definition of community garden extends to private gardens and community
supported agriculture (CSA)
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o

Limits cultivation equipment for community gardens to those the size of a
compact utility tractor and its accessories

Topeka Integration of the MPO (MTPO)


The applicant for the community garden must complete an application and be
approved by the city as well as the MTPO before they can break ground



The community garden and the MTPO have to work together in order to make the
community garden a part of the MTPO’s transportation plan and design



City of Topeka is currently working on incorporating gardens into a new bike and
pedestrian path system set to begin work through the MTPO in 2016

Topeka Image

Locations of existing Topeka Community Gardens, Spring 2014
Source: City of Topeka Community Gardens (2014)
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3. Lafayette, Louisiana
The Lafayette Consolidated Government MPO worked closely with the LA DOT
and the Federal Highway Administration to incorporate community gardens into a major
interstate highway project. The proposed “I-49 Connector” is a 700 million to 1 billion
dollar project that will create a 5.5-mile, six-lane stretch of highway through the city of
Lafayette. Although the project has been in development for years, it offers several
creative ideas on how to incorporate community gardening into large-scale transportation
projects. After consulting the public, the MPO has drawn up plans for a large green space
referred to as “the garden” that will feature community gardening, pedestrian and bicycle
facilities and recreational space. “The Garden” would be constructed in the space under
the junction of I-10 and the newly extended I-49, and planners hope that it can serve as a
“green entrance” to the city and a “living room” to its residence.
Lafayette Best Practices


Emphasis on Beautification - incorporated community created and curated art as a way of
beautifying green space and strengthening community engagement



Emphasis on Connection - developed the gardens as a way of connecting urban
neighborhoods through a system of bicycle and pedestrian trains as well as a means of
connecting rural outskirts to the urban landscape



Included Social Value – planned for gardens to be host of community and cultural events,
strengthening community ties and bolstering economic activity



Public Engagement- Garden plans are based on the views and desires of hundreds of
citizens and the community was engaged during various community meetings and
community design workshops that helped to shape the project



University Partnership - partnered with University of Louisiana at Lafayette to help
design green spaces and develop plans
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Lafayette Integration of the MPO


MPO partnering with state DOT to obtain funding and support for gardens.



Incorporated the creation of community gardens and green spaces into their most recent
bicycle and pedestrian master plans



Linked gardens into federally funded $304,250 TIGER grant in 2014
Lafayette Image

Artist rendering of proposed garden in Lafayette
Source: Lafayette Consolidated Government Metropolitan Planning Organization

Proposed I-49 Connector Project that gardens are built around
Source: LADOT
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4. Lawrence, Kansas
The city of Lawrence, Kansas established a community gardening and agriculture
program called the Common Ground Program in 2012. This program’s goal is to take
vacant or under-utilized city properties and turn them into stimulating sites for citizens to
enjoy healthy food production. In addition to creating fresh produce for the community,
the gardens have also stimulated people to create a Community Benefit Plan for their
project in exchange for the City Commission giving a free license for the use of city
property. Some of these projects have resulted in over 3,300 pounds of fresh produce
donated to local food pantries, field trips for student groups, and community gardening
class topics like composting (Common Ground Program, 2015).
Lawrence Best Practices


Coordinated with Non-Profits - The Common Ground Program partners with schools,
non-profit organizations, and neighborhood associations



Developed Licensing System - Some sites were given “rolling” three-year license
agreements, while others received free licenses to create gardens on vacant land parcels
thus making the area more vibrant and appealing



Emphasis on Connection – gardens established in areas near neighborhoods so people
could easily walk to the garden and keep an eye on the garden to prevent vandalism



Followed Zoning Laws - The garden must adhere to city codes and zonings. In addition,
growers must abide to weed and noise codes and adhere to the city’s agriculture chemical
policy



Included Social Value – planned a youth-focused garden in a city park and a community
orchard for free picking



Incorporated Education & Health
o Received program funding from the Kanas Health Foundation to host an
event called “Garden Incubator” in which children learn about a variety of
sensory plants in the garden by touch and smell
o The City encouraged residents to participate in a grass roots program to
promote local foods
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Preformed research on obesity - stimulating more research on how
community gardens could play a role in decreasing the overweight/obesity
rate
o Researched land history so the food grown in the garden would be free of
toxins (Rodgers, 2013)
o



University Partnership - market farm run by a local community college’s sustainability
agriculture program



Utilized Wasted Space - vacant sites were surveyed and appropriate sites for agriculture
were made available to citizens through an application process (Rodgers, 2013)

Lawrence Integration of Other Government Entities


The city of Lawrence doesn’t work with MPO because of the support of so many other
county departments



It is a joint effort between many departments to establish a successful community garden.
The Planning Department, Waste-Reduction/Recycling Division, City Manager, and City
Attorney are some of the departments involved in creating the Lawrence’s community
gardens



The Common Ground Program worked closely with the City Commission, Parks and
Recreation Department, the Planning and Development Department, and the Public
Works Department to establish successful community gardens



The Waste-Reduction/Recycling Division donated compost to the gardens (Rodgers,
2013)



The Parks and Recreation Department, Planning and Development Department, and the
Public Works Department all work together to submit potential community garden site
plans to the coordinator of the Common Ground Program
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Lawrence Image

The location sites of six different community gardens part of the Common Ground
Program
Source: www.lawrenceks.org/common_ground
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5. Clearwater, Florida
Clearwater has not always had official practices or legal recognition of
community gardening spaces or activities. In 2011, Clearwater’s City Council approved
Resolution 11-2, an ordnance which adopted the Clearwater Greenprint (City of
Clearwater Community Development Board, 2014). The Clearwater Greenprint has been
seen as a vision plan for a clean, environmentally sound future for the city. Within this
sustainability plan, there are various action steps, some of which highlight goals for
sustainable food production practices. The objective of the plan was to work in
identifying areas and parcels around the city which would be conducive for community
gardening and other urban agricultural uses. This effort was meant to amend community
gardening and farming uses to the current Community Development Code for the city
(City of Clearwater Community Development Board, 2014).
Clearwater Best Practices


Alternative Leasing Strategies - City of Clearwater supported gardening efforts by
creating collaborative leases



Coordinated with “For-Profits” – received funds through the formulation of
partnerships with banks and major corporations – such as US AmeriBank, Lowes, and
Natures Food Patch (Clearwater Beacon, 2015)



Coordinated with Non-Profit – Clearwater Gardening Club, a privately-owned 501C3
nonprofit organization, is helping to maintain the daily gardening operations of the
East Gateway Cite



Development of City Ordinances
o

City of Clearwater adopted Ordinance NO. 8654-15 and added it under the
city’s updated Community Development Code (City of Clearwater, 2015)

o

Under this charter, urban farms and community gardens were
acknowledged and added as permitted uses across properties

o

Gardening would be recognized in city plans
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o

Clearwater’s City Council approved a permit to use a 15,000+ square foot
parcel of city-owned land as community gardening space (the East Gate
Community Garden)



Emphasis on Beautification - Land for East Gateway effort was seen as a public effort
to help as a “puzzle piece” in the overall revitalization of the East Gateway area- a
dilapidated neighborhood in Clearwater



Incorporated Health - The city took a more assertive stance in terms of incorporating
health and the quality of food into their overall planning



Establishing Partnerships- Pinellas County government established a collaborative
partnership with the University of Florida’s Institute of Food and Agricultural Services
(UF/IFAS). The two efforts behind this partnerships are:
o Provision of a technical support office to provide support for Pinellas
county gardeners and urban farmers
o

Provide support for Pinellas County Public schools which serve low
income areas throughout the county (Campbell et al.,n.d.)

o Partnership efforts with UF/IFAS have also resulted in a series of workshop
classes facilitated by ‘Youth Understanding MyPlate’, a USDA program offered
to first and second grade classrooms (Stockfisch, 2014)

Clearwater Integration of Other Government Entities


In 2010, The Pinellas Planning Council, in conjunction with the Pinellas County
Board of Commissioners, dually worked on a resolution allowance of both
community gardens and urban agricultural spaces across all Countywide Plan Map
categories (Pinellas County Board of Commissioners, 2010)



The Pinellas County Planning Council staff recommended the amendment in the
Countywide Rules in order to permit community gardening activity as a secondary
use in the Recreation /Open Space Countywide Plan Map category (Pinellas Planning
Commission, 2015)



Clearwater did not incorporate their MPO into any of their community gardening
planning. Rather, their partner entity, Pinellas County Planning Council, implemented
overall approval of garden plans within their county plan
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Clearwater Images

East Gateway site.
Photo source: Google Maps

East Gateway Groundbreaking.
Source: Clearwater Gardening Club/ Clearwater Community Garden Facebook Page
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East Gateway Groundbreaking. Source:
Clearwater Gardening Club/ Clearwater Community Garden Facebook Page

East Gateway garden bed installation.
Source: Clearwater Gardening Club/ Clearwater Community Garden Facebook Page
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East Gateway District.
Source: City of Clearwater.
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Summary & Conclusion
The table below outlines common best practices found throughout the five case
study areas.
Memphis Topeka

Lafayette Lawrence Clearwater

Partnership with
Non‐Profit

X

Empathized Health Benefits

X

Incorporation
Into Master/Comprehensive
Plans

X

Partnerships with Schools
And Universities

X

X

Linked to Bike/Ped
Improvements

X

X

Changed Zoning Policies

X

X
X

X

Created legal definition of Gardens

X

Emphasis on Beautification

X

X

X

X

X

X

Developed Licensing System

Utilized Wasted Space

X

X
X

X

X
X

X

Many of the cities in the case study found success partnering with local nonprofits. Established non-profits often have vast social networks and relationships within
the community. Tapping into these networks can be essential in developing support for
gardening projects. Non-profit organizations may also possess or have access to
specialized knowledge or other resources that can serve useful in sustaining community
gardens.
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Several of the studied cities were also successful in developing partnerships with
local schools and universities. The Lafayette Consolidated Government MPO partnered
with the University of Louisiana at Lafayette’s architecture program to develop
preliminary designs for community and garden spaces. Likewise, community gardens in
Lawrence, Kansas teamed up with the Johnson County Community College’s sustainable
agriculture program to develop and maintain a farmers’ market.
Most of the case cities were able to relate their gardening efforts to improving
public health and livability. Taking this approach opened cities up to a wealth of funding
opportunities, and helped with community buy in. United States Department of Housing
and Urban Development issues grants to projects that help build equitable, accessible and
healthy communities. Gardens in Memphis have benefited from federal HUD funding.
The Mid-South Greenprint project used HUD funds to expand local food access and
increase bicycle and pedestrian path connectivity. Similarly, the Lafayette Consolidated
Government MPO was awarded a federal Transportation Investment Generating
Economic Recovery (TIGER) grant to develop green spaces designed to increase
neighborhood livability and connectivity by building additional bicycle and pedestrian
infrastructure.
Additionally, many of the studied cities were successful in facilitating legal
change on the local level to benefit community gardening. Topeka and Clearwater both
passed local ordinances that gave community gardens a clear legal definition. Topeka and
Memphis changed their zoning policies to facilitate growth of urban gardening. Topeka
and Lawrence both developed a licensing system for community gardens. These changes
aided in creating a political environment where community gardens have a clear place.
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To summarize, there are alternative ways to establish successful community
gardens without relying on one organization. Although three of the case cities were
successful in partnering with local MPOs, Lawrence and Clearwater offer examples of
alternative models. Local government entities can provide a breadth of resources and
funding opportunities that can help to support community gardens. It is important to
consider all potential opportunities when seeking partnerships.
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Committee Reports
Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting of March 9, 2016
The CAC met on March 9th and devoted most of its meeting to a workshop with
FDOT on the Tampa Bay Express project. Mr. Ed McKinney with FDOT District 7
responded to questions from CAC members regarding:








The community charrettes
Consideration of a “no build” option as part of the charrette process
What is FDOT role in providing better transit to serve the affected
neighborhoods
The study of regional premium transit that HART will conduct later this year
Whether regional premium transit should be considered as an alternative to the
Tampa Bay Express in the PD&E study
If the PD&E study will consider the loss of property tax revenue resulting from
the Tampa Bay Express project
Where would the toll revenues generated by the Tampa Bay Express project be
spent

The District agreed to come back for further discussion in May.
The CAC also endorsed the George Rd complete street study and recommended
approval to the MPO.
They also recommended approval of the deobligation request for PL and STP
funds.
Last but not least, the CAC voted to nominate Ms. Tracy Wisneski to fill the vacant
seat on the CAC for a Hispanic representative.
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting of March 21, 2016
The TAC members supported the Unified Planning Work Program Amendment.
They also supported the George Road Complete Streets Study but with the
clarification that the traffic calming recommendations will need to follow the county’s
procedure of gathering community support prior to moving forward.
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Several presentations were given on FDOT studies looking into the widening of two
segments of US 301 and a portion of US 92.

Policy Committee Meeting of March 29, 2016
Members supported the UPWP Amendment. The members reviewed comments
received from the other MPO committee regarding the MPO Mission & Vision
Statements and will continue discussing at their next meeting. They were also
briefed on FDOT’s needs assessment for the 2045 plan; EPA’s new standards for
ozone, which Hillsborough County might or might not attain; and the regional
TBARTA-MPO coalition to win SUN Trail program funding.
Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) Meeting of March 9, 2016
The BPAC supports the recommendations of the George Road Complete Street
Study on your agenda today. The committee also requested that as FDOT studies
the intersection of Hillsborough and George Road, consideration of giving
pedestrians priority crossing is included.
The committee also discussed the possibility of a trail along Spruce Street that
would connect Westshore, the Airport and historic West Tampa to Downtown, and
with a unanimous motion supported the concept.
Livable Roadways Committee (LRC) Meeting of March 16, 2016
The committee supported the George Road Complete Study and held a lengthy
discussion on FDOT’s implementation of their Complete Streets Policy presented
as a status report. During discussion of Complete Street concepts the committee
passed a motion requesting that the MPO conduct a feasibility study for an
overpass at Dale Mabry for the Greenways and Trails to connect.
During the status reports on US 301 (both segments) and US 41 the committee
asked that their previously submitted US 301 ETDM comments be considered and
for better public noticing procedures. The last status report solicited comments for
the PD&E for I-75 Express Lanes from Moccasin Wallow Road to North of Bruce B.
Downs Boulevard, comments are due mid-April.
TBARTA MPO Staff Directors Meeting of March 11, 2016
After a promising meeting with the Florida Greenways & Trails Council in
Gainesville February 29, the MPO directors and TBARTA staff discussed how to
strengthen the regional coalition’s application for SUN Trail program funding, such
as obtaining letters of support from local governments, and expanding the map to
include Lee and Collier Counties. Hillsborough MPO staff continues to provide
mapping support to the regional coalition.
The committee also reviewed and finalized the responses to the regional planning
questions in the MPOs’ annual certification review.
Staff of the TMA Leadership Group (Hillsborough, Pasco and Pinellas MPOs)
reviewed the agenda for the upcoming April 8 meeting, which will include a
presentation on the Tri-County Premium Transit Study scope of work. A
presentation by the Center for Transportation Excellence on successful referenda
for transportation funding is also tentatively scheduled.

HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY
METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
MEETING OF MARCH 1, 2016
MEETING SUMMARY

CALL TO ORDER
Vice Chairman Harry Cohen called the meeting to order at 9:06 AM and was held in the
Board of County Commission Chambers.
RECOGNITION OF STUDENT VIDEO CONTEST WINNERS
MPO staff presented the winners of a student video contest to educate members of the
public about walk and bike safety. There were 32 entries which were judged by HCC
Communication’s Class. Of those entries, there were three winners.
PUBLIC COMMENT
Eight individuals spoke against the TBX project in the Transportation Improvement
Program and FDOT Work Program.
COMMITTEE REPORTS
Ms. Gena Torres read the various MPO Committee reports and also comments received
on the MPO’s Facebook account.
CONSENT AGENDA
A. MPO Minutes (February 2, 2016 MPO Regular Meeting)
B. Committee Appointments
C. Confirm Tampa TMA Leadership Group Purpose and Organization Statement
D. Confirm Community Transportation Coordinator Designation
E. Approve Letter Requested by Policy Committee
Commissioner Murman made a motion to approve the Consent Agenda Items. The
motion was seconded by Councilwoman Montelione and carried.
EVALUATION OF EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
The MPO Board members received the results of the evaluation prior to the board
meeting.
Mr. Lopano made a motion that the MPO formally transmit the evaluation form to
the Planning Commission. Councilwoman Montelione seconded the motion, which
carried.

STATUS REPORTS
A. Innovation Alliance Update
Mr. Mark Sharpe, Director of the Innovation Alliance reported that the Innovation Alliance
and its 125-member organizations and individuals are developing a Master Plan to
transform the 15,000 acre area bounded by Bearss Avenue, Busch Gardens, I-75 and I275 into a place where people want to live, work and play.
B. Tampa Bay Express Community Workshop – This item was deferred
Chairman Miller was out of town and unable to attend the MPO meeting and asked that
this item be deferred. Ms. Alden presented a letter to be signed by Chairman Miller to
FDOT asking FDOT to report back to the MPO on the status of the outreach project at
the MPO’s May 3rd meeting and also address concerns that have been brought up by the
members of the various affected neighborhoods.
Commissioner Beckner made a motion to send the letter to FDOT. The motion was
seconded by Commissioner Murman and carried.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT
Staff has been working on moving the June 7th MPO meeting to June 8th in the evening
and the September 6th to September 7th also in the evening. Ms. Stuart and Mr. Green
mentioned that during the dates in June, graduations would be held. Staff will continue
to find dates for those evening meetings and report back.
The newly formed MPO School Transportation Working Group will soon begin meeting
the 4th Wednesday of each month at 3PM. Once the meeting dates are finalized, the
members will be notified.
OLD AND NEW BUSINESS
Councilwoman Montelione made a motion to have the Florida Department of
Transportation come back to the MPO in April to provide an update on the status
of their work on the Tampa Bay Express Project. Commissioner Murman asked
FDOT that when they report back with their final report, she would like to see a
more descriptive map of the areas that are actually being affected. The motion was
seconded by Commissioner Beckner and carried.
ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 10:42 am.
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