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HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY
METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
LIVABLE ROADWAYS COMMITTEE
MEETING OF MARCH 19, 2014

CALL TO ORDER
The meeting was called to order by Grant Rimbey at 9:07 am with no quorum present at
that time. The meeting was held in the Planning Commission Boardroom.
Members present: Councilwoman Lisa Montelione (arrived at 9:15 am), Charles White,
Mark Hudson, Barbara Donerly, Roger Menendez, Mike Williams, Pierre Valles, Chris
Weber, Karen Kress, Arizona Jenkins, Nina Mabilleau and Grant Rimbey.
Members Excused: Laurie Potier‐Brown and Lea DelTosto
Others present: Lisa Silva, Rich Clarendon, Sarah McKinley, MPO Staff; Lorie Marable,
FDOT; Alice Price, TIA; Jason Collins ADEHS‐Q; Angelo Rao, Cardno; Elaine Illes, IPI
PUBLIC COMMENT
No public comment.
With no quorum present, the members went to Status Reports.
STATUS REPORTS
A. Selmon Greenway Construction Update
Mr. Frey stated that the Tampa Hillsborough Expressway Authority (THEA) awarded a
contract to AJAX Paving and Whitehouse for a multiuse trail at ground level of the
Selmon Expressway Downtown Viaduct. THEA is also looking at an extension
eastward adjacent to Adamo Drive which is being considered by FDOT for inclusion in
their SR 60 resurfacing project.
The proposed trail would improve access for transit users, pedestrians and bicyclist
who want to travel to the Downtown Riverwalk, Meridian Street Greenway and
Bayshore Boulevard, as well as Channel District. The committee was pleased to hear of
the upcoming construction and expressed interest in assisting with the subsequent
development of a master plan for the public space and amenities.
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B. Westshore Boulevard Complete Street Project
Mr. Jason Collins stated that the project is being managed by the City of Tampa and
other agencies involved. The object of this project is to come up with ways to make
Westshore a complete street. The technical evaluation will look at improving aesthetics
and better ways to accommodate other modes of travel. The Westshore Master Plan was
recently completed and it identified cross sections the new evaluation completed by the
City considers the cross section as a baseline.
Originally, Westshore was designed as a suburban style corridor with car oriented
designs and surface parking in the front of businesses. Since that time, the area has
grown into a submarket of retail and office. Recent private development projects have
been changing to more of an urban development pattern, with the front of buildings
located next to the public sidewalk. New infill development projects adhere to overlay
district architectural standards. These standards and increased density have encouraged
the use of other multi‐modes of transportation along West Shore Boulevard beyond the
private automobile.
The study recommends a 4‐lane road with bike lanes and wider sidewalks from
Kennedy to Boy Scout, rather than the 6‐lane widening previously requested and listed
in the LRTP. Travel time along the corridor is forecast to be 4.4% longer than if it were
widened to 6 lanes. Members discussed limitations on advertising due to the
Westshore area’s overlay regulations being an impediment for HART bus shelters.
C. Airport Sustainability Master Plan
Ms. Alice Price stated that Tampa International Airport (TIA) received a grant from the
Federal Aviation Administration to develop a sustainability master plan that would
provide a blueprint for airport management and development that considers
conservation, social responsibility and economic viability. During 2013‐2014 TIA will
formalize a plan to build on current sustainability initiatives, such as expanding our
compressed natural gas (CNG) vehicle fleet and increasing use of reclaimed water, in
addition to evaluating new innovations, such as alternative energy sources.
She said that TIA developed 23 draft goals to cover the seven priorities. The goals
define what TIA wants to accomplish through its sustainability program. The next step
is to develop initiatives, or actions, that define how TIA is going to accomplish each
goal. Ms. Price described the potential for TIA to create its own sustainability standards,
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similar to Chicago’s airport. Members suggested pursuing LEED‐ND or other
accreditation, along with greater consideration for persons with disabilities.
D. BRT in Express Toll Lanes Feasibility Study
Ms. Beth Alden, MPO staff stated that the purpose of this study is to determine whether
or not it is feasible to develop a low cost bus rapid transit (BRT) service which would
operate along interstate corridors and express lanes. The boundaries of this study
include I‐75 from Pasco County through Hillsborough; I‐4 west to I‐275; and I‐275 in
Hillsborough County and Pinellas County. This new BRT concept would be intended
to link activity centers in the three counties.
E. LRTP Needs Assessment Part 3: Performance Measures, MAP‐21 and Investment
Program
Ms. Gena Torres presented this portion of the 2040 Needs Assessment and stated that
the MPO will be using performance measures for evaluating projects in the LRTP. The
use of performance measures is outlined in the recently passed federal transportation
bill, MAP‐21. The measures being considered for the 2040 LRTP are divided based on
the categorization of projects addressing pavement conditions; bridges; fatalities and
serious injuries; system performance and traffic congestion; and freight movement. Ms.
Torres explained that spending levels for each of the project categories will be tied to
the performance measures to create three possible scenarios for each.
III. With a quorum now present the committee went back to APPROVAL OF MINUTES
(February 19, 2014) Approved unanimously.
IV. The Committee recommended edits to the SR 60 PD&E comment letter to the FDOT,
to add emphasis on safety specifically for pedestrians and bicyclists and took no action.
Ms. Silva stated that edits from other committees will be included in the final draft of
the letter. Chair Montelione said that Karen Kress had expressed concern about safety.
Ms. Mabilleau said that Calvin Thornton of the City of Tampa asked about a buffer for
the bike lane.
Ms. Silva quoted from the letter that “raised concern about safety” was included. Chair
Montelione said that letter needed to note pedestrian and bicyclists specifically. Mr.
Williams stated that Chapter 21 actually has a lot of information on bike and pedestrian
safety. Ms. Silva also mentioned that the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
disagreed with asking for an urban section outside the Urban Service Area.
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OLD BUSINESS AND NEW BUSINESS
A. Walk/Bike Safety for TIP Priorities
Ms. Silva said that she needed applications for TIP projects and that Michele Ogilvie has
been adding projects from the Walk Bike Plan which needs to be analyzed.
Ms. Donerly suggested sidewalks on Bruce B. Downs from Fowler to Fletcher. Mr.
Jenkins stated the need for sidewalks on Swann Avenue across from Memorial Hospital
and at 15th Street and Palm Avenue. There also needs to be a bus landing pad at near
HCC.
Ms. Mabilleau informed the members that the City of Tampa is conducting a safety
audit.
Mr. Rimbey asked about the Bypass Canal. Ms. Silva said that they need to show the
segments. He then asked about the Temple Terrace MUT.
Chair Montelione asked about sidewalks along Florida Avenue and Bush Boulevard.
Ms. Lori Marabole of FDOT stated that they are working with property owners along
Busch Boulevard between Florida and Nebraska Avenues to place 3 sidewalks near
Florida Avenue and one near Nebraska. At Nebraska, FDOT will build out the turn
lane to prevent free flow rights south to west. They are also working with HART to
extend Route 39 and add a stop. The sidewalk issues should be completed in
approximately 18 months.
Ms. Silva introduced Mr. Michael Case who has expressed an interest in becoming a
LRC member. He works for USF and is a member of CNU and he could represent USF
but would need for USF to approve is membership.
Mr. Case said that he has masters’ degrees, bikes to work at USF and works in their
Research Foundation supporting sustainable economic development.
Ms. Karen Kress announced upcoming Bike Month activities.
Chair Montelione asked everyone to keep the Middleton High School students who
were struck by a car crossing Hillsborough Avenue trying to get to school in their
prayers.
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ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 10:30 am.
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Board & Committee Agenda Item
Agenda Item:

SouthShore Transit Circulator Study

Presenter:

Sarah McKinley, MPO Staff

Summary:

The SouthShore Transit Circulator Study is a joint effort of
the Hillsborough Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)
and the Hillsborough Area Regional Transit Authority (HART).
SouthShore is the fastest growing area in Hillsborough
County, doubling its population in the past ten years and
accounting for nearly half of the permits pulled in the
unincorporated parts of the county. Due to the extensive
growth in the area and the change in need that comes along
with growth, the study will assess the need for additional
transit service in the SouthShore area.
The goal of the study was to develop a locally preferred
alternative and implementation plan based on input from
stakeholders and the public. Attached is a copy of the Draft
Report with the findings and recommendations.
The preferred alternative was determined based on technical
evaluations of each of the alternatives and input from the
public. The public was asked to give input at each of the
meetings and also given a survey, both in person and online.
Through this, the alternative with the two two-way loops was
selected.

Recommended Recommend for approval
Action:
Prepared By:

Sarah McKinley, MPO Staff

Attachments:
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Introduction
The SouthShore Area, the fastest growing area in Hillsborough County, has experienced significant
growth and development over the last ten years and this high rate of growth and development is
expected to continue. The purpose of this study is to assess the need for transit circulator service to
connect the existing and future residential, employment, and activity centers within the SouthShore
Area and develop the best alternative and implementation plan to provide input into the Hillsborough
County Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) and Hillsborough Area Regional Transit Authority
(HART) Plans.
Through coordination with the MPO, HART, and the Stakeholders, the study process examined the
existing conditions and trends, identified the needed transit service, and developed and evaluated
potential alternatives to provide transit service within the SouthShore Area.

Study Area
The SouthShore Area refers to the southern part of unincorporated Hillsborough County and
encompasses six communities including: Apollo Beach, Gibsonton, Ruskin, Riverview, Sun City Center,
and Wimauma. This study area coincides with the study area for the SouthShore Areawide Systems
planning initiative. The approximate 384 square miles are bounded by Bloomingdale Avenue to the
north, the urban service boundary to the east, Manatee County to the south, and Tampa Bay to the
west.

Study Coordination/Outreach
The study coordination and public outreach was organized by the MPO. A series of meetings were held
with the MPO and HART to provide project progress and obtain their input and direction. The
Stakeholders were identified by the MPO. Stakeholder Meetings and a Public Open House were held in
conjunction with the SouthShore Areawide Plan update meetings and included:
November 19, 2013 – Introduced the study, presented the existing conditions, and obtained
input on priority activity centers and ideas on a proposed system.
January 21, 2014 – Presented preliminary alternatives and obtained comments.
February 18, 2014 – Presented the refined alternatives based on the Stakeholder input and
obtained public comments.
March 18, 2014 – Presented the recommended alternative to the Stakeholders.
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Figure 1 | SouthShore Study Area

Existing Conditions
The SouthShore Area is a more rural area within Hillsborough County and is home to several
communities. The existing conditions consist of demographics (showing both growth and
characteristics), existing roadway network, and existing transit network.

Demographics
The SouthShore Areawide Systems Plan Update Data Packet, May 2013, and development plans were
reviewed to identify the existing characteristics of the area. The SouthShore Area is unique with its high
rate of growth and development over the last 10 years even while many areas experienced slow or no
growth during the Great Recession.
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The rapid growth and development in the SouthShore Area is substantiated by a population growth of
88% and a 79% growth in dwelling units between 2000 and 2010. Figure 2 depicts the SouthShore
Population Growth between 2000 and 2010 as compared to all of unincorporated Hillsborough County.

Figure 2 | 2000‐2010 Population Growth (Includes; Balm, Little Manatee, and South Rural)

Figure 3 depicts the SouthShore Dwelling Unit Growth between 2000 and 2010 as compared to
unincorporated Hillsborough County.

Figure 3 | 2000‐2010 Dwelling Units (Includes; Balm, Little Manatee, and South Rural)

Approximately 17% of the SouthShore Area’s population is over 65 years old while only 12% of the
unincorporated Hillsborough County’s population is over 65 years old. Figure 4 below identifies the
2010 age distribution comparison.
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Figure 4 | 2010 Age Distribution Comparison (Includes; Balm, Little Manatee, and South Rural)

The median income in the SouthShore Area ranges from $26,800 for Wimauma to $68,400 for Apollo
Beach. Median incomes in Wimauma, Sun City Center, Ruskin, and Gibsonton are all below Hillsborough
County’s median income of $50,200. Median incomes in both Riverview and Apollo Beach are above
Hillsborough County’s median income at $67,300 and $68,400, respectively. Figure 5 depicts the
median household income by community compared to Hillsborough County.

Figure 5 | Median Household Income by Community
To further depict the growth in the SouthShore Area, Figure 6 shows the SouthShore permitted
residential units compared to those in all of incorporated Hillsborough County. The number of
permitted residential units declined in the SouthShore Area through the housing collapse and the Great
Recession, though the percent of permitted residential units compared to unincorporated Hillsborough
County remained high. The percent of permitted residential units in the SouthShore Area grew to over
50% of all permitted residential units in 2008 and has stayed above 50% through 2012, the last year of
reported data.
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Figure 6 | Permitted Residential Units*
*Includes Balm, Little Manatee, and South Rural

Highway
The SouthShore study area presents a network of roadways that could support new or expanded transit
service. From west to east, US‐41, I‐75, and US‐301 are the major north/south throughfares that run the
length of the study area. From north to south, the major east/west throughfares in the study area
include:
Progress Boulevard / Bloomingdale Avenue
Gibsonton Drive / Boyette Road
SR 672 – Big Bend Road
SR 674 – College Avenue / Sun City Boulevard
In addition, there are many local streets that run from the major arterials in to subdivision residential
areas. Each alternative operates along almost all existing major roadways.

Transit
There are currently four HART routes that serve the SouthShore Area including Routes, 31, 47LX, 53LX,
and the SouthShore Flex. Flex routes operate on fixed routes and buses may deviate up to one mile from
its fixed route to pick‐up/drop‐off passengers. Reservations to flex the service may be made between
three hours and three days in advance. This allows for additional flexibility in routing where necessary.
Routes 31, 47LX, and 53LX provide service to/from the SouthShore Area while the SouthShore Flex is the
only route that provides service within the SouthShore Area. Routes 31 and 53LX serve the Westfield
Brandon Mall (Brandon Mall) where a connection to the rest of the HART system is possible. Route 47LX
operates between the Marion Transit Center in downtown Tampa and the SouthShore Area and also
provides additional access to the rest of the HART system.
Local Route 31 – provides Monday through Friday service connecting Hillsborough Community
College (HCC) SouthShore Campus to Westfield Brandon Mall (Brandon Mall) along US‐41,
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Gibsonton Drive, and Providence Road. Service is provided from 6:15 AM to 7:50 PM with 75
minute headways.
Limited Express Route 47LX – provides Monday through Friday service with two early AM service
runs from the US‐301 Park‐n‐Ride at US‐301 and SR 674 along US‐41, Gibsonton Drive, I‐75, and
the Crosstown Expressway to the Marion Transit Center Downtown Tampa. There are also two
reverse runs from the Marion Transit Center Downtown Tampa to the South 301 Park‐n‐Ride in
the late afternoon.
Limited Express 53LX – provides Monday through Friday service between Brandon Mall and
Kings Point in Sun City Center along US‐301. Service is provided from 8:00 AM to approximately
8:00 PM with 120 minute headways. Brandon Mall provides connections to Downtown Tampa,
netpark, and other HART transfer centers via Routes 8, 37, and 46.
South County Flex – provides weekday service between La Estancia Apartments in Wimauma to
HCC SouthShore Campus mostly along SR 674. Service is provided from 6:00 AM – 8:00 PM with
departures every 60 minutes.
The daily boardings and maximum boardings from the 2013 APC data are summarized in Table 1 below.
Based on HART’s Service Ridership Summary, Route 47LX performs 75% or higher above the express
system average. Routes 31 and 53LX typically perform 60% or lower than the local system and express
system averages, respectively. The South County Flex is also among the poorest performing flex routes.
Table 1 | Summary of APC Data within SouthShore Area
Daily
Maximum Stop
Boardings
Boardings
Route 31
181
24
Route 47LX
47
22
Route 53LX
55
17
Figure 7 depicts the route boardings per stop, for stops within the SouthShore Area for Routes 31, 47LX,
and 53LX.
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Figure 7 | 2013 SouthShore Routes APC Boardings

Proposed Highway and Transit Network
Highway
New roads are planned for the growing SouthShore Area as identified in the Hillsborough County MPO
2035 Long Range Transportation Plan. Two roads are planned for 2025 and four additional roads are
planned for 2035, as listed below:
Constructed by 2015:
A new four lane road (24th Street) from 19th Ave NE to Big Bend Road.
A new two lane road along Simmons Loop Road from US‐301 to Gibsonton Road.
Constructed by 2035:
A new two lane road (Big Bend Road) will be extended from Balm‐Riverview Road to Balm‐
Boyette Road.
A new four lane road (30th Street) from 19th Avenue to Apollo Beach Boulevard.
A new four lane road (Apollo Beach Road) from US‐41 to US‐301.
A new two lane road (South County North‐South Road) from Apollo Beach Extension to Big Bend
Road.
These proposed roads were not considered for future bus service because of uncertainty in construction
scheduling and the density and use of the surrounding area.
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Transit
Planned enhancements for transit service identified in HART’s Transit Development Plan Update: Fiscal
Year 2014 – Fiscal Year 2023 are categorized as Status Quo and Vision Plans. The Status Quo Plan
provides for current service levels and non‐peak enhancements to the current system as funding
becomes available. The Vision Plan provides for enhancements, new local and express routes, and
expansion of MetroRapid routes. Based on the current Transit Development Plan, HART’s planned
enhancement for transit service in the SouthShore Area for both the Status Quo and Vision Plans include
the following:
Status Quo Plan
o FY 2021 – Route 31, extend service to 10:00 PM weekdays
o FY 2023 – Route 31, Saturday service
Vision Plan
o FY 2016 – South County to MacDill AFB Express via 301
o FY 2018 – Bloomingdale Local (Monday – Saturday), connecting to Route 31
o FY 2021 – Express expansion to 47LX
o FY 2022 – Gibsonton Flex
o FY 2023 – Route 31, Sunday service
o FY 2023 – Big Bend Local (Monday – Saturday)
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Transit Needs and Market Assessment
To assess the transit needs and market, dwelling units and employment density, the distribution of
travel trips, mean travel time, and key existing and emerging destinations were analyzed.
Figures 8 and 9 provide both employment and dwelling units per acre for both 2010 and projected for
2040. These densities are shown for both the area within ½ mile of the route and beyond ½ mile of the
route using TAZ boundaries. The density for both employment and dwelling units is expected to increase
substantially along the potential routes, particularly in the area surrounding Big Bend Road where a new
mall and hospital are expected by 2025. The bright green and bright orange colors in the dwelling unit
and employment plots respectively indicate areas where the density has reached accepted minimum
density thresholds for fixed route, local bus service.

Figure 8 | Employment per Acre, 2010 vs. 2040

Figure 9 | Dwelling Units per Acre, 2010 vs. 2040
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Trip distributions were analyzed using data from the 2010 Census for internal‐internal trips (trips within
the SouthShore Area), internal‐external trips (trips originating within the SouthShore Area with
destinations outside the SouthShore Area), and external‐internal trips (trips originating outside the
SouthShore Area with destinations within the SouthShore Area). Figure 9 shows the number of
internal‐internal, internal‐external, and external‐trips for 2010 work and non‐work trips. This shows
that a large number of work trips (72,300 or 56%) and non‐work trips (201,400 or 40%) are within the
SouthShore Area indicating a need for a transit circulator. Non‐work internal‐internal trips make up 46
percent (228,800 trips) of trips in the SouthShore Area. There are also an appreciably larger number of
non‐work trips compared to work trips (128,900 work trips compared to 496,300 non‐work trips in the
SouthShore Area). Non‐work trips are served well by circulator type routes.

Figure 10 | Work / Non‐Work Trips in SouthShore Area

Intensity of trips flows, shown as desirelines, taken from the 2010 base year of the Tampa Bay Regional
Planning Model (TBRPM), depict the relatively heavy travel within the SouthShore Area, as shown in
Figure 11.
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Figure 11 | SouthShore Trips Flows

The mean travel time for each of the six communities in the SouthShore Area ranges from 24 minutes
for Wimauma to 32 minutes for Riverview, compared to the mean travel time of 25 minutes for
Hillsborough County.

Figure 12 | Mean Travel Time by Community
Source: American Community Survey (2007‐2010)
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The existing and proposed activity centers were identified and are shown in Figure 12. These activity
centers are likely to be the primary destinations for transit passengers. First, existing activity centers
were identified as commercial centers, educational facilities, or health facilities and community centers.
Proposed activity centers were identified based on proposed development plans.
All potential activity centers were presented to the Hillsborough County MPO, HART, and the
Stakeholder Group and based on their input the activity centers considered in the development of
alternatives are shown in figure 13.

Figure 13 | Existing and Future Activity Centers
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Development of Alternatives
Four preliminary alternatives were developed based on providing service to the identified activity
centers and input form the Stakeholders. The four preliminary alternatives are summarized below:

Definition of Alternatives
Alternative 1 – HART Planned Service with FishHawk Connection
Alternative 1 has two north‐south routes with three flex routes serving the east‐west throughfares. This
alternative was developed based on the currently proposed HART Transit Development Plan. The
connection to Brandon Mall provides transfer opportunities to other HART Routes for service downtown
and through the rest of the system.
Route 1 connects the FishHawk Sports Complex via Boyette Road to US‐301 and travels south on
US‐301 to SR 674, east on SR 674 to serve Wimauma, west on SR 674 to SE 30th Street, north on
SE 30th Street to the Amazon Distribution Center and continuing along NE 19th Avenue and SE
24th Street to the HCC SouthShore Campus.
Route 2 connects Brandon Mall via south on Gornto Lake Road to US‐301 and travels south US‐
301 to Gibsonton Road, west on Gibsonton Road to US‐41, south on US‐41 to SE 14th Avenue,
east on SE 14th Avenue to SE 21st Street, north on SE 21st Street to the HCC SouthShore Campus,
terminate at the Amazon Distribution Center via NE 19th Avenue and NE 30th Street. G
Gibsonton Flex serving north Gibsonton and Riverview along Gibsonton Road between US‐41
and US‐301.B
Big Bend Flex serving south Givsonton, Apollo Beach, and Riverview along Big Bend Road
between US‐41 and US‐301.
South County Flex serving Ruskin, Sun City Center and Wimauma along SR 674 between US‐41
and (state where in Wimauma).
The future high speed ferry will be served in both directions by Route 2 (US‐41). For all alternatives,
service to the high speed ferry will be provided for five hours per day from 6:00 AM to 9:00 AM and 4:00
PM to 6:00 PM weekdays. A weekend schedule for high speed ferry will be determined in the future.
Figure 14 depicts Preliminary Alternative 1.
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Alternative 2 – Figure 8 Configuration
Alternative 2 connects all identified activity centers by providing two figure 8 routes, one starting in the
clockwise direction and one starting in the counter clockwise direction. This alternative was developed
to provide a one seat ride through all major activity centers in the SouthShore Area.
Route 1 (counter clockwise figure 8) begins at the FishHawk Sports Complex and travels west
along Boyette Road/Gibsonton Road to US‐41, south on US‐41 to Big Bend Road, east on Big
Bend Road to US‐301, south on US‐301 to SR 64, east on SR 674 to serve Wimauma and then
west on SR 674, and north on 30th Street to serve the Amazon/HCC SouthShore Campus area,
south on SE 21st Street to SE 14th Avenue, west on SE 14th Avenue, north on US‐41, east on Big
Bend Road, north on US‐301, and east on Boyette Road/Gibsonton Road back to the FishHawk
Sports Complex.
Route 2 (clockwise figure 8) begins at Brandon Mall and travels south on Gornto Lake Road to
US‐301, south on US‐301 to Big Bend Road, west on Big Bend Road to US‐41, south on US‐41 to
SE 14th Avenue, east on SE 14th Avenue to SE 21st Street, north on SE 21st Street to the HCC
SouthShore Campus, continuing to the Amazon Distribution Center via NE 19th Avenue and NE
30th Street, east on SR 674 to Wimauma, west on SR 674 to US‐301, north on US‐301 to Big Bend
Road, west on Big Bend Road to US‐41, north on US‐41 to Gibsonton Road, east on Gibsonton
Road to US‐301, and north on US‐301 and Gornto Lake Road back to the Brandon Mall.
The future high speed ferry will be served in both directions by Routes 1 and 2 (both portions of the
figure 8). Figure 15 depicts Preliminary Alternative 2.
Alternative 3 – 2 One‐Way Loops with Local Service to Brandon Mall
Alternative 3 provides two clockwise one‐way loops, a north and south loop. These loops are framed by
routes on US‐301 and US‐41, which are also present in Alternative 1. Three flex routes serve the major
east‐west movements.
Route 1 connects the FishHawk Sports Complex via Boyette Road to US‐301 and travels south on
US‐301 to SR 674, east on SR 674 to serve Wimauma, west on SR 674 to SE 30th Street, north on
SE 30th Street to the Amazon Distribution Center and continuing along NE 19th Avenue and SE
24th Street to the HCC SouthShore Campus.
Route 2 connects Brandon Mall via south on Gornto Lake Road to US‐301 and travels south US‐
301 to Gibsonton Road, west on Gibsonton Road to US‐41, south on US‐41 to SE 14th Avenue,
east on SE 14th Avenue to SE 21st Street, north on SE 21st Street to the HCC SouthShore Campus,
terminate at the Amazon Distribution Center via NE 19th Avenue and NE 30th Street.
Route 3, the clockwise north loop, serves Gibsonton, Riverview and Apollo Beach with service
along Gibsonton Road, the north portion of US‐301, Big Bend Road, and the north portion of US‐
41.
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Route 4, the clockwise south loop, provides service to Apollo Beach, Riverview, Sun City Center,
Wimauma, and Ruskin with service along Big Bend Road, the south portion of US‐301, SR 674
with service to Amazon and HCC SouthShore Campus, and the south portion of US‐41.
The future high speed ferry will be served by the Route 2 (US‐41), Route 3 (North Loop) and Route 4
(South Loop). Figure 16 depicts Preliminary Alternative 3.
Alternative 4 – 2 Two‐Way Loops with Local Service to Brandon Mall
Alternative 4 uses the same north and south loop alignments, except it provides additional service in the
counter‐clockwise direction. A north‐south route along US‐301 connects the loops to the Brandon Mall.
Route 1 connects Brandon Mall via south on Gornto Lake Road to US‐301 and travels south on
US‐301 to SR 674, east on SR 674 to serve Wimauma, west on SR 674 to SE 30th Street, north on
SE 30th Street to the Amazon Distribution Center and continuing along NE 19th Avenue and SE
24th Street to the HCC SouthShore Campus.
Route 2, the north loop, serves Gibsonton, Riverview and Apollo Beach with service along
Gibsonton Road, the north portion of US‐301, Big Bend Road, and the north portion of US‐41.
Both directions are served by this route.
Route 3, the south loop, provides service to Apollo Beach, Riverview, Sun City Center,
Wimauma, and Ruskin with service along Big Bend Road, the south portion of US‐301, SR 674
with service to Amazon and HCC SouthShore Campus, and the south portion of US‐41. Both
directions are served by this route.
The future high speed ferry will be served in both directions by Route s2(North Loop) and Route 3 (South
Loop). Figure 17 depicts Preliminary Alternative 4.
The alternatives were refined based on input from the Stakeholders and include the following:
Alternative 1 was refined with the extension of the Big Bend Flex to connect to the Summerfield area.
These extended Big Bend Flex, South County Flex and the Gibsonton Flex routes were added to
Alternatives 2, and 3. In addition, Alternative 3 kept the north and south clockwise loops, deleted the
route from Brandon Mall along US‐301 to Amazon/HCC SouthShore Campus, and added two north south
routes, similar to Alternative 1. One route connects Brandon Mall traveling south on Gornto Lake to US‐
301, south US‐301 to Gibsonton Road, east on Gibsonton Road to US‐41, south on US‐41 to SE 14th
Avenue, east on SE 14th Avenue to SE 21st Street, north on SE 21st Street to the HCC SouthShore Campus,
and terminating at the Amazon Distribution Center via NE 19th Avenue and NE 30th Street. The second
north‐south route connects the FishHawk Sports Complex via west to US‐301, south on US‐301 to SR
674, east on SR 674 to Wimauma, then west on SR 674 to SE 30th Street, north on SE 30th Street to the
Amazon Distribution Center and continuing along NE 19th Avenue and SE 24th Street to HCC SouthShore
Campus. Alternative 4 was refined to include the South County Flex, the extended Big Bend Flex, and
extended Gibsonton Flex to Riverview High School. The refined alternatives are shown in Figures 14 to
17.
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Figure 14 | Alternative 1
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Figure 15 | Alternative 2
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Figure 16 | Alternative 3
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Figure 17 | Alternative 4
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Service Characteristics
The same service characteristics were assumed for each alternative and used as appropriate to
determine attributes of the alternatives. These service characteristics were established in coordination
with and approval by HART, and consistent with HART’s policies, as appropriate. Table 2 summarizes
the service characteristics.
Table 2 | Definition of Service Characteristics
Service Characteristic

Definition

Operating Hours
Weekdays, Saturdays, & Sundays
Average Bus Travel Speed
Saturday Service
Spacing between bus stops

6:00 AM – 7:30 PM
252 Weekday/58 Saturdays/55 Sundays‐Holidays
17 miles per hour
50% of weekday service
1,700’

In addition to the service characteristics, other attributes were determined for each route and
alternative and include: Headway, Round Trip Route Miles, Round Trip Route Time, Number of Buses
Needed, and Daily Round Trips. Tables 3 through 6 identify the attributes of each of the alternatives.
Table 3 | Alternative 1 Service Characteristics

Route
Number

Route Name

Headway

Round Trip
Route
Miles1

Round Trip
Route Time
with layover
(min)

Vehicles
Needed

Daily
Round
Trips

1

US‐301

75

57

211

3

9

2

US‐41

60

51

190

4

11

NA

108

NA

7

20

Fixed Route SubTotal
A

Gibsonton Flex

45

7

35

1

18

B

Big Bend Flex

45

8

38

1

18

C

South County Flex

45

19

77

2

17

NA

34

NA

4

53

26

3

N/A

N/A

12

Flex Route Subtotal
HSF Connection
Total

145

11
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Table 4 | Alternative 2 Service Characteristics

Route
Number

1

Route Name

FishHawk/Gibsont
on/HSF/BB/US301
/SR674/Amazon/
HCC ‐ return
Mall/US301/BB/H
SF/US41/SR674/H
CC/Amazon ‐
return

Headway

Round
Trip
Route
Miles1

Round Trip
Route Time
with layover
(min)

Vehicles
Needed

Daily
Round
Trips

75

59

218

3

9

75

56

208

3

9

NA

115

NA

6

18

Gibsonton Flex

45

7

35

1

18

B

Big Bend Flex

45

8

38

1

18

C

South County Flex

45

19

77

2

17

NA

34

NA

4

53

38

3

N/A

N/A

8

2

Fixed Route SubTotal
A

Flex Route Subtotal
HSF Connection
Total

152

10

Table 5 | Alternative 3 Service Characteristics

Route
Number

Route Name

Headway

Round
Trip
Route
Miles1

Round Trip
Route Time
with layover
(min)

Vehicles
Needed

Daily
Round
Trips

1

US‐301

75

57

211

3

9

2

US‐41

60

51

190

4

11

3

North Loop

45

15

63

2

17

4

South Loop

60

30

116

2

12

NA

153

NA

11

49

Fixed Route SubTotal
A

Gibsonton Flex

45

7

35

1

18

B

Big Bend Flex

45

8

38

1

18

C

South County Flex

45

19

77

2

17

NA

34

NA

4

53

26

3

N/A

N/A

12

Flex Route Subtotal
HSF Connection
Total

190

15
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Table 6 | Alternative 4 Service Characteristics

Route
Number

Route Name

Headway

Round
Trip
Route
Miles1

Round Trip
Route Time
with layover
(min)

Vehicles
Needed

Daily
Round
Trips

1

US‐301

75

57

211

3

9

2

North Loop

45

15

63

4

34

3

South Loop

60

30

116

4

24

NA

102

NA

11

67

Gibsonton Flex

45

10

45

1

18

B

Big Bend Flex

45

8

38

1

18

C

South County Flex

45

19

77

2

17

NA

37

NA

4

53

26

3

N/A

N/A

12

Fixed Route SubTotal
A

Flex Route Subtotal
HSF Connection
Total

142

15

Ridership Estimation
A simple linear regression model was developed to estimate ridership of each alternative. Dwelling
units, employment, headway, transfers, overlap of routes, and travel speed were analyzed to determine
if and how they would factor into the regression.
Dwelling units and employment socio‐economic data for 2010 and 2040 are available at the traffic
analysis zone (TAZ) level. The 2010 data is based on the 2010 Census. The 2040 data is the planned
growth projected by the MPO and provided by the County. This data was disaggregated using 2010
InfoGroup employment data and 2010 parcel level data from the Hillsborough County Property
Appraiser, both of which are available at the individual business and parcel level, respectively. A weight
for each parcel or business was calculated based on the number of employees or number of dwelling
units within the InfoGroup and parcel data and applied to the TAZ level employment and dwelling unit
data. In this way, the MPO’s TAZ level employment and dwelling unit data which has been checked and
verified can be used at the disaggregate level needed.
The impact of dwelling units on ridership was also tested, but the results were not significant and
therefore, not included in this analysis. The regression was performed using the current Route 31 APC
data with employment within ½ mile of each stop as the independent variable. The sample consisted of
twelve stops in the SouthShore Area and the model has an R2 value of 0.74. In addition to this regression
model, several off‐model factors were developed to enhance the ridership estimation.
Difference in Headway
The headway on Route 31 is currently 75 minutes. A headway elasticity of ‐0.5 is assumed based on
research done (Valuing Transit Service Quality Improvements, Todd Litman, p. 55). Headway will differ
between routes and alternatives. Ridership is adjusted using 75 minute headways as the base and an
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elasticity of ‐0.5 (e.g. headway of 60 minutes is a 20% reduction in headway which translates to a 10%
increase in ridership).
Transfer Penalty
For each alternative, the number of 0, 1, and 2+ transfer trips was summed. A percent reduction in
ridership by the number of transfers is based on the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model (TBRPM). A
19% reduction is assumed for one transfer and a 37% reduction is assumed for 2 or more transfers. A
composite score was computed based on the number of transfers required between key areas within
the SouthShore Area.
Overlap of Routes
In all alternatives there are several segments where multiple bus routes serve the same population. An
effective headway was used to factor ridership along this segment to account for the increase level of
service. Ridership for 2025 and an effective headway is recomputed for the segment. Using an elasticity
for ridership with respect to headway of ‐0.5, an additional amount of ridership along the segment was
computed and divided evenly across all overlapping routes.
Travel Speed (only used for double loop system)
A travel speed factor was developed for alternative 4. The primary difference between alternatives 3
and 4 is the one‐way versus two‐way loops. The benefit to this is the ability to travel in either direction
around the loops which should decrease travel time. An elasticity of ‐0.129 for ridership with respect to
travel time (Valuing Transit Service Quality Improvements, Todd Litman, p. 55) and a potential reduction
in travel time of 50% is assumed. This would mean a 6.45% increase in ridership based on improved
travel times.
Ridership Estimation
Regression and factors were applied to the 2010 and 2040 SE data and ridership for 2025 is interpolated
based on estimated 2010 and 2040 ridership. To avoid double counting employment where the ½ mile
buffer around each transit route overlaps, a target ridership based on all employment within ½ mile of
the transit system was computed. The amount of employment within ½ mile of each individual route
was used to create weights for each route which were applied to the target ridership for the system.
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Table 7 | Alternative 1 ‐ Estimated Ridership

Route
Number
1
2
A
B
C

Route Name
US‐301
US‐41
Gibsonton Flex
Big Bend Flex
South County Flex
HSF Connection

Total

Daily 2025 Projected
Ridership

Annual 2025 Projected
Ridership

Weekday

Saturday

Weekday

169
251
35
68
108
78
708

84
125
17
34
54
39
353

42,513
63,192
8,775
17,121
27,156
19,745
178,502

Saturday
4,872
7,250
1,972
986
3,132
2,262
20,474

Table 8 | Alternative 2 ‐ Estimated Ridership

Route
Number
1
2
A
B
C
Total

Route Name
FishHawk/Gibsonton/HSF/BB/US301/SR6
74/Amazon/HCC ‐ return
Mall/US301/BB/HSF/US41/SR674/HCC/
Amazon ‐ return
Gibsonton Flex
Big Bend Flex
South County Flex
HSF Connection

Daily 2025 Projected
Ridership

Annual 2025 Projected
Ridership

Weekday

Saturday

Weekday

270

135

67,914

7,830

360
48
72
102
90
941

180
24
36
51
45
471

90,594
12,096
18,144
25,704
22,680
237,132

10,440
1,392
2,088
2,958
2,610
27,318

Saturday
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Table 9 | Alternative 3 ‐ Estimated Ridership
Daily 2025 Projected Ridership Annual 2025 Projected Ridership
Route
Number
1
2
3
4
A
B
C

Route Name

Weekday

US‐301
US‐41
North Loop
South Loop
Gibsonton Flex
Big Bend Flex
South County Flex
HSF Connection

150
226
105
184
38
61
91
89
944

Total

Saturday
75
113
52
92
19
31
46
45
472

Weekday
37,921
56,854
26,438
46,380
9,494
15,487
22,965
22,434
237,973

Saturday
4,350
6,554
3,016
5,336
1,102
1,798
2,668
2,610
27,376

Table 10 | Alternative 4 ‐ Estimated Ridership
Daily 2025 Projected Ridership Annual 2025 Projected Ridership
Route
Number
1
2
3
A
B
C

Route Name
US‐301
North Loop
South Loop
Gibsonton Flex
Big Bend Flex
South County Flex
HSF Connection

Total

Weekday
310
169
269
62
86
118
89
1102

Saturday
155
84
134
31
43
59
45
551

Weekday
78,061
42,558
67,699
15,535
21,598
29,810
22,434
277,695

Saturday
8,990
4,872
7,772
1,798
2,494
3,422
2,610
31,958

Cost Estimation
The cost per alternative is based on both the capital cost and the operating cost. Capital costs are an up‐
front cost at the time of implementation and include shelters and vehicles. Operating costs are an
annual cost based on the number of revenue hours operated for each route and alternative.
The number of vehicles required per route and alternative is calculated based on the time it takes to
traverse the route plus layover and the headway. The cost per vehicle varies depending on the size and
equipment installed. Fixed routes typically use a 42’ coach bus. The existing routes serving the
SouthShore Area use a shorter 29’ bus. The difference in cost is minimal; therefore it is assumed the
shorter 29’ buses will be used for each alternative, unless noted, using the initial cost for a 42’ bus
running on compressed natural gas (CNG) of $507,000. These full size buses have a 20 year life
expectancy.
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Flex routes use a shorter cutaway bus. It is assumed that the buses used on the flex routes will be a 23’
cutaway bus that seats up to 20 passengers. These buses have an initial cost of $126,500 that includes
AVL, APC, radio, route signs, and compressed natural gas (CNG) engines. Their life expectancy is 5 years
or 200,000 miles. HART’s requirement for spare vehicles is twenty percent of the fleet. Therefore, an
additional cost of 20% of the recommended number of vehicles rounded up is included in the capital
cost for vehicles for each alternative.
The capital cost also includes the cost of additional stops required to provide stops at a 1,700’ spacing.
The estimated cost for each stop is $12,500 and includes the landing pad, surveys and permits, ADA curb
cuts, 3 seat bench, information kiosk, and trash receptacle.
Operating costs are based on the number of vehicle revenue hours required by each route/alternative.
Based on future cost projections from HART, the cost per revenue hour for buss is $56.45/revenue hour
and $93.70/revenue hour for the larger 29’ and 42’ buses. Operating costs are calculated for both
weekday and Saturday service. Operating costs also include demand response (ADA) cost based on the
number of new miles which will require ADA service and the cost per revenue mile of ADA demand
response service. ADA service is not required along Flex routes or limited express service routes.
Table 11 summarizes the cost for each alternative.
Table 11 | Operating and Capital Costs by Alternative
Annual Operating Cost ($1,000)
Alternative

1. HART Planned Service
with FishHawk Connection

2. Figure 8 configuration
with Flex

3. 2 One‐Way Loops

4. 2 Two‐Way Loops

Route Type

Weekday

Saturday

Capital Cost

Demand
Response
(ADA)

Vehicles

Stops

Total

Fixed

$1,542

$267

$271

$3,549

$2,019

$5,568

Flex

$495

$86

$0

$506

$0

$506

Total

$2,037

$353

$271

$5,196

$2,019

$7,215

Fixed

$1,471

$254

$263

$3,042

$2,019

$5,061

Flex

$495

$86

$0

$506

$0

$506

Total

$1,966

$340

$263

$4,689

$2,019

$6,708

Fixed

$2,396

$414

$362

$5,577

$776

$6,353

Flex

$495

$86

$0

$506

$0

$506

Total

$2,891

$500

$362

$7,731

$776

$8,507

Fixed

$2,471

$427

$378

$5,577

$776

$6,353

Flex

$539

$94

$0

$506

$0

$506

Total

$3,010

$521

$378

$7,731

$776

$8,507
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Evaluation of Alternatives
Eight performance measures were selected to evaluate the four alternatives. The performance
measures were calculated based on the service characteristics, route attributes, ridership estimation,
and cost estimates and are shown in Table 12.
Table 12 | Alternative Performance Evaluation

Alternative

Annual
Revenue
Miles

Annual
Revenue
Hours

Annual
Operating
Cost
($1,000)

Annual
Projected
2025
Ridership

Passengers
per
Revenue
Hour

Passengers
per
Revenue
Mile

Operating
Cost per
Passenger

Capital
Cost
($1,000)*

1. HART Planned Service
with FishHawk Connection
2. Figure 8 configuration
with Flex

429,156

25,244

2,037

178,502

7.07

0.42

11.41

7,215

416,304

24,488

1,966

237,132

9.68

0.57

8.29

6,708

3. 2 One‐Way Loops

584,136

34,361

2,891

237,973

6.93

0.41

12.15

8,507

35,935

3,010

277,695

7.73

0.45

10.84

8,507

4. 2 Two‐Way Loops
610,898
*Includes cost of spare buses (20% of total).

Table 13 indicates the relative score for each alternative for each performance measure with the total
score and overall rank shown in the final two columns. Each performance measure was evaluated on a
scale from one to four with one being the lowest and 4 being the highest (best). For the service
performance measures and ridership, the greater the value the higher the score and for the cost‐related
performance measures the lower the value the higher the score.
Table 13 | Alternative Performance Evaluation Rankings

Alternative

Annual
Revenue
Miles

Annual
Revenue
Hours

Annual
Operating
Cost
($1,000)

Annual
Projected
2025
Ridership

Passengers
per
Revenue
Hour

Passengers
per
Revenue
Mile

Operating
Cost per
Passenger

Capital
Cost
($1,000)

Total

Overall
Rank

1. HART Planned Service
with FishHawk Connection
2. Figure 8 configuration
with Flex

2

2

3

1

2

2

2

3

17

3

1

1

4

2

4

4

4

4

24

1

3. 2 One‐Way Loops

3

3

2

3

1

1

1

2

16

4

4. 2 Two‐Way Loops

4

4

1

4

3

3

3

2

24

1

Based on the evaluation of alternatives, Alternatives 2 and 4 tied as the top two performing alternatives.
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Public Input
A public outreach meeting was held on February 18, 2014 at the SouthShore Regional Library. Each
alternative was explained in detail and the MPO and HART representatives were available to answer
questions. Input from the public on their preferred alternative was requested through a survey. In
addition the survey was available on line through the MPO’s website. Participants were asked to score
each alternative with the following scale:
1 – Dislike
2 – Somewhat Dislike
3 – Neutral
4 – Somewhat Like
5 – Like
Participants were also asked to rank the alternatives in order of preference. The results of the scoring
and ranking of preference are below:
Scoring of Alternatives:
Alternative 1 – 30
Alternative 2 – 35
Alternative 3 – 59
Alternative 4 – 76
Preference of Alternatives:
Alternative 1 – (1)
Alternative 2 – (1)
Alternative 3 – (3)
Alternative 4 – (14)

28 | T r a n s i t C i r c u l a t o r S t u d y

DRAFT

Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization

Recommendations
The SouthShore service expansion of the Hillsborough Area Regional Transit Authority would bring
additional fixed route and flex service to the South County area and offer connections between the
SouthShore Area and other parts of Hillsborough County. Since both Alternative 2 and Alternative 4
scored the same after the evaluation of alternatives, public input played a large role in selecting the
recommended alternative. Alternative 2, the figure eight configuration, scored the least in the public
outreach scoring and preference while Alternative 4, two 2‐way loops and connection to Brandon Mall,
scored the highest in both the public outreach scoring and preference. Not only was Alternative 4 the
preferred alternative based on public outreach, there was strong opposition to Alternative 2.
Therefore, Alternative 4 is the recommended alternative.
After alternative 4 was selected as the recommended alternative, operational refinements were made
to off‐set some of the costs. Based on the projected ridership, HART recommended utilizing 23’
cutaway buses on the north and south loops rather than the typical 29’ or 42’ coach buses and initially
keep the route from Brandon Mall to Amazon/HCC SouthShore Campus as limited express service.
Headways and route alignments were not altered.
Table 14 | Alternative 4 Costs ‐ Original v. Refined

Alternative

4

4
(With
Refinements)

Route Type

Annual Operating Cost ($1,000)
Demand
Weekday
Saturday
Response
(ADA)

Capital Cost
Vehicles

Stops

Total

Fixed

2,471

427

378

5,577

776

6,353

Flex

539

94

0

506

0

506

Total

3,010

521

378

7,731

776

8,507

Fixed

1,772

306

378

1,521

775

2,296

Flex

539

94

0

506

0

506

Total

2,311

400

378

3,926

775

4,701
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Proposed Phasing
The recommended alternative, Alternative 4 with Refinements, will be incorporated into HART’s Transit
Development Plan Update: Fiscal Year 2015 – 2023 (TDP). The proposed implementation schedule is as
follows:
Phase I: Year 2020
Implement the north and south bi‐directional loops
Delete existing Route 31 along US‐41
Realign existing Route 53LX to extend from Brandon Mall to the Amazon/HCC
SouthShore Campus
Add one additional bus to the existing South County Flex
Phase II: Year 2022
Expand the South County Flex by area, decrease headway to 45 minutes
Implement the Gibsonton Flex
Implement the Big Bend Flex

Financial Plan
The capital and operating cost of each alternative, by route type, are identified in the Cost Estimation
section of this report since costs were used in developing performance measures for the evaluation of
alternatives. Both operating and capital costs were performance measures and operating costs were
used to calculate operating cost per passenger.
The projected costs and revenues for the recommended alternative, Alternative 4, by phase and over
the five year period of HART’s Transit Development Plan are presented in this section.

Revenues
HART’s current (Year 2014) base fare for Local and Limited Express service is $2.00 per trip and $1.00 for
HARTFlex (flex service) with discount fares available for selected riders and for multi‐trip tickets. The
average fare paid on each route is approximately 50% of the full fare. Also, it is anticipated that the fare
will increase twenty‐five cents every two years beginning in 2016. This study estimated the 2025
ridership therefore, the ridership was factored down to the years 2020 through 2024. The ridership was
multiplied by the average fare to determine the estimated revenue by phase.
Table 15 summarizes the capital, operating, and projected revenue by route and Phase for Alternative 4
over five years beginning in 2020 and going through 2014, the last year of HART’s TDP currently being
developed. The captial and operating costs are inflated at 2.5% per year from the original estimate in
the Cost Estimation section of this report. Under this plan most of the capital costs are expended in
2020 with little to be phased in for 2014 since most of the bus stops and replacement buses will be
needed in the earlier phase.
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Table 15 | Preferred Alternative Financial Phasing Plan
2020
Route
Number

Route Name

Capital Cost

Operating
Cost

2021
Revenue

Operating
Cost

2022
Revenue

Capital Cost

Operating
Cost

2023
Revenue

Operating
Cost

2024
Revenue

Operating
Cost

Revenue

Phase I
Fixed Routes
1

US‐301

$1,763,894

$968,966

$107,045

$993,191

$109,543

$1,018,020

$121,847

$1,043,471

$124,689

$1,069,558

$138,658

2

North Loop

$702,675

$580,345

$58,324

$594,853

$59,685

$609,724

$66,389

$624,968

$67,938

$640,592

$75,547

3

South Loop
HSF
Connection

$702,675

$819,310

$92,805

$839,793

$94,972

$860,787

$105,638

$882,307

$108,102

$904,365

$120,213

$40,965

$30,796

$41,990

$31,514

$43,039

$35,054

$44,115

$35,871

$45,218

$39,889

$246,079

$16,860

$252,231

$17,254

$258,537

$19,015

$265,000

$19,458

$271,625

$21,335

$2,655,665

$305,831

$2,722,057

$312,967

$2,790,109

$347,941

$2,859,861

$356,058

$2,931,358

$395,641

Flex Routes
South County
Flex

C

$293,402

Capital and ADA
Stops
Phase I Total

$1,868,846
$5,331,491

Phase II
Flex Routes
A

Gibsonton Flex

$154,128

$213,044

$11,322

$218,370

$11,586

$223,829

$12,703

B

Big Bend Flex
South County
Flex
(Expansion)

$154,128

$172,157

$15,737

$176,461

$16,104

$180,872

$17,657

$127,656

$2,692

$130,847

$2,755

$134,118

$3,020

C

Capital and ADA
Stops

$60,920

ADA

$397,136

Phase II Total
Total

$5,331,491

$2,655,665

$305,831

$2,722,057

$312,967

$407,065

$417,241

$369,176

$909,992

$29,751

$932,742

$30,444

$956,061

$33,380

$369,176

$3,700,101

$377,692

$3,792,604

$386,502

$3,887,419

$429,021

*Capital costs are not shown in years where it equals zero.
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Funding Sources
Potential funding for the expanded service in the SouthShore area may be obtained from the traditional
funding sources that currently finance HART services including capital and operating costs. Capital cost
for fixed assets (e.g., buses, station infrastructure, and ancillary facilities such as maintenance facilities)
generally comes from different sources than funds applied to operations and maintenance of the
service. The specific funding mechanism generally differs even if both the capital and operating costs
comes from the same general category (e.g., federal funds).
It is important to recognize that the cost of public transit service throughout the United States is not
covered solely by revenues received from fares collected for the service. Fare revenues typically cover a
portion of the operating & maintenance costs of the transit service, with capital costs frequently
covered through federal grants and programs.
Funding for transit is derived from two general categories: public sector and private sector.
Public sector funding is derived from public tax dollars allocated through federal, state, and local funding
mechanisms.

Public Sector Funding
The federal government has historically been an important source of funding for transit. Prior to 1991,
highway and transit money were allocated separately. Starting with the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA), and through subsequent legislation, transportation
funding has become increasingly flexible and less mode specific. Today, funding can be used either for
highway or transit with fewer restraints. One element that has remained largely unchanged is that state
and local funding is required to complement federal funding under various matching formulae.
FTA Grants – Funds for urban mass transit are available from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to
qualified transit authorities pursuant to procedures set forth in the Moving Ahead for Progress in the
21st Century Act (MAP‐21). MAP‐21 was enacted in July 2012 to further several important goals,
including safety, state of good repair, performance, and program efficiency. The process of obtaining
federal capital assistance is initiated by a recipient designated by state and local officials, and by publicly
owned operators of mass transportation services. Generally, the designated recipient for a service area
prepares and submits a regional program of projects to the FTA for approval. Additionally, the recipient
is required to file an application with the FTA regional office to be eligible for any FTA program grant.
Federal grants can generally reimburse up to 80 percent of the cost of capital programs and a portion of
operating expenses to improve or continue mass transportation service.
Federal, state, and local resources provide funding to the HART system. Federal and most of the state
programs are not for specific bus transit corridors or routes unless specifically stated.
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Federal Programs
Available FTA funding programs, as identified in MAP‐21 are listed below:
Urbanized Area Formula Program: Section 5307 ‐ Urbanized Area Formula Grants, Section 5336 ‐
Apportionment of Appropriations for Formula Grants
Urbanized Area Formula Program provides the largest source of federal transit funding. Formula funds
are appropriated based on population, transit service provided, and the number of low‐income
individuals and may be used for capital projects, planning, job access and reverse commute projects and
operating costs. The Job Access and Reverse Commute (JARC) program was incorporated into Section
5307 which provides transit service to low‐income individuals to access jobs. Funds may be used for
operating expenses for urban areas with a population fewer than 200,000 and areas with a population
over 200,000 if they operate no more than 100 buses in during peak periods.
Section 5339 – Bus and Bus Facilities Formula Grant
Bus and Bus Facilities Formula Grants may be used for capital projects to purchase buses and related
equipment and to construct bus facilities.
Section 5310 – Formula Grants for the Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
Grants under Section 5310 may be used to plan, design, and carry out public transportation projects to
meet the needs of seniors and individuals with disabilities when public transportation is insufficient,
unavailable, exceeds the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, or provides
alternative transportation to assist seniors and individuals with disabilities.
State Programs
Available sources from the State of Florida, as identified in the Florida Statutes and/or Florida
Department of Transportation Procedures are listed below:
Park and Ride Lot Program
As part of the commuter assistance program to encourage transit and carpools, the Park and Ride Lot
Program provides funding to purchase or lease land to construct park and ride lots based on FDOT
criteria.
Public Transit Block Grant Program
Established by the Florida Legislature, the Public Transit Block Grant Program provides funds for eligible
transit capital and operating costs, consistent with local government comprehensive plans. Funds are
awarded to public transit providers eligible to receive funding from the Federal Transit Administration’s
Sections 5307 and 5311 and to Community Transportation Coordinators.
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Public Transit Service Development Program
The Public Transit Service Development Program, also enacted by the Florida Legislature, provides initial
funding for special projects that incorporate new or innovative techniques to improve or expand public
transit services. Projects may include: new technologies, routes, services, or the purchase of special
transportation services.
Transit Corridor Program
The Transit Corridor Program provides discretionary funds based on need to support new services within
specific corridors that will reduce or alleviated congestion or other mobility issues. These funds may be
used for transit capital or operating expenses identified in a Transit Development Plan, Congestion
Management System Plan, or other formal study undertaken by a public agency.
Additional state resources may be available to local governments and transit agencies to provide for the
local share of project costs.
Local Resources
Local jurisdictions have enacted taxes or earmarked existing taxes specifically for transit operations.
Portions or motor vehicle registration fees, portions of local sales tax, and documents taxes for
registration of public documents (e.g., deeds and mortgages, licenses, etc.) can be applied to public
transit service. Several counties around Florida, including Hillsborough County in 2010, and the country
have considered a sales tax surcharge for application to transit service.
Some jurisdictions make use of road and bridge tolls, and potentially managed lane tolls, to support
public transportation. While these tolls are generally implemented to cover the cost of constructing,
operating, and maintaining the roads and bridges, some cities dedicate as much as 60 percent of the toll
revenues to transit operations. Promoting transit reduces congestion levels on the roads making such
facilities more attractive and avoiding the cost of expanding such facilities when that is even possible.
Increasingly, the public sector is looking at the potential for managed lane tolls to support transit
operations.

Private Funding Sources
In addition to the traditional funding sources, funds from one or more private sources may be used to
fund some or part of the necessary resources needed to implement additional transit services to the
SouthShore area.
Private sector funding generally comes in the form of direct payment by private entities to the transit
agency in the return for the benefits received from a transit service. Residential communities, major
industries and businesses, and large scale developments may offer funding to the public transit agency
to enhance mobility and as a means of mitigating potential traffic congestion. With tax increment
financing (TIF), governments hold tax rates constant and use expected bumps in tax revenues from
increased property values to finance the debt for a project.
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Private organizations may also operate their own transit service as a benefit to their employees and to
make the organization a more attractive place to work. Reductions in infrastructure to support the
employees (e.g., parking lots) and reduced commuting costs are among the benefits to both the
employer and the employee. Google is an example of an organization that provides their own transit
service as a benefit to their employees.
Opportunities for private funding within the South Shore area may be possible for new businesses
specifically Amazon and St. Joseph’s Hospital. Under typical partnership arrangements, the organization
pays the transit provider a fixed sum in exchange for unlimited use by all members of the organization
(e.g., employees, students, etc.).
Impact fees and growth management fees generally make use of the public sector power to tax in
combination with the financial resources of the private sector and the benefits that it accrues. Impact
fees are assessed on new developments under the logic that these developments will require new
transportation infrastructure to meet the travel demand of these developments and to offset the
roadway congestion that would occur if no new transportation infrastructure is added.
Developers may find that being located in proximity to a transit service increases the value of the
property proposed for development. In effect, the development fees paid by these developers simply
returns some portion of that increased value where the benefit is initially generated. The Dulles‐Tysons
Corner corridor in Northern Virginia many years ago recognized the benefit and increased value that
would accrue to land near the proposed rail line. The land owners voluntary increased property taxes
and dedicated those funds to the public sector to advance a transit project that otherwise might have
been many years in the future if at all.
Public Private Partnerships
A Public‐Private Partnerships (PPPs) is a contractual agreement between a public agency and a private
entity as a way to accelerate delivery of transportation projects. The private partner may contribute to
the design, construction, financing, and operations and maintenance of project or any combination
thereof. PPPs are usually reserved for large infrastructure projects. Central to the success of PPPs is a
revenue stream that can repay any initial cost incurred by the private entity. Transit has traditionally
found this arrangement challenging as the revenue source, fares, is typically insufficient to provide the
necessary revenue. Toll roads built under a PPP arrangement use the tolls as repayment. In some cases,
the public sector may simply pay an annual availability pay in lieu of tolls, in effect paying the tolls on
behalf of the users.
Corporate Transit Program
HART offers the Corporate Transit Program to encourage the use of public transportation. This program
provides nontaxable fare subsidies up to $240 per employee per month toward the cost of public
transportation. Federal law entitles all US employees to this tax‐deductible business expense.
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Advertising
Advertising at bus stops and on buses will produce some revenue. Some companies may supply
infrastructure (bus shelters) in exchange for the right to advertise on them and even provide a portion
back to the agency. HART currently incorporates these policies.
Home Owner Associations (HOA) and Condominium Owner Association Fees (COA)
HOA and COA fees may be collected from an HOA and/or COA to fund service to a specific area. HART
currently has agreements with Sun City Center and Kings Point to allow residents to ride HART buses
with a valid ID.
University Programs
Many institutes of higher learning have found it advantageous to support a public transit agency by
applying student activity fees and other charges to students and then offering unlimited, free use of the
transit service. In this way the educational institution can give mobility to students who may not have
access to automobiles and yet avoid the staffing, infrastructure, liability, and specialized knowledge
needed to run a transit operation. Service can be scalable, allowing the institution to “purchase” only as
much service as is needed while capitalizing on the economies of scale of the existing transit provider.
HART sponsors the U‐PASS Program with the University of South Florida (USF). With valid USF ID cards,
USF students can ride all HART services for free and USF faculty and staff can ride for twenty‐five cents.
Students pay for this service through an activity fee and HART invoices USF each month based on the
number of passengers. Hillsborough County Community College, especially the SouthShore campus, is
another good candidate for this program.
HART’s current HOA/COA and U‐PASS programs provide a needed service but are not revenue
generators. These programs may be restructured or renegotiated to generate some revenue.
Private funding sources would be the most flexible to support the implementation of the
recommendations for the SouthShore Transit Circulator Study since they can be targeted for the
ShouthShore area.
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MPO RESOLUTION #2014-1
APPROVING THE FYs 2015 & 2016
UNIFIED PLANNING WORK PROGRAM
WHEREAS, the Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is the
designated and constituted body responsible for the urban transportation planning process for
the Tampa Bay Transportation Management Area within Hillsborough County, and is also the
designated official planning agency in coordinating transportation for the transportation
disadvantaged;
WHEREAS, as required by 23 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Section 450.308 and Florida
Statutes Section 339.175(9), the MPO has developed a Unified Planning Work Program for
Fiscal Years 2012/13 & 2013/14, and included in that work program tasks pursuant to Florida
Statutes Section 427.015 and Rule 41-2 Florida Administrative Code (FAC) regarding planning
for the transportation disadvantaged;
WHEREAS, the MPO is adopting the procedures included herewith to comply with Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 pursuant to 23 CFR 450.334 and Assurance under 23 USC 324 and 29
USC 794; Executive Order 13166, prohibiting recipients of federal financial assistance from
discriminating based on national origin by, among other things, failing to provide meaningful
access to individuals of Limited English Proficiency (LEP); and with 49 CFR Part 26 regarding
Disadvantaged Business Enterprises;
Now, therefore, be it resolved that the Unified Planning Work Program for Fiscal Years 2015 &
2016 is approved and authorized to be submitted to state and federal agencies, and that the
Executive Director is authorized to develop and execute all supporting and program objective
related grant applications, participation agreements, reimbursement requests, and assurances,
and to authorize expenditures in support of said document.
Passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the Hillsborough County MPO Board this __ day of
May, 2014.

Commissioner Mark Sharpe, MPO Chair

Linda M. Ferraro, MPO Secretary

Adam Gormly, MPO Attorney
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Authentication
The Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization in regular session, on
May __, 2014, endorsed the FY 2015 and 2016 Unified Planning Work Program for Hillsborough
County. By this action, the board directs the execution of all associated contracts and
agreements by the Chairman of the Metropolitan Planning Organization or his designee.

Commissioner Mark Sharpe, MPO
Chairman
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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, 2014 to June 30, 2016.
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.
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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 (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 ( 2013, 2014)
FY 2013 & 2014 UPWP and amendments (2012 - 2014)
Update of ITS Master Plan Phase I (2012)
Update of CMP System Performance Report (2012)
Pedestrian & Bicycle High Crash Areas Strategic Plan for Unincorporated Hillsborough County (2012)
Gasparilla Bicycle Safety Rodeo (2013 & 2014)
Tampa Bypass Canal Trail Feasibility Study (2013)
Tampa Port Authority’s 2010 Strategic Plan Update (2011)
Westshore Multi-modal Center Station Area Locational Study & Sketch Plan (2011)
2035 Plan Post-Referendum Analysis (2011)
Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan (2013, 2014)
Annual Evaluation of the Community Transportation Coordinator (2013, 2014)
MPO Project Priorities for TIP (2013 & 2014)
FY 2012/13 – 2016/17 TIP document (2012)
FY 2013/14 – 201/18 TIP document (2013)
Federal Obligations Reports (2013 & 2014)
Re-designed transportation database to consolidate bicycle, pedestrian, transit and highway data
(2012)
Updated Traffic Counts (2011, 2014)
2010 & 2011Public Participation Measures of Effectiveness Report (2012)
Public Participation Plan amendments (2012, 2013)
Imagine 2040 Public Survey
Regional Ride Guide for Pasco, Pinellas and Hillsborough Counties (2010)
Regional Multi-Use Trails Map (2013)

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:
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•

Intelligent Transportation System (ITS), Congestion Management and Crash
Mitigation Planning (Task 2.1)
◊
◊
◊
◊

◊

◊
◊
◊
◊

•

Updates to Hillsborough County portion of Tampa Bay Regional ITS Architecture (as needed)
Prioritized list of ITS projects for consideration in 2040 Plan (Fall 2013 – Winter 2014)
Prioritized 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
Congestion management, safety and lane management strategies, and follow-up analyses of
locations recommended for safety/mobility feasibility studies, including Gunn Hwy.,
th
Tampa/Florida Ave., Waters Avenue, Dale Mabry Hwy., Fowler Ave., Columbus Dr./19 Ave.,
and Bloomingdale Ave. (Spring 2016)
Updated CMP System Performance Report (Spring 2016)
Assist agencies in implementing management systems and CMP recommendations (Ongoing)
Public outreach to advance the CMP, including safety education and other brochures, pamphlets
and other printed collateral products recommended in CMP studies (as needed)
Congestion management, safety and lane management strategies for Tampa/Florida Avenues
from Kennedy to Violet St. (Summer 2014)

Data Monitoring (Task 6.1) and Assist Local Governments (Task 8.1)
◊
◊
◊
◊
◊

TBRPM inputs to support corridor or subarea studies (as needed)
Updated traffic count data (Winter 2015)
Updated web-based traffic count system (Annually)
Updated and reprinted Bicycle Suitability map (Spring 2016)
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 5.1)
◊
◊
◊
◊

◊
•

Long Range Transportation Plan (Task 3.1)
◊
◊
◊
◊
◊
◊
◊
◊

◊

•

BRT in Managed Lanes Study (Spring 2015)
ETDM Analyses of major projects in the Cost Affordable Plan (Fall 2014)
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)
Enhancements to the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model (as needed)
2040 LRTP (2014) and amendments (if needed)
Public Outreach for 2040 Plan; (Summer -Fall 2014)
Technical memoranda to support LRTP decision-making (as needed).
Brochures, flyers, maps, pamphlets, websites, advertising and other collateral material to support
public outreach associated with the 2040 Plan (as needed).
Financial scenarios for the 2040 Plan balancing costs and revenues in $YOE (ongoing)
Draft LRTP document for public review (Fall 2014)
Final LRTP document (Spring 2015)
Analyses of public comments and survey results (Fall 2014)

Complete Streets/Safety and Access for All Users (Tasks 2.3 and 6.1)
◊
◊

Complete Streets Policy and Implementation Tasks (as needed)
Green Artery Phasing Plan (Fall 2015)

◊

Trail Plan connecting Pinellas to Manatee, looking at gaps between Dale Mabry to Downtown and
Palm River to Gibsonton (Spring 2016)
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•

Transit and TDM Planning (Task 2.5)
◊
◊
◊

◊

•

Regional Plans and Programs (Task 8.2)
◊
◊
◊
◊
◊
◊
◊
◊
◊
◊
◊

◊

•

Comments on HART TDP (Annually, Spring)
Service Planning for areas identified by HART (as requested)
Feasibility analyses for Bus Rapid Transit in Managed Lanes (Spring, 2015)
Recommendations from Downtown Transit Assets and Opportunities Study (Fall 2014)
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 model enhancements
Comments on proposed regional and state plans and DRI’s.
Implementation of the Tampa Bay Regional Strategic Freight Plan.
Support the Tampa Bay TMA Leadership Group
Support for the 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 3.1, 4.1, 6, and 8)
◊ 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.

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 2035 Plan was adopted in 2009, has been amended several times since,
and is on track to be updated again by November 2014. The result will be the 2040 Plan.
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.
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•
•
•

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.

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.
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.
In 2008, EPA significantly strengthened the National Ambient Air Quality Standards for groundlevel ozone, the primary component of smog, lowering the eight-hour average of NAAQS
primary standard for ozone to 75 parts per billion (PPB). The ozone standard is under review
by EPA and could be revised again by 2015, which could potentially affect the Tampa/St.
Petersburg/Clearwater urbanized area’s compliance with the standard. If the area falls back
into non-attainment status, 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-rapidtransit 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
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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.
Florida’s Planning Emphasis Areas
Florida has been ranked in the top five states in regards to pedestrian and bicyclist deaths over
the past decade. A concerted effort from all partners involved is needed to reduce both
pedestrian and bicycle crashes. The Florida Highway Safety Plan contains a vulnerable road
users emphasis area. A major strategy within this area is to develop and use a systematic
approach to identify locations and behaviors prone to pedestrian and bicycle crashes and
implement multidisciplinary countermeasures. The FDOT Safety Office now has the ability to
identify clusters of bicycle and pedestrian safety crashes on a statewide basis. The system they
have developed can also access accident reports associated with the crashes to provide
specific information in addition to the locational data. Initial “hot spot “maps have been
distributed to the Districts during the first quarter of 2014.
A Pedestrian Safety Action Plan (PSAP) is intended to provide a guide to help state and local
officials know where to begin to address pedestrian safety issues. It is intended to assist
agencies in further enhancing their existing pedestrian safety program and activities, including
identifying safety problems and selecting optimal solutions. Several Florida MPOs including
MetroPlan Orlando and Pinellas MPO already have developed and adopted along with their
partners pedestrian safety action plans. FHWA provides extensive resources and guidance
regarding the development of PSAPs. Training will be available within the State in the
upcoming year.
In 2011 the Hillsborough County MPO adopted a Pedestrian Safety Action Plan that earned
FHWA’s Transportation Planning Excellence Award. A major planning emphasis area for this
year is to further pursue implementation of the Plan. The objective is to identify locations and
behaviors prone to historical pedestrian bicycle crashes and work with local agencies on
countermeasures designed to eliminate them.
Public Involvement and Agency Coordination Process
The MPO places a high priority on meaningful public engagement to help prioritize tasks in the
UPWP. In 2013, for example, the MPO and Hillsborough County City-County Planning
Commission embarked on a scenario planning exercise to lay the groundwork for updating our
county’s and three cities’ Comprehensive Plans simultaneously with the Long Range
Transportation Plan. Called “Imagine 2040”, the effort began with a working group made up of
citizens, staff and private sector representatives. The group was instrumental in highlighting
issues and formulating three distinctly different growth strategies to evaluate for their benefits,
costs and impacts.
The centerpiece of the Imagine 2040 initiative was a highly visual, interactive survey of citizens
to obtain their preferences, priorities and asking the fundamental question “How should we
grow?” In particular, the survey asked the public to weigh in on three different growth
strategies. The results will guide the updates of the Comprehensive Plans and the Long Range
Transportation Plan based on a horizon year of 2040. The survey employed an online public
engagement tool called Metroquest, as well as a companion paper survey questionnaire for use
by people without access to the Internet, or for use at public meetings when Internet access was
not practical.
Imagine 2040 was by far most extensive public engagement effort ever mounted by the
Planning Commission and MPO. In total, the survey obtained input from more than 3,500
DRAFT FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

8

Hillsborough County MPO

participants, who submitted more than 91,500 data points and 3,363 individual comments.
Going forward, more than 600 participants provided an email address, indicative of a desire to
stay involved.
The Imagine 2040 exercise resulted in a distinct message from those survey-takers that the
pattern of a sprawling urban county is no longer preferred. Instead citizens preferred a more
efficient utilization of our existing infrastructure/systems through a growth pattern of compact
development and fiscally responsible transportation alternatives. Moreover, the survey showed
a clear recognition that with regard to funding, simply maintaining the status quo was not
preferred and more funding will be needed to improve transportation in Hillsborough County.

Figure 1: Imagine 2040 Online Survey

That said, the MPO also recognizes that it does not operate in a vacuum and collaboration with
other agencies is essential if the MPO plans are to be implemented. A prime example taking
place in at the local level in Hillsborough County is the Policy Leadership Group for
Transportation and Economic Development. Made up of the Board of County Commissioners,
mayors of the three cities, and chair of HART’s Board of Directors, the focus is how
transportation can facilitate job creation and job retention – moving people and products. The
MPO staff has been integrally involved as an information resource for the Policy Leadership
Group. The group is working to Identify potential transportation improvements that:
◊
◊
◊
◊

Optimize current assets/investments
Build capacity
Create choices
Support live-work-play

Later in 2014, the Policy Leadership Group will evaluate funding options and establish priorities.
The MPO anticipates that funding decisions made by the Group will have a significant effect on
project selection and funding in the 2040 Plan, and follow-on planning tasks in the UPWP.
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At the regional level, MPOs are in the process of re-aligning themselves to accomplish their
missions more effectively. On February 13, 2014, the Governor re-designated the MPOs in
Hillsborough County and surrounding counties. However, in response to changes in the
urbanized area as of the last decennial census, the Hillsborough, Pasco and Pinellas MPOs
recently formed the Tampa Bay Transportation Management Area (TMA). The purpose of this
group is to forge a consensus on regional transportation priorities affecting the heart of the
region. The West Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating Committee (CCC), which covers a
much larger eight-county region, will be merged into TBARTA.
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 March and April 2014. In addition, it was presented to the MPO in April and May
2014. 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 draft
and final versions 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.
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 10 business days before the public meeting.
Planning Factors
The MPO performs its planning activities in accordance with federal and state laws and rules.
MAP-21 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. Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users;
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3. Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized
users;

4. Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight;
5. 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 2035 Plan was developed in accordance with adopted Goals, Objectives, and
Policies which address each of the eight planning factors. In selecting projects to include in the
Cost Affordable LRTP (and subsequently the Transportation Improvement Program or TIP), a
series of ten performance-based measures was developed to evaluate each project’s merit and
relative priority in relation to the Goals and Objectives. . The process for developing these
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 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 V of the LRTP. Transportation systems are vitally
important in ensuring security of the community in case of a disaster. This concern is
addressed with the MPO’s project prioritization performance measure that takes designated
Evacuation Routes into consideration. Additionally, FHWA selected the MPO in 2013 as a
transportation vulnerability assessment and adaptation strategy pilot project. The project is
ongoing and focuses on the vulnerability of the transportation network to inland flooding, storm
surge, and sea level rise.
Access and mobility for people and freight is addressed in Goal III of the LRTP, which states
that a major emphasis of the plan is to “promote accessibility and mobility…for people and
freight.” The ways in which transportation improvements can support this goal are taken into
consideration in at least 3 of the 10 project prioritization performance measures: alternatives to
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driving alone, improving access to activity centers, and enhancing goods movement. 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. In 2011, the MPO
organized a meeting of local stakeholders to provide a more fine-grained review of the goods
movement strategies, and to discuss implementation opportunities. Also in FY 2010-11, the
MPO provided financial support to the Tampa Port Authority to assist in the update of its
Strategic Plan, and help identify surface transportation issues and needs. In the last two years
the MPO completed two studies related to freight and goods movement: an analysis of freight
hotspots around the CSX Intermodal Yard in East Tampa, and the SR 60/Brandon Blvd.
compatibility study, which considered potential truck traffic generated by the CSX Integrated
Logistics Center under development in Winter Haven.
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 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, 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.
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. Last year, for example, the MPO
completed an update to the ITS Master Plan.
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Preservation of the existing system is achieved in the MPO’s planning process by prioritizing
projects for available funds only after system maintenance funding needs have been met. Over
the past year, the MPO has been made aware by its planning partners that declines in gas tax,
property tax and sales tax revenues have not only challenged the capital improvement
programs but are also impacting system maintenance schedules for roads, bridges, the transit
fleet, and other components of the transportation system. The MPO has been conducting an
extensive study of potential revenue sources to address transportation needs, following the
failure of a sales tax referendum for transportation in 2010. This “2035 Plan Post-Referendum
Analysis” has used public opinion research – specifically, a scientific random sample survey of
local registered voters conducted in 2012 to identify public perceptions of current transportation
issues and the courses of action most palatable to residents. Maintenance and preservation of
the existing transportation system will be the top priority for any new local revenue source.

DRAFT FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

13

Hillsborough County MPO

2.2
2.3
2.4
2.5
2.6
3.0
3.1
4.0
4.1
5.0
5.1
6.0
6.1
7.0
7.1
8.0
8.1
8.2
9.0
9.1
10.0
10.1

DRAFT FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8




































































































































































































14









Emphasize the preservation of the
existing transportation system.

Increase the safety of the transportation
system for motorized and non-motorized
users.

2.1

Task Name
Transportation Planning Management
Transp. Planning Management
Systems Planning
ITS, Congestion Management & Crash Mitigation
Planning
Security & Emergency Preparedness
Complete Streets & Non-Motorized Planning
Intermodal / Freight Planning
Transit and Trans. Demand Mgmt. (TDM) Planning
Transportation Disadvantaged Planning
Long Range Transportation Plan
Long Range Transportation Planning
Transportation Improvement Program
Transportation Improvement Program
Other Projects
Corridor, Sub-Area and Environmental Studies
Data Monitoring
Multi-Modal, System Socioeconomic, Land Use,
Air Quality, and Environmental Data
Public Participation
Support Decision-Making and Monitor Feedback
Coordination in Region and State
Coordinate with Hillsborough County Agencies
Regional and State-wide Coordination
HART Planning Program
Transit Database and Planning
FDOT Planning Program
FDOT Planning Program

Support the economic vitality of the
metropolitan area, especially global
competitiveness, productivity, and
efficiency.
#
1.0
1.1
2.0

Increase the security of the transportation
system for motorized and non-motorized
users.
Increase the accessibility and mobility
options available to people and for
freight,
Protect and enhance the environment,
promote energy conservation and
improve quality of life.
Enhance the integration and
connectivity of the transportation system
across and between modes for people
and freight.
Promote efficient system management
and operation.

Table 1: SAFETEA-LU Planning Factors
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Guide to Abbreviations and Acronyms
Americans with Disabilities Act

JCAC

Joint Citizens Advisory Committee

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

CIP

ADA

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

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 & Management of the Planning Process
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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 seven standing committees to advise the MPO on a variety of subjects. In
2011, the MPO revised its by-laws to formalize all of its standing advisory committees. The
following diagram shows the relationship of the MPO to its standing subcommittees.
MPO

CITIZENS

POLICY

ADVISORY

COMMITTEE

COMMITTEE

TECHNICAL

LIVABLE ROADWAYS
COMMITTEE

ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

TRANS. DISADV.

BICYCLE / PEDESTRIAN
ADVISORY

COORD. BOARD

COMMITTEE

ITS COMMITTEE

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 Seven
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 Transit
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
Interlocal Agreement for the Creation of the MPO
Federal Transit Administration Section 5303 JPA
Surface Transportation Funds JPA (Contract AQF41)
Second Amended & Restated Interlocal Agreement for
Regional Transportation & Coordination in West Central
Florida

January 15, 2008
December 1, 2009

(See Note a)
(See Note b)

Sept. 10, 2009
October 20, 2004
November 23, 2009
October 5, 2011
July 12, 2011

Sept. 9, 2014
(See Note c)
December 31, 2012
December 31, 2014
(See Note b)

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 five years.

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
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III. WORK PROGRAM
This planning work program was developed in cooperation with FDOT and local agencies. The
major categories of planning work include:
1

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING MANAGEMENT
1.1
Transportation Planning Management

2

SYSTEMS PLANNING
2.1
ITS, Congestion Management & Crash Mitigation Planning
2.2
Security & Emergency Preparedness Planning
2.3
Complete Streets & Non-Motorized Planning
2.4
Intermodal / Freight Planning
2.5
Transit and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Planning
2.6
Transportation Disadvantaged Planning

3

LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
3.1
Long Range Transportation Planning

4

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
4.1
Transportation Improvement Program

5

OTHER PROJECTS
5.1
Corridor, Sub-Area, and Environmental Studies

6

DATA MONITORING
6.1
Multi-Modal, Socioeconomic, Land Use, Air Quality, and Environmental Data

7

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
7.1
Support Decision Making and Monitor Feedback

8

COORDINATION IN REGION AND STATE
8.1
Coordinate with Hillsborough County Agencies
8.2
Regional and State-wide Coordination

9

HART PLANNING PROGRAM
9.1
Transit Planning & System Database

10

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM
10.1 FDOT 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 timeframes:

Quarter 1
Quarter 2
Quarter 3
Quarter 4

FY 2015
Summer (July – September, 2014)
Fall (October – December, 2014)
Winter (January – March, 2015)
Spring (April – June, 2015)

DRAFT FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

FY 2016
Summer (July – September, 2015)
Fall (October – December, 2015)
Winter (January – March, 2016)
Spring (April – June, 2016)
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TASK 1
Transportation Planning Management
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TASK 1.1

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.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 UPWP Amendments (2013 & 2014)
 Quadrennial Federal MPO Certification (2013)
 Annual Joint Certification with FDOT (2014)
 FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP (2014)
 Monitored & commented on pending re-authorization of MAP-21, the federal transportation
authorization (2013 & 2014)
 Reviewed, monitored, and commented on proposed state legislation regarding changes to the
transportation planning process (2013 & 2014)
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.

METHODOLOGY:
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.
Travel to necessary training.
Manage in-house staff and consultants to accomplish planning tasks.
Re-advertise and selection of General Planning Consultants.
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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 re-authorization of MAP-21 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, 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.
STP and/or PL funds may be used in support of these tasks.
END PRODUCTS:
UPWP oversight and management (Ongoing)
Updated Requirements & Procedures (Ongoing)
State/Fed. Certification of MPO process (Annually, Winter – Spring)
Update Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Goal (Annually, Spring)
Independent single audit of grants through County (as needed)
GPC contract re-solicitation and awards (Spring-Summer 2015)
Grant progress reports, invoices, and timekeeping records (Quarterly)
Grants management system (Spring 2016)
Funds deobligation request and UPWP amendments (as needed)
FY 2017 & 2018 UPWP (Winter – Spring 2016)
Legal services for MPO (Ongoing)
DRAFT FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

28

Hillsborough County MPO

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, CCC, 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)
•

(Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*
(*) Lead Agency

Funding Sources - Task 1.1
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
250,000
$
$
40,000
$
5,000
$
5,000
$
20,000
$
320,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
250,000
$
20,000
$
40,000
$
5,000
$
5,000
$
$
320,000

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and
other governing bodies.
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TASK 2
Systems Planning
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TASK 2.1 Intelligent Transportation System, Congestion Management & Crash Mitigation Planning

1B1B

OBJECTIVE: Participate in planning and funding an integrated and inter-operable Intelligent
Transportation System (ITS) within Hillsborough County. Prioritize ITS projects for inclusion in the 2040
Plan. Update the Congestion/Mobility Management Process (CMP) 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.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Update of ITS Master Plan Phase II (2013)


Lane Operations – Bruce B. Downs HOV Feasibility Study (2013)



Crash Severity Reduction – East Hillsborough Ave. Corridor Study (2013

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

METHODOLOGY:
Maintain the ITS Committee as a forum to discuss operations and maintenance issues.
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, 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.
Assist local governments in implementing recommendations of completed ITS studies and plans.
Use the prioritization process to evaluate the investment of ITS alternatives and assess their
performance relative to other types of transportation system improvements.
STP and/or PL funds may be used to analyze data and prepare plans in support of these tasks.
Develop process and metrics for monitoring and evaluating the performance and effectiveness of the
CMP on the multi-modal transportation system.
Maintain the CMP Steering Committee and using the updated System Performance Report, identify
areas and issues for more detailed analysis.
Integrate a crash analysis and safety strategies into the CMP.
Evaluate the effectiveness of implemented strategies from previous Corridor and Sub-Area Studies.
Analyze arterial travel times using INRIX available from FDOT and/or other data sources.
Ensure that the CMP is compatible with the Regional Congestion Management Process.
Include CMP priorities in the TIP by identifying, prioritizing, and costing out current projects related to
congestion, maintenance, operations, security, and safety.
Develop process to assist local governments in implementing recommendations of completed CMP
studies and plans.
Seek public input in updating the CMP.
Produce, publish, and distribute informational material outlining CMP recommendations.
Participation in Hillsborough Community Traffic Safety Team.
DRAFT FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

33

Hillsborough County MPO

Apply for grants as appropriate.
Produce and distribute safety educational materials.
Travel to and participate in necessary workshops/meetings.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
STP and/or PL funds may be used to collect & analyze data and prepare plans in support of these
tasks.
END PRODUCTS:
Updates to Hillsborough County portion of Tampa Bay Regional ITS Architecture (as needed)
Prioritized list of ITS projects for consideration in 2040 Plan (Fall 2013 – Winter 2014)
Prioritized 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
Congestion management, safety and lane management strategies, and follow-up analyses of locations
recommended for safety/mobility feasibility studies, including Gunn Hwy., Tampa/Florida Ave., Waters
th
Avenue, Dale Mabry Hwy., Fowler Ave., Columbus Dr./19 Ave., and Bloomingdale Ave. (Spring 2016)
Updated CMP System Performance Report (Spring 2016)
Assist agencies in implementing management systems and CMP recommendations (Ongoing)
Public outreach to advance the CMP, including safety education and other brochures, pamphlets and
other printed collateral products recommended in CMP studies (as needed)
Congestion management, safety and lane management strategies for Tampa/Florida Avenues from
Kennedy to Violet St. (Summer 2014)
•

(Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*, FDOT, HART,
Hillsborough County, City of
Tampa, and other agencies
on the CMS Steering
Committee
(*) Lead Agency

Funding Sources - Task 2.1
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
18,000
$
$
12,000
$
1,500
$
1,500
$
80,000
$
113,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
18,000
$
$
12,000
$
1,500
$
1,500
$
140,000
$
173,000

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and
other governing bodies.
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TASK 2.2

Security and Emergency Preparedness Planning

2B2B

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.
3

PLANNING FACTORS: 3, 5, 8
4B

PREVIOUS WORK:
5B

Completed
6

 Updated inventory of critical infrastructure and key assets in transportation system.
Ongoing
 FHWA Pilot Project on Transportation Vulnerability Assessment and Adaptation Strategies
 Resiliency Performance Measures
7B7B

METHODOLOGY:

Coordinate with TBRPC, Hillsborough County Emergency Operations, 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 sea level rise 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, emergency
management services, transit operators, the Tampa Port Authority and the U.S. Coast Guard.
8B8B

END PRODUCTS:

LRTP needs and project priorities reflecting security and emergency preparedness considerations
Vulnerability Assessment & Adaptation Options Pilot Project Final Report (financial project # 433921-1,
Summer 2014), and associated follow-up analyses.
•

(Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*, FDOT, HART,
Hillsborough County, City of
Tampa, and other agencies
on the CMS Steering
Committee
(*) Lead Agency

Funding Sources - Task 2.2
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FHWA Pilot Project
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15) Year 2 (2015/16)
$
3,555 $
3,555
$
- $
$
$
- $
$
- $
$
- $
$
40,000 $
$
43,555 $
3,555

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and
other governing bodies.
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9B9B

TASK 2.3

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.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Study of bicycle, pedestrian and aesthetic improvements on SR 39 from Reynolds St. to Alexander
St. (Summer 2013)
 Tampa Walk-Bike Plan Phase II (Summer 2012)
 Tampa Walk-Bike Plan Phase III (Winter 2013)
 Tampa By-Pass Canal Concept Plan and Feasibility Study (Summer 2012)
 Trail feasibility study for George Rd. from Independence Dr. to north of Hillsborough Ave. (Summer
2013)
Ongoing
 Review road construction projects for bike, pedestrian, and livable roadways considerations.
METHODOLOGY:
As input to the 2040 Plan, review and update the countywide Comprehensive Needs Assessment for
walking and cycling facilities, including the need for sidewalks, crosswalks, on-road cycling facilities and
off-road trails.
Prioritizing the Walk Bike III premiter trail segmentsfor funding an implementation.
Analyze pedestrian and bicycle connections in relation to transit area planning and access to transit
stops and recommend improvements.
Analyze the MPO’s Livable Roadways Design Guidelines for use in Complete Streets implementation.
Assess pedestrian crash hot spots for impact on the eldery and children with FDOT, Area Agency on
Aging, and other community partners.
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.
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 facility projects, comprehensive and community plans, and development
proposals to ensure that the needs of non-motorized travelers have been considered, offering a wellplanned, 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
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systems, such as the City of Tampa’s Walk-Bike Plan.
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.
Assist local jurisdictions incorporate pedestrian and cycling-supportive urban design principles in local
codes and standards. Develop sample language for local agency consideration.
Support the Lights on Bikes Campaign.
Identify opportunities for multi-use trails along waterways such as the Tampa Bypass Canal.
Support the promotion of bicycle tourism and tours.
Identify opportunities to connect trails across road barriers such as Dale Mabry Highway.
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.
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 and Trails with community partners including the Health
Department.
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.
Travel to necessary workshops/meetings.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
STP and/or PL 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 and Implementation Tasks (as needed)
Green Artery Phasing Plan (Fall 2015)
Trail Plan connecting Pinellas to Manatee, looking at gaps between Dale Mabry to Downtown and Palm
River to Gibsonton (Spring 2016)
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 (FTA Funds)
♦ Educational and informational programs on bicycle and pedestrian safety (FTA Funds)
• (Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)
RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*, FDOT, Hillsborough
County & Public Works, HART,
BPAC Member Agencies, and
Livable Roadways Committee
Member Agencies
(*) Lead Agency

Funding Sources - Task 2.3
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
30,000
$
$
20,000
$
2,500
$
2,500
$
75,000
$
130,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
30,000
$
45,000
$
20,000
$
2,500
$
2,500
$
85,000
$
185,000

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and other governing
bodies.
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TASK 2.4

Intermodal / Freight Planning

10B10B

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.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 SR 60 Compatibility & Freight Corridor Study (Winter – Spring 2013)


Freight Hot Spot Analysis (Summer – Fall 2014)

Ongoing
 Freight Needs Assessment for 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan
 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
METHODOLOGY:
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
Conduct studies in support of goods movement to and through Tampa Port Authority facilities.
Monitor and update key freight industry stakeholders and opportunities to develop partnerships among
business, trade, transportation, and economic development officials.
Designate MPO staff member as representative to the FDOT District Seven Transportation Providers
Advisory Group.
Participate in state and regional aviation activities, including the Continuing Florida Aviation Systems
Planning Process meetings.
Identify best practices in freight movement planning, including programs to generate revenue
specifically for freight-related transportation improvements.
Hold meetings of the Hillsborough County Goods Movement Stakeholders Committee.
Studies related to the impact of truck traffic and goods movements on communities, including such
corridors as SR 60 in eastern Hillsborough County.
Identify needed improvements, priorities and potential funding sources related to freight and goods
movement for consideration in the 2040 Plan.
Collaborate with FDOT District Seven Regional Goods Movement Study to identify Hillsborough County
freight hot-spot locations and longer-term capacity projects.
Travel to necessary workshops/meetings.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
STP and/or PL funds may be used to analyze data and prepare plans in support of these tasks.
END PRODUCTS:
Update Truck Route Plan (2016)
Freight needs and cost affordable projects identified in 2040 Plan (Fall 2014)
Technical, corridor and feasibility studies related to freight and goods movement (ongoing)
•

(Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)
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RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*, FDOT, Tampa Port
Authority, Hillsborough County
Aviation Authority, Hillsborough
County and Public Works

(*) Lead Agency; FDOT is Lead
Agency for Regional Goods
Movement Study
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Funding Sources - Task 2.4
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
9,000
$
$
8,000
$
1,000
$
1,000
$
$
19,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
9,000
$
30,000
$
8,000
$
1,000
$
1,000
$
90,000
$
139,000

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and other governing
bodies.
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TASK 2.5

1B11B

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.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Circulator feasibility studies in Westshore and University districts (Summer 2012 – Spring 2013)







Reviewed HART Transit Development Program (TDP) update (2013)
Study the role and function of the streetcar, including capital needs, to make a more effective
contribution to the overall metropolitan transportation system (Summer 2014)
Fixed Guideway Cost Reduction Strategies (Fall 2012) and re-evaluation of 2035 Needs
Assessment corridors (Summer 2014)
Evaluation of Private Sector Participation Potential in Transit Facility Development (Fall 2012)
Updated Community Profiles (Spring 2013)

Ongoing



Review road construction projects for transit considerations
Participate in TBARTA, Transportation Management Committee and FDOT Regional Transportation
Interexchange (R-TIE)

METHODOLOGY:
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 the 2035 Needs Assessment 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 FTA New Starts grant applications as needed, including technical
analysis such as ridership, mobility benefits, 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.
Assist HART in developing strategies to implement and fund facility improvements, including publicprivate partnerships and joint development strategies.
Assist HART in analyzing the existing fare program, and research best practices in regional fare
collection systems.
Assist HART in updating community profiles based upon Census 2010 data to identify demographic and
market characteristics related to the provision of service.
Assist HART in implementing studies and developing a service design model for Brandon, New Tampa,
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
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studies and assess needs, including evaluation of existing service, 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.
Assist HART in evaluating the effectiveness of existing and potential regional express bus routes, parkand-ride locations, and MetroRapid routes.
Update existing transit level of service as needed.
Travel to necessary workshops/meetings.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
STP and/or PL funds may be used to analyze data and prepare plans in support of these tasks.
Provide information and analyses as needed or requested by members of MPO Board and Hillsborough
County Commission.
END PRODUCTS:
Comments on HART TDP (Annually, Spring)
Regional Fare Collection Best Practices (Spring 2014)
Service Planning for Brandon, New Tampa, Northwest Hillsborough or other areas identified by HART
(Fall 2013)
Feasibility analyses for Bus Rapid Transit in Managed Lanes (Spring, 2015)
•

Feasibility analyses for joint use if freight rail corridors with passenger rail service, and streetcar
system improvements based on recommendations of Downtown Transit Assets and
Opportunities Study (Fall 2014)

•

Circulator feasibility studies for various areas within the county, eg. Brandon (as needed)

•

Transit studies to support economic development (as needed)

(Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*, FDOT, TBARTA,
Hillsborough County and
Public Works, HART, TBARTA,
TMOs,
(*) Lead Agency

Funding Sources - Task 2.5
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
$
$
61,600
$
7,700
$
7,700
$
120,000
$
197,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
$
$
61,600
$
7,700
$
7,700
$
100,000
$
177,000

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and other governing
bodies.
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TASK 2.6

Transportation Disadvantaged Planning

12B12B

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.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, 8
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan (2010, 2014)
 Transportation Disadvantaged Day in Tallahassee (2014)
 Annual Expenditures Report (2010, 2014)
 Annual Evaluation of the Community Transportation Coordinator (4 2014)
Ongoing
 Review and evaluate requests for coordination contracts with the CTC
 Priorities for New Freedom Initiative and other transportation disadvantaged funds
METHODOLOGY:
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 local and regional Comprehensive
Plans, including the benefits of the Transportation Disadvantaged Program to the local and regional
economy.
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 Pinellas and Pasco MPOs, solicit and prioritize applications for New Freedom Initiative funds as
part 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.
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.
Travel for staff and board members to necessary training conferences, workshops and meetings.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
STP and/or PL funds may be used to evaluate the CTC and produce informational materials and
support other transportation-related tasks.
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END PRODUCTS:
Updated TDSP (annually, Winter – Spring)
Annual Expenditures Report (Annually, Summer)
Updated Regional Ride Guide (Summer 2015)
Annual Evaluation of CTC (Annually, Winter – Spring)
Transportation Disadvantaged Day in Tallahassee (Annually, Spring)
Priorities for state, federal and other transportation disadvantaged funds (Ongoing)
(Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*, TDCB, Community
Transportation Coordinator
(BOCC)
(*) Lead Agency

Funding Sources - Task 2.6
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FL Trans. Disadvantaged Comm. - Staff
FL Trans. Disadvantaged Comm. - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
$
$
29,000
$
11,000
$
$
$
$
24,000
$
64,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
$
$
29,000
$
11,000
$
$
$
$
35,000
$
75,000

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and
other governing bodies.
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TASK 3
Long Range Transportation Plan
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TASK 3.1

Long Range Transportation Planning

13B13B

OBJECTIVE: Update the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and extend the planning horizon to
2040. Proactively seek public involvement in updating the 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.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Phase 3, follow-up and parallel studies associated with 2035 Post-Referendum Analyses (Fall
2012)
 Validated Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model (Fall 2012)
 Updated goals, objectives, policies and measures of effectiveness (Winter – Spring 2013)
 Updated revenue forecast and project cost estimates (Spring – Summer 2014)
 Updated project prioritization methodology (Spring – Summer 2014)
 2018 E+C network (Fall 2013)
 2040 Needs Assessment & Policy-Constrained Needs Alternative Networks (Fall 2013 – Spring
2014)
 Participated with the Planning Commission and local governments in developing and evaluating
land use and transportation scenarios for 2040, and seeking public input on a preferred scenario.
(2013)
METHODOLOGY:
Amend the current 2040 LRTP if necessary to address significant changes in land use, project scopes,
revenue projections and/or cost estimates.
Pursue recommendations and parallel efforts from the 2035 Plan Post-Referendum Analysis, including
such studies as:
o

Project Delivery & Accountability Strategy

o

Potential Toll Revenue Projects

o

Operating & Maintenance Shortfalls

o

Public opinion research to identify a package of widely supported infrastructure for
consideration in a future referendum

Coordinate with the Planning Commission and local governments to update the LRTP to 2040 in
conjunction with the comprehensive plans for the county and its three cities.
Prepare an assessment of needs through 2040 identified from previous studies and plans, agency and
public input, regional considerations, and other transportation issues.
Re-evaluate the Needs Assessment of major highway and transit capacity projects for opportunities to
reduce public expenditures through operational and other strategies.
Develop and refine alternative highway and transit model networks, including:
o

2018 Existing Plus Committed (E+C)

o

2020 Interim Year

o

2030 Interim Year

o

2040 Horizon Year

o

Networks to be developed iteratively and may include policy-constrained needs and
cost affordable networks.

Engage the freight community and stakeholders in the 2040 LRTP to help identify freight and goods
movement needs and priorities.
Conduct and/or participate in technical studies and community plans, (including air quality analysis and
conformity determination as required) and incorporate findings as necessary.
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Address the need for better transportation infrastructure to serve economic development and
redevelopment areas.
Enhance and use the new Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model to analyze alternative highway and
transit networks.
Participate on a unified schedule with regional partners in Technical Review Team meetings conducted
by FDOT District Seven to jointly:
o

Consider shifting to a new activity based model

o

Review model validation results and refinements

o

Develop measures of effectiveness appropriate for evaluating model results

o

Coordinate with member MPOs in developing alternative scenarios

o

Run the model and review results for alternatives.

Review and update as/if needed the MPO's project prioritization methodology.
Assess and prioritize long-range bicycle, pedestrian, congestion management, intermodal, safety,
transit, TDM and ITS needs.
Develop cost estimates for candidate projects to be balanced with updated revenue projections, both to
be stated in Year of Expenditure terms and presented in multi-year blocks.
Incorporate the ETDM Planning Screen process in evaluating potential environmental effects of projects
proposed for the LRTP.
Distribute LRTP collateral material in various formats, such as newspaper supplements, brochures,
foldout maps, and interactive website.
Develop and pursue a public outreach strategy designed to elicit transportation needs, potential impacts
and priorities for developing the 2040 Plan; may include formal and informal workshops, forums,
charrettes, “virtual” meetings, public hearings and other techniques designed to maximize participation
among the target audiences.
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.
Continue conducting public opinion research regarding system improvement and funding options.
Participate in community presentations, events and meetings to provide information and receive
feedback.
Provide reasonable opportunity for public review of the LRTP Update, and 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.
Monitor best practices and ensure compliance with federal requirements in preparing the LRTP update.
Incorporate new elements to address congestion management, security, and safety, consistent with the
State’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan.
Prepare 2040 Plan document, including:
o Technical memoranda supporting decision-making;
o A draft document ‘A’ consisting of tables, text and maps detailing revenue forecasts,
project costs, timeframes and locations, and other basic information;
o Final plan adoption and documentation
o Executive Summary and other public information materials
As needed, provide input to transportation fiscal impact analyses.
FTA funds will be used to develop and analyze transit options.
Travel to necessary training or workshops.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
STP and/or PL funds may be used to analyze data, prepare documents, distribute informational
materials, and notify the public of public hearings or workshops.
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END PRODUCTS:
Enhancements to the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model (as needed)
Amendments to the 2040 LRTP (if needed)
Public Outreach for 2040 Plan; including community group presentations and on-line and print
distribution of transportation financial scenarios and surveys (Summer -Fall 2014)
Technical memoranda to support LRTP decision-making (as needed).
Brochures, flyers, maps, pamphlets, websites, advertising and other collateral material to support public
outreach associated with the 2040 Plan (as needed).
Financial scenarios for the 2040 Plan balancing costs and revenues in $YOE (ongoing)
Draft LRTP document for public review (Fall 2014)
Final LRTP document (Spring 2015)
Analyses of public comments and survey results (Fall 2014)
(Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*; FDOT; Hillsborough
County; Cities of Tampa, Plant
City, and Temple Terrace;
HART, Aviation and Port
Authorities; TampaHillsborough County
Expressway Authority; Tampa
Bay Area Regional
Transportation Authority

Funding Sources - Task 3.1
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
75,000
$
75,000
$
60,000
$
7,500
$
7,500
$
110,000
$
335,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
50,000
$
25,000
$
60,000
$
7,500
$
7,500
$
50,000
$
200,000

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and other governing
bodies.

(*) Lead Agency
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TASK 4
Transportation Improvement Program
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TASK 4.1

Transportation Improvement Program

14B14B

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 priorities for the FY 2015/16-2019/20 and FY 2016/172020/21 TIP documents.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 MPO Project Priorities for TIP (2013 & 2014)
 FY 2013/14-2017/18 TIP document (2013)
 FY 2014/15 – 2018/19 TIP document (2014)
 2012 & 2013 Federal Obligations Reports (2013 & 2014)
Ongoing


Development of a citizen-friendly online TIP viewer tool.

METHODOLOGY:
Establish highway, transit, bicycle, pedestrian, intermodal, air quality and transportation disadvantaged
priorities for Hillsborough County.
Evaluate project priorization based on adopted 2040 LRTP.
Incorporate Safe Routes to School criteria for transportation alternatives funding.
Analyze state and federal allocations available under the Transportation Alternatives, Surface
Transportation Program (urban attributable), and state intermodal programs 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.
As outlined in Task 6.2, 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.
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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.
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 FY 2015/16 – 2019/20 and FY 2016/17 – 2020/21, 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)
2014 & 2015 Federal Obligation Reports (Annually, Fall)
•

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

(Note: see page 23for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*; FDOT; Hillsborough
County; Cities of Tampa, Plant
City, and Temple Terrace;
HART, Aviation and Port
Authorities; TampaHillsborough County
Expressway Authority
(*) Lead Agency
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Funding Sources - Task 4.1
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
24,000
$
$
20,000
$
2,500
$
2,500
$
$
49,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
24,000
$
$
20,000
$
2,500
$
2,500
$
$
49,000

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and other governing
bodies.
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TASK 5
Other Projects
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TASK 5.1

15B15B

Corridor, Sub-Area & Environmental Screening Studies

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.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Bruce B. Downs Blvd HOV Corridor Study (2013)
 Gandy Connector Re-evaluation (2013)
 East Hillsborough Ave Corridor Study (2013)
 SR 39/Collins St. Complete Street Plan (2013)
 Supplemental analyses for Lithia Pinecrest Rd PD&E
 Supplemental analyses for Gandy Connector PD&E Study
 Supplemental Analyses for Keystone-Odessa Community Plan
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)
METHODOLOGY:
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.
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.
Participate in managed lanes studies and Interchange Justification 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.
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
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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 Tampa’s InVision Plan, Transit Assets
and Opportunities Study, the BRT in Managed Lanes Study, and Little Manatee South Form Based
Code.
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.
STP and/or PL funds may be used in support of these tasks.
END PRODUCTS:
BRT in Managed Lanes Study (Spring 2015)
ETDM Analyses of major projects in the Cost Affordable Plan (Fall 2014)
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)
(Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*, FDOT, HART,
Local Governments, and other
Transportation Authorities
(*) Lead Agency

Funding Sources - Task 5.1
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
26,000
$
25,000
$
$
$
$
$
51,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
51,000
$
25,000
$
$
$
$
$
76,000

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and other governing
bodies.
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TASK 6
Data Monitoring
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TASK 6.1

Multi-Modal, Socioeconomic, Land Use, Air Quality, and Environmental Data

16B16B

OBJECTIVE: Monitor the physical and performance characteristics of the Hillsborough County multimodal 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 2040.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Bicycle Trails Vision Map (2013)Added calculation of Transit, Bicycle and Pedestrian LOS for
existing and future conditions (2014)
 Updated inventory of bicycle, pedestrian, transit, and highway data (2013)
 Revised LOS methodology consistent with FDOT 2013 service volume tables (2014)
 Updated Traffic Counts (2011, 2014)
 Updated demographic analysis to facilitate compliance with environmental justice requirements
(2013).

 Alternative and preferred growth scenarios and socioeconomic data forecasts for next LRTP update
(2014)
Ongoing
 Enhancements to the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model for better estimates of future transit
ridership
 Update bus routes and stops in GIS database
 Update data on truck routes
 Inventory of bicycle and sidewalk facilities on major road network
 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

METHODOLOGY:
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
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Civil Rights Act of 1964 compliance, the Statewide Planning and Research Program, Clean Air Act
compliance monitoring, and Highway Performance Monitoring System.
Participate 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.
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 EPA revises the ozone standard and the region becomes an air quality non-attainment area, use
the latest MOVES 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 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).
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.
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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.
Follow up on 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 and participate in necessary training and workshops.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
STP and/or PL funds may be used to collect and analyze intermodal data and purchase/maintain
analysis software, as detailed in joint participation agreements with FDOT.
END PRODUCTS:
TBRPM inputs to support corridor or subarea studies (as needed)
Technical User Manual (Ongoing)
Updated traffic count data (Winter 2015)
LOS Database Updates (2015)
Updated web-based traffic count system (Annually)
Update and reprint Bicycle Suitability map (Spring 2016)
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)
FTA Section 5303 will support tracking transit-related special generators and socio-economic factors
(Ongoing)
(Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*, FDOT, HART,
Local Jurisdictions, Port and
Aviation Authorities
(*) Lead Agency

Funding Sources - Task 6.1
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
45,000
$
49,000
$
20,000
$
2,500
$
2,500
$
111,000
$
230,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
25,000
$
25,000
$
20,000
$
2,500
$
2,500
$
80,000
$
155,000

Year2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and
other governing bodies.
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TASK 7
Public Participation
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TASK 7.1

19B19B

Support Decision-Making & Monitor Feedback

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. Effective outreach and public participation for the 2040 Plan
update.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed
 Phrase 3 of 2035 Plan Post Referendum Study (2012)
 Imagine 2040 growth scenario public survey of 3,500 and citizens (2013)
 Re-constituted MPO Committee membership (2013)



Redesigned and consolidated agency websites (2013)
Annually held more than 70 meetings and public hearings of the Citizens, Technical, Policy,
Bicycle/Pedestrian, ITS, and Livable Roadways advisory committees and their subcommittees and
the MPO Board.
 Revised MPO and standing committee By-laws (2013)
 Six regular meetings and one public hearing of the TDCB (FY2013, 2014)
 Public Participation Plan amendments (2013)
Ongoing
 Responses to requests for information
 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
METHODOLOGY:
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.
DRAFT FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

67

Hillsborough County MPO

Solicit and orient new MPO, advisory committee and TDCB members.
Sponsor conferences and workshops and travel to necessary workshops and meetings.
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).
Update the MPO’s Public Participation Plan as needed.
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 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.
Continue public engagement for the 2040 Plan, including a survey to measure the public’s preferences
regarding funding and priorities.
Travel to necessary training and workshops.
Consultants may assist with this task.
STP and/PL 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
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)
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)
Public opinion survey on transportation priorities and funding (Summer 2014)
2040 Plan Public Outreach Strategy (Summer 2014)
(Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)

Funding Sources - Task 7.1
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
FL Trans. Disadvantaged Comm. - Staff
TOTAL

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*
(*) Lead Agency

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
150,000
$
$
152,800
$
19,100
$
19,100
$
20,000
$
$
361,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
150,000
$
$
152,800
$
19,100
$
19,100
$
20,000
$
$
361,000

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and other governing
bodies.
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TASK 8
Coordination in Region and State
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TASK 8.1

Coordinate with Hillsborough County Agencies

20B20B

OBJECTIVE: Ensure coordination between local transportation, urban design, land use, and
comprehensive planning efforts. Ensure consistency between local comprehensive and community
plans, TIP, LRTP, and other transportation plans.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8
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



Participate in newly established Transportation for Economic Development Policy Leadership
Group



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

METHODOLOGY:
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.
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
authorities/organizations.

board

meetings

of

local

governing

bodies

and

transportation

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.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
STP and/or PL funds may be used to assist with tasks.
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END PRODUCTS:
Review comments on local plans, studies, and reports for consistency with LRTP (Ongoing)
(Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*
(*) Lead Agency

Funding Sources - Task 8.1
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
43,000
$
25,000
$
32,000
$
4,000
$
4,000
$
$
108,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
43,000
$
$
32,000
$
4,000
$
4,000
$
$
83,000

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and
other governing bodies.
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TASK 8.2

Regional and State-wide Coordination

21B21B

OBJECTIVE: Participate in other regional and Statewide activities and organizations that have an
impact on the regional multi-modal transportation system. Maintain and strengthen the ongoing CCC
process for coordinating regional plans and programs in partnership with TBARTA for a consolidated
eight-county transportation planning program.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8
PREVIOUS WORK:


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)




Coordinated the CCC program with regional transportation initiatives (Ongoing)
Updated the Tri-County Access Plan (a Locally Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan).
Reviewed and ranked applications for funding (Annually).
Participated in the development and implementation of the Tampa Bay Regional Strategic Freight
Plan with the FDOT Regional Goods Movement Advisory Committee (Ongoing).
Participated in the Regional Transportation Interagency Exchange facilitated by FDOT. (Ongoing)
Provided input into the development of the Florida SIS 2040 Cost Feasible Plan (2013).
Provided input and coordinated with TBARTA in the update to its Master Plan (2013).
Formed the Tampa Bay Transportation Management Area (TMA) Leadership Group, and produced
a TMA Profile document and maps (2013).
Participated in the federal Certification of the Tampa Bay Transportation Management Area (2014)
Updated the Regional LRTP, to the 2035 horizon year, including highway, transit, and multi-use trail
elements, and prepared amendments and brochures (2010-2013).
Reviewed and updated the technical prioritization of candidate projects for Transportation Regional
Incentive Program (TRIP) and Transportation Enhancement funding (Annually or as needed)
Reviewed the existing UPWP tasks structure and developed regional UPWP tasks (biennially)
Held public meetings of the CCC, Joint CAC, Regional Multi-Use Trails Committee, and MPO staff
directors. (Ongoing).
Updated Interlocal Agreement, Bylaws and Procedures (2013-14).
Updated the regional Public Participation Plan in coordination with TBARTA to develop a joint public
engagement process (2012-13). Supported the activities of Tampa Bay Area Regional
Transportation Authority, provided input and review for developing the TBARTA Master Plan (2013)
and various multimodal regional corridor studies (Ongoing).,.
Held a joint coordination meeting with the Central Florida MPO Alliance (Annually).
Maintained the Regional GIS transportation database (Ongoing)
Compared projects in the FDOT Tentative Work Program with the list of cost-affordable
transportation improvements and priorities in the Regional LRTP (Annually)




















Developed the CCC High Priority Major Transportation Initiatives (2012).

METHODOLOGY:
Participate in the Technical Review Team for the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model to ensure
seamless travel demand analyses across county borders.
As needed, support the air quality planning process and monitor mobile source emissions.
Participate in the Florida Model Task Force for consistent travel demand analysis methods and
technical advances statewide.
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.
Coordinate regional rideshare and vanpool program planning with TBARTA and Transportation
Management Organizations.
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Provide input to the Florida Transportation Commission on issues affecting the West Central Florida
area.
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.
Provide staff support to the Tampa Bay TMA Leadership Group, an advisory committee to the
Hillsborough, Pasco, and Pinellas MPOs. Arrange for venues and conference calls, prepare and
distribute agendas and attachments, 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
Coordinate with FDOT to evaluate feasibility of utilizing the region’s freight rail lines for passenger
service.
Support and assist with the consolidation of the CCC planning activities with those of TBARTA. Update
components of the Regional LRTP for potential inclusion in consolidated regional planning documents.
Annually review Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP) and regionally significant
Transportation Alternative (TA) program funding applications, prioritize the applications and make a
recommendation to the TBARTA board.
Review the existing UPWP tasks structure and develop regional UPWP tasks.
Provide administrative and staff support for meetings of the Joint CAC and the CCC board. Prepare
agendas and meeting packets, maintain up-to-date distribution lists, arrange meeting equipment and
venues rotating among the member MPO counties, prepare minutes and follow-up correspondence,
post all materials on-line.
Provide staff support for, staff directors meetings. Arrange for venues and conference calls, prepare
and distribute agendas and attachments, 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.
Support and assist with the planning efforts of TBARTA.
Continue to implement strategies for engaging the public in accordance with the Regional PPP and in
collaboration with TBARTA (ongoing). Tools include a website, printed materials, and other strategies in
the PPP.
Coordinate with TBARTA to review the effectiveness of the regional public-involvement process and the
LEP and Title VI policies as needed.
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.
Provide a forum to ensure products, processes, and activities are consistent with and among
coordinating MPOs (ongoing).
Develop an interagency coordination agreement for air quality planning as/if required by nonattainment
airshed designation(s) or other federal regulatory action.
Refine and update regional GIS layers and databases for the eight counties.
Attendance at and travel to necessary workshops, and meetings, and conferences.
Integrate regional perspectives within MPO presentations to the local community.
Support regional coordination and intra-regional access to pedestrian and cycle facilities and initiatives.
Consultants may assist with these tasks.
STP and/or PL funds may be used to assist with tasks.
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END PRODUCTS:
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 model.
Comments on proposed regional and state plans and DRI’s.
Implementation of the Tampa Bay Regional Strategic Freight Plan.
Public meetings of the Tampa Bay TMA Leadership Group, and planning products as directed by the
members.
Statewide Model Task Force support (Ongoing)
An update to the elements of the Regional LRTP in collaboration with the TBARTA Master Plan update
(schedule to be coordinated with TBARTA)
Public meetings of the 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
(Note: see page 23 for Fiscal Year Nomenclature)

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
MPO*; Tampa Bay Area
Regional Transportation
Authority
(*) Lead Agency

Funding Sources - Task 8.2
FHWA PL - Staff
FHWA PL - Contract
FTA Sec 5303
FTA Sec 5303 State Match
FTA Sec 5303 Local Match
STP
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
59,000
$
50,000
$
32,000
$
4,000
$
4,000
$
$
149,000

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
59,000
$
$
32,000
$
4,000
$
4,000
$
$
99,000

Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by the Florida Legislature and
other governing bodies.
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TASK 9
HART Planning Program

DRAFT FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

79

Hillsborough County MPO

This page left intentionally blank

DRAFT FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

80

Hillsborough County MPO

TASK 9.1
24B

HART Transit Planning and System Database

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.
PLANNING FACTORS: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8
PREVIOUS WORK:
Completed

















Submitted to FDOT the annual updates for 2013 and 2014 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 2012 and 2013 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 transit projects of the transportation element of Hillsborough County and City of Tampa
Comprehensive Plans.
Reviewed and analyzed land use applications submitted to the County and City to support better connections
to transit.
Completed project development and environmental study for the East/West MetroRapid, which extends along
th
56 Street, Hillsborough Avenue, Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, and Spruce Street. On November 4,
2013, the HART Board approved the study and authorized completion of the 30% design documents to include
stakeholder comments analysis and findings.
Coordinated with FDOT, the MPO, local governments, and other transportation agencies to implement the
th
Transit Signal Priority Pilot Project at several intersections along Fletcher Avenue and 56 Street.
Submitted proposal for funding of the Tampa Bay (FL) High Speed Passenger Ferry Transportation System
through the federal Section 5307 Passenger Ferry Grant Program.
Submitted proposal for funding for CNG buses through the federal Transportation Investment Generating
Economic Recovery (TIGER) Program.
Submitted proposal for funding to update the Threat and Vulnerability Assessment for the streetcar system
through the US Department of Homeland Security.
Submitted proposal for funding of a Travel Trainer to Florida Department of Transportation District 7 under the
federal Section 5310 -Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals Grant Program.

Completed analysis of transit services to identify opportunities to restructure and redirect resources from lower
performing service to higher performing service. Service changes were implemented in phases, with the first
phase occurring in July 2011 and the second phase occurring in November 2011. Service improvements and
adjustments were implemented in April, July and November 2012. Service improvements and adjustments
were implemented in 2014 and HART completed the modifications to implement additional Brandon service.
 Service alignments, operating/capital costs, running times, and daily operating statistics calculated for:
 Bloomingdale service in TDP 2018
 Additional Brandon services in TDP2016, 2017, 2018, and 2021
 New Tampa service November 9, 2014
 New Tampa MetroRapid in TDP 2020
 Ehrlich-Bearss service in TDP 2016
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Finalized the site selections for the Fletcher Avenue park-and-ride facilities. This included the completion of the
appraisals with design work confirming project elements and costs.
Analyzed three sites in the Brandon area for a park and ride facility. Developed site recommendations and
preliminary acquisition costs. A traffic analysis was completed for Site 3.
Completed the connectivity assessments around proposed station locations for the Metro-Rapid East-West to
incorporate into the PD&E.
Completed real estate acquisition for the Metro-Rapid North-South stations.
Completed real estate acquisition, environmental and engineering design for the Hidden River Park and Ride.
Partnered with the Tampa Hillsborough County Expressway Authority to conduct a study to assess the benefits
and cost of a Bus Toll Lane Network in the Tampa Region. The Bus Toll Lane Concept Feasibility Study was
presented to the MPO Board on June 4, 2013 and finalized in July 2013.
Convened a Regional Fare Collection Working Group consisting of transit agencies from FDOT District 7
(Hillsborough, Pinellas, Pasco, Citrus and Hernando Counties) as well as FDOT District 1 agencies (Polk and
Manatee Counties) to begin working together 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
its respective jurisdictions.
Administered an On-board survey of HART customers to document ridership patterns, and important
information for planning and marketing efforts.

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.
Update the Florida Transit Information System (FTIS)
ARC GIS analysis for ridership review, ridership patterns and bus stop analysis

METHODOLOGY:
The following are the activities that will be undertaken with planning funding in FY 2014/2015-FY2015/2016. These
activities would be undertaken by HART staff, with specialized assistance provided by planning consultants.
•

Advance PD&E studies for future Metro-Rapid corridors (Kennedy Boulevard/TIA, New Tampa, Brandon, Dale
Mabry Highway, & Busch Boulevard).

•

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.

•

Conduct a feasibility study for 21 Avenue storm water pipe and area-wide drainage improvements to alleviate
flooding in bus parking lot, maintenance building and count room.

st

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
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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.
•

Prepare a progress report (minor update) and a major update of the Transit Development Plan. Continue
efforts to analyze service and implement strategies to maximize the efficiency of the service and accommodate
a greater share of the unmet needs.

•

Develop specifications for regional farebox/SmartCard 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.

•

Update community profiles based upon Census 2010 and FY 2014 ridership data. This will help identify
demographics related to the provision of service.

•

Implement planning studies in Brandon, New Tampa, 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.

•

Participate in other planning studies including FDOT BRT Express Toll Lane Feasibility Study, S.R. 60 PD&E
Study, and Westshore Intermodal Center Evaluation.

END PRODUCTS:
•

Transit Development Plan Progress Report (Fall 2015) and Major Update (Fall 2016)

•

Regional fare program analysis and new fare collection equipment for participating agencies (Fall 2016)

•

Security assessments and plans (Summer 2015 & Summer 2016)

•

Transit service plans and recommendations (Fall 2015)

•

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. (2015 and 2016)

•

Design of 21 Avenue storm water pipe and area-wide drainage improvements to alleviate flooding in bus
parking lot, maintenance building and count room. (Fall 2015)

•

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

st
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RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:
HART*, MPO, FDOT, City & County
Agencies
(*) Lead Agency

Funding Sources - Task 9.1
FTA Sec 5307
FTA Sec 5307 State Match
FTA Sec 5307 Local Match
TOTAL

Year 1 (2014/15)
$
-

Year 2 (2015/16)
$
100,000

$
$

$
$

-

25,000
125,000

*Work efforts will be completed by
existing staff.

*HART does not anticipate using Section 5307 funds in FY2015. FY 2016 funds are programmed for
consultant assistance for the TDP major update.
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TASK 10
FDOT Planning Program
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TASK 10.1

FDOT District Seven Planning Program

25B24B

Access Management
Assist in reviewing and commenting on driveway access as it relates to regional plans.
Air Quality Analysis
Assist the 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/Florida Intrastate Highway System (SIS/FIHS), these studies
include the development of strategies and plans for implementing and maintaining SIS/FIHS 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.
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 FDOT Central Office staff, if necessary.
Efficient Transportation Decision Making (ETDM) Process
The ETDM process was designed to accomplish the streamlining objectives that were identified in
Section 1309 of the Transportation Efficiency Act for the 21st Century and continued in the Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient, Transportation Equity Act – Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). 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
26B25B
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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.
Growth Management
The District will review amendments made to local government comprehensive plans and comment on
their potential impact to the Strategic Intermodal System (SIS), the Florida Intrastate Highway System
(FIHS) and the State Highway System (SHS). The District will review developments of regional impact
(DRIs) 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 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 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 and Growth Management. Update the database, charts and maps.
Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) Update and Maintenance
Provide technical and policy advisory assistance to the District MPOs and Citrus County TPO 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
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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. 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 Strategic Intermodal System (SIS), and the State Highway System (SHS).
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 the District, 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
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 subarea 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.
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Maintain a database of existing (2010) socioeconomic and travel characteristics for District MPOs and
Citrus County, 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.
Funding Sources - Task 10
RESPONSIBLE
FHWA
SPR-PL-1
(49 & 50)
AGENCY:
TOTAL
FDOT
Year 2 funding is illustrative until approved by

Year 1 (2014/15) Year 2 (2015/16)
$
1,327,334 $
1,335,955
1,335,955
$
1,327,334 $
the Florida Legislature and other governing

bodies.
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IV.
Funding and Budget Tables
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FUNDING
The total anticipated funding for this UPWP is indicated below and includes funds carried over
from the previous fiscal year. The major sources of funding are broken down as follows:
Table 2: UPWP Funding Sources
Year 1 (FY 14/15) Year 2 (FY 15/16)
Grant Amount
Grant Amount
Federal Highway Admin. (PL)
$
956,555 $
882,555
Federal Highway Admin. (PL) (FDOT Activities)
$
1,327,334 $
1,335,955
Federal Highway Admin. Pilot Project
$
$
600,000 $
600,000
Surface Trans. Program (FHWA)*
Federal Transit Admin. (Sec. 5303 - MPO Activities)*
$
458,400 $
458,400
FTA Sec. 5303 (Local Match)
$
57,300 $
57,300
$
57,300 $
57,300
FTA Sec. 5303 (State Match)
Florida Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged $
40,000 $
40,000
Total
$
3,496,889 $
3,556,510
Source

* Yr. 1 includes funds from previous year.

Figures A1 and A2 show how the MPO’s funding is allocated by task for both Years 1 and 2.
Figures B1 and B2 show total funding by participating agencies. Following the figures are eight
budget tables. Tables 3a through 4b are for the upcoming and following fiscal years. They
show the budget for each task and its specific funding sources. Tables 5a and 5b identify the
participating agencies with their respective funding commitments for the upcoming and following
fiscal years. For comparison, Tables 6 and 7 reflect the prior year budget, as amended, broken
down the same way, by funding source and by participating agencies.
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Figure A1 - Year 1 UPWP Funding by Task for MPO Activities

TRANSP. PLANNING
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OTHER PROJECTS,
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Figure A2 - Year 2 UPWP Funding by Task for MPO Activities
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Figure B1 - Year 1 UPWP Funding by Participating Agency
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Figure B2 - Year 2 UPWP Funding by Participating Agency
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Table 3a
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
MPO STAFF & CONTRACT TASKS WITH PRIOR YEAR FUNDS
UNIFIED PLANNING WORK PROGRAM - FY 14/15 (Year 1)
FHWA PL (1107)*

Task
No.

TASK

1

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT

1.1

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT

2

PL Staff
Budget

FTA 5303

Surface Transportation Program

FL CTD

Prev. TD
Grant Funds
Prior Year
Remaining
FTA Funds
as of fiscal
PL Contract Available for FTA Grant
year end
Staff Budget Staff Budget
Budget

TD Staff
Budget

TD Contract
Budget

Prior Year
Obligated
Funds

TOTAL
Prior Year
Funds for
Unobligated Current Year
Staff
Funds
STP
Available in
Available for
Contract
Current
Contracts
Budget
Fiscal Year

250,000

50,000

20,000

300,000

18,000

15,000

80,000
40,000

TOTAL
Funds for
Contracts
Available in
Current
Fiscal
Year**
Task Total**
20,000

320,000

33,000

80,000

113,000

3,555

40,000

43,555

75,000

55,000

75,000

130,000

19,000

0

19,000

120,000

77,000

120,000

197,000

24,000

29,000

35,000

64,000

110,000

150,000

185,000

335,000

49,000

0

49,000

26,000

25,000

51,000

SYSTEM PLANNING

2.1

CONG. MGMT, CRASH MITIG. & ITS PLANNING

2.2

SECURITY & EMERGENCY PREP. PLANNING

2.3

COMPLETE STREETS & NON-MOTORIZED PLANNING

2.4

INTERMODAL / FREIGHT PLANNING

2.5

TRANSIT & TDM PLANNING

2.6

TD PLANNING

3

3,555
30,000

25,000

9,000

10,000
77,000
29,000

11,000

LRTP

3.1
4

LONG RANGE TRANSP. PLANNING

75,000

75,000

75,000

TIP

4.1
5

TRANSP. IMPROVE. PROGRAM

24,000

25,000

OTHER PROJECTS

5.1
6

CORRIDOR, SUB-AREA & ENVIR. STUDIES

26,000

25,000

45,000

49,000

DATA MONITORING

6.1
7

MULTIMODAL SE, LAND USE, AIR QUAL. & ENVIR. DAT

25,000

111,000

70,000

160,000

230,000

191,000

20,000

341,000

20,000

361,000

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

7.1
8

SUPPORT DECISION-MAKING & MONITOR FEEDBACK

150,000

COORDINATION IN REG & ST

8.1

COORDINATE WITH HILLS. CO. AGENCIES

43,000

25,000

40,000

83,000

25,000

108,000

8.2

REGIONAL & STATEWIDE COORDINATION

59,000

50,000

40,000

99,000

50,000

149,000

732,555

224,000

1,334,555

835,000

2,169,555

9

HART PLANNING PROGRAM

9.1

TRANSIT DATABASE & PLANNING

10

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

10.1

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

TOTAL
Funding Source Total

956,555

0

573,000

573,000

0

29,000

11,000

0

40,000

Recap of FHWA PL Funding Availability
Current Year Estimated Allocation
1032032
Allocation to Staff
732,555
Allocation to Contracts
224,000
Transfer to support CCC
5,000
Subtotal
961,555
Estimated Deobligation Request
0
TOTAL
961,555

600,000

Amendment Legend
RED
= Funding Decrease
GREEN
= Funding Increase

$ 172,849 in state funds.
* FDOT will provide a soft match of
** Totals exclude prior year obligated funds.
*** Total includes prior year obligated funds.
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2,169,555

Table 3b
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
MPO STAFF & CONTRACT TASKS WITH PRIOR YEAR FUNDS
UNIFIED PLANNING WORK PROGRAM - FY 15/16 (Year 2)
FHWA PL (1107)*

TASK

Task No.
1
1.1
2

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT
CONG. MGMT, CRASH MITIG. & ITS PLANNING
SECURITY & EMERGENCY PREP. PLANNING

2.3

COMPLETE STREETS & NON-MOTORIZED PLANNING

2.4

INTERMODAL / FREIGHT PLANNING

2.5

TRANSIT & TDM PLANNING

3.1
4
4.1
5
5.1
6
6.1
7
7.1
8

FL CTD

TD Staff
Budget

Surface Transportation Program

TD
Contract
Budget

Prior Year
TOTAL
Unobligate
Funds for
d Funds
Current
Staff
Prior Year Available Year STP Available
for
Contract in Current
Obligated
Contracts
Budget Fiscal Year
Funds

TOTAL
Funds for
Contracts
Available
in Current
Fiscal
Year**

300,000

20,000

320,000

33,000

140,000

173,000

3,555

0

3,555

55,000

130,000

185,000

Task
Total**

250,000

20,000

50,000

SYSTEM PLANNING

2.2

3

PL
Contract
Budget

FTA 5305

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT

2.1

2.6

PL Staff
Budget

FHWA

Resiliency
&
Prior Year
Adaptation FTA Funds
Pilot
Available FTA Grant
Project
for Staff
Staff
(Contract)
Budget
Budget

18,000

15,000

140,000

3,555
30,000

45,000

9,000

30,000

25,000

85,000

10,000

90,000

19,000

120,000

139,000

77,000

100,000

77,000

100,000

177,000

35,000

29,000

46,000

75,000

50,000

125,000

75,000

200,000

49,000

0

49,000

51,000

25,000

76,000

29,000

TD PLANNING

11,000

LRTP
LONG RANGE TRANSP. PLANNING

50,000

25,000

75,000

TIP
TRANSP. IMPROVE. PROGRAM

24,000

25,000

OTHER PROJECTS
CORRIDOR, SUB-AREA & ENVIR. STUDIES

51,000

25,000

25,000

25,000

DATA MONITORING
MULTIMODAL SE, LAND USE, AIR QUAL. & ENVIR. DATA

25,000

80,000

50,000

105,000

155,000

191,000

20,000

341,000

20,000

361,000

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
SUPPORT DECISION-MAKING & MONITOR FEEDBACK

150,000

COORDINATION IN REG & ST

8.1

COORDINATE WITH HILLS. CO. AGENCIES

43,000

40,000

83,000

0

83,000

8.2

REGIONAL & STATEWIDE COORDINATION

59,000

40,000

99,000

0

99,000

9

HART PLANNING PROGRAM

9.1

TRANSIT DATABASE & PLANNING

10

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

10.1

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

TOTAL
Funding Source Total

712,555
170,000
882,555

Recap of FHWA PL Funding Availability
Current Year Estimated Allocation
Allocation to Staff
Allocation to Contracts
Transfer to support CCC
TOTAL
* FDOT will provide a soft match of
** Excludes prior year obligated funds.
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0
0

0
573,000
573,000

29,000
11,000
40,000

$1,057,544

712,555
170,000
5,000
887,555
$

159,478

$ 159,478 in state funds.

Amendment Legend
RED
= Funding Decrease
GREEN
= Funding Increase
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0
600,000

600,000 1,314,555
781,000 2,095,555
2,095,555

Table 4a
H ILLSBOR OU GH COU N T Y MET R OPOLIT AN PLAN N IN G OR GAN IZAT ION
PR OPOSED FU N D IN G SOU R CES AN D T ASK COST S
U N IFIED PLAN N IN G W OR K PR OGR AM FY 14/ 15 (Ye a r 1)
F H W

Task
1
1.1
2

A -P L

FTA-5303

1 1 0 7

FED*

FED

STATE

FTA-5307
Local

FED

FTA - 5339

HART

FED

HART

STP

TD

S P R -P L -1 (4 9 )

FED

CTD

FED

TOTAL-ALL SOURCES
FED

STATE

GRAND

Local

TOTAL

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT
TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT

250,000

40,000

5,000

5,000

18,000

12,000

1,500

1,500

20,000

310,000

5,000

5,000

320,000
113,000

SYSTEM PLANNING

2.1

CONG. MGMT, CRASH MITIG. & ITS PLANNING

2.2

SECURITY & EMERGENCY PREP. PLANNING

2.3

COMPLETE STREETS & NON-MOTORIZED PLANNING

3,555
30,000

20,000

2,500

2,500

80,000

110,000

1,500

1,500

40,000

43,555

0

0

43,555

75,000

125,000

2,500

2,500

130,000

2.4

INTERMODAL / FREIGHT PLANNING

9,000

8,000

1,000

1,000

-

17,000

1,000

1,000

19,000

2.5

TRANSIT & TDM PLANNING

0

61,600

7,700

7,700

120,000

181,600

7,700

7,700

197,000

TD PLANNING

0

0

0

0

24,000

24,000

40,000

0

64,000

150,000

60,000

7,500

7,500

110,000

320,000

7,500

7,500

335,000

24,000

20,000

2,500

2,500

-

44,000

2,500

2,500

49,000

51,000

0

0

0

-

51,000

0

0

51,000

94,000

20,000

2,500

2,500

111,000

225,000

2,500

2,500

230,000

150,000

152,800

19,100

19,100

20,000

322,800

19,100

19,100

361,000

2.6
3
3.1
4
4.1
5
5.1
6
6.1
7
7.1
8

40,000

LRTP
LONG RANGE TRANSP. PLANNING
TIP
TRANSP. IMPROVE. PROGRAM
OTHER PROJECTS
CORRIDOR, SUB-AREA & ENVIR. STUDIES
DATA MONITORING
MULTIMODAL SE, LAND USE, AIR QUAL. & ENVIR. DATA
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
SUPPORT DECISION-MAKING & MONITOR FEEDBACK

0

COORDINATION IN REGION & STATE

8.1

COORDINATE WITH HILLS. CO. AGENCIES

68,000

32,000

4,000

4,000

-

100,000

4,000

4,000

108,000

8.2

REGIONAL & STATEWIDE COORDINATION

109,000

32,000

4,000

4,000

-

141,000

4,000

4,000

149,000

0

0

0

0

-

0

0

0

0

956,555

458,400

57,300

57,300

9

HART PLANNING PROGRAM

9.1

TRANSIT DATABASE & PLANNING

10

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

10.1

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

TOTAL

* FDOT will provide a soft match of

DRAFT FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

0

0

0

0

600,000

40,000

$172,849 in State Funds.

98

Hillsborough County MPO

1,327,334

1,327,334

0

0

1,327,334

1,327,334

3,342,289

97,300

57,300

3,496,889

Table 4b
H ILLS B OR OU GH COU N T Y ME T R OP OLIT A N P LA N N IN G OR GA N IZA T ION
P R OP OS E D FU N D IN G S OU R CE S A N D T A S K COS T S
U N IFIE D P LA N N IN G W OR K P R OGR A M FY 15/ 16 (Y e a r 2)
FHWA-PL 1107
Task

FED

1

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT

1.1

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT

2

5,000

5,000

18,000

12,000

1,500

1,500

CONG. MGMT, CRASH MITIG. & ITS PLANNING

2.3

COMPLETE STREETS & NON-MOTORIZED PLANNING

75,000

2.4

INTERMODAL / FREIGHT PLANNING

2.5

TRANSIT & TDM PLANNING

2.6

TD PLANNING

4.1
5
5.1
6
6.1
7
7.1
8

FTA-5307

Pilot Proj

40,000

SECURITY & EMERGENCY PREP. PLANNING

4

Local

270,000

2.1

3.1

FHWA

STATE

FED

FTA - 5339

HART

FED

HART

STP

TD

SPR-PL-1 (50)

FED

CTD

FED

GRAND

TOTAL-ALL SOURCES
FED

STATE

Local

TOTAL

-

310,000

5,000

5,000

320,000

140,000

170,000

1,500

1,500

173,000

-

3,555

0

0

3,555

85,000

180,000

2,500

2,500

185,000

SYSTEM PLANNING

2.2

3

FTA-5303
FED

3,555

0
20,000

2,500

2,500

39,000

8,000

1,000

1,000

90,000

137,000

1,000

1,000

139,000

0

61,600

7,700

7,700

100,000

161,600

7,700

7,700

177,000

0

0

0

0

35,000

35,000

40,000

0

75,000

75,000

60,000

7,500

7,500

50,000

185,000

7,500

7,500

200,000

24,000

20,000

2,500

2,500

-

44,000

2,500

2,500

49,000

76,000

0

0

0

-

76,000

0

0

76,000

50,000

20,000

2,500

2,500

80,000

150,000

2,500

2,500

155,000

150,000

152,800

19,100

19,100

20,000

322,800

19,100

19,100

361,000

40,000

LRTP
LONG RANGE TRANSP. PLANNING
TIP
TRANSP. IMPROVE. PROGRAM
OTHER PROJECTS
CORRIDOR, SUB-AREA & ENVIR. STUDIES
DATA MONITORING
MULTIMODAL SE, LAND USE, AIR QUAL. & ENVIR. DATA
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
SUPPORT DECISION-MAKING & MONITOR FEEDBACK

0

COORDINATION IN REGION & STATE

8.1

COORDINATE WITH HILLS. CO. AGENCIES

43,000

32,000

4,000

4,000

-

75,000

4,000

4,000

83,000

8.2

REGIONAL & STATEWIDE COORDINATION

59,000

32,000

4,000

4,000

-

91,000

4,000

4,000

99,000

0

0

0

0

-

100,000

0

25,000

125,000

882,555

458,400

57,300

57,300

9

HART PLANNING PROGRAM

9.1

TRANSIT DATABASE & PLANNING

10

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

10.1

100,000

25,000

100,000

25,000

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

TOTAL

* FDOT will provide a soft match of

DRAFT FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

0

0

0

600,000

$159,478 in State Funds.

99

Hillsborough County MPO

40,000

1,335,955

1,335,955

0

0

1,335,955

1,335,955

3,376,910

97,300

82,300

3,556,510

Table 5a
HILLSBOROUGH COUNT Y MET ROPOLIT AN PLANNING ORGANIZ AT ION

T OT A L FU N D IN G A LLOCA T ION B Y A GE N CY & T A S K
U N IFIE D P LA N N IN G W OR K P R OGR A M FY 2014/ 15 (Y e a r 1)
MPO
TASK

1

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT

1.1

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT

2

Staff

GRAND
Contractor

HART

TBARTA

FDOT

TOTAL

300,000

20,000

320,000

33,000

80,000

113,000

SYSTEM PLANNING

2.1

CONG. MGMT, CRASH MITIG. & ITS PLANNING

2.2

SECURITY & EMERGENCY PREP. PLANNING

3,555

40,000

43,555

2.3

COMPLETE STREETS & NON-MOTORIZED PLANNING

55,000

75,000

130,000

2.4

INTERMODAL / FREIGHT PLANNING

19,000

0

19,000

2.5

TRANSIT & TDM PLANNING

77,000

120,000

197,000

2.6

TD PLANNING

29,000

35,000

64,000

150,000

185,000

335,000

49,000

0

49,000

26,000

25,000

51,000

70,000

160,000

230,000

341,000

20,000

361,000

3
3.1
4
4.1
5
5.1
6
6.1
7
7.1
8

LRTP
LONG RANGE TRANSP. PLANNING
TIP
TRANSP. IMPROVE. PROGRAM
OTHER PROJECTS
CORRIDOR, SUB-AREA & ENVIR. STUDIES
DATA MONITORING
MULTIMODAL SE, LAND USE, AIR QUAL. & ENVIR. DATA
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
SUPPORT DECISION-MAKING & MONITOR FEEDBACK
COORDINATION IN REG & ST

8.1

COORDINATE WITH HILLS. CO. AGENCIES

83,000

25,000

108,000

8.2

REGIONAL & STATEWIDE COORDINATION

99,000

50,000

149,000

0

0

9

HART PLANNING PROGRAM

9.1

TRANSIT DATABASE & PLANNING

10

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

10.1

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

GRAND TOTAL

FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

1,334,555

835,000

Hillsborough
100
County MPO

0

0

0

0

1,327,334

1,327,334

1,327,334

3,496,889

Table 5b
HILLSBOROUGH COUNT Y MET ROPOLIT AN PLANNING ORGANIZ AT ION

T OT A L FU N D IN G A LLOCA T ION B Y A GE N CY & T A S K
U N IFIE D P LA N N IN G W OR K P R OGR A M FY 15/ 16 (Y e a r 2)
MPO
TASK

1
1.1
2
2.1

Staff

GRAND
Contractor

HART

TBARTA

FDOT

TOTAL

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT
TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT

300,000

20,000

320,000

33,000

140,000

173,000

SYSTEM PLANNING
CONG. MGMT, CRASH MITIG. & ITS PLANNING

2.2

SECURITY & EMERGENCY PREP. PLANNING

3,555

0

3,555

2.3

COMPLETE STREETS & NON-MOTORIZED PLANNING

55,000

130,000

185,000

2.4

INTERMODAL / FREIGHT PLANNING

19,000

120,000

139,000

2.5

TRANSIT & TDM PLANNING

77,000

100,000

177,000

2.6

TD PLANNING

29,000

46,000

75,000

125,000

75,000

200,000

49,000

0

49,000

51,000

25,000

76,000

50,000

105,000

155,000

341,000

20,000

361,000

3
3.1
4
4.1
5
5.1
6
6.1
7
7.1
8

LRTP
LONG RANGE TRANSP. PLANNING
TIP
TRANSP. IMPROVE. PROGRAM
OTHER PROJECTS
CORRIDOR, SUB-AREA & ENVIR. STUDIES
DATA MONITORING
MULTIMODAL SE, LAND USE, AIR QUAL. & ENVIR. DATA
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
SUPPORT DECISION-MAKING & MONITOR FEEDBACK
COORDINATION IN REG & ST

8.1

COORDINATE WITH HILLS. CO. AGENCIES

83,000

0

83,000

8.2

REGIONAL & STATEWIDE COORDINATION

99,000

0

99,000

0

0

9

HART PLANNING PROGRAM

9.1

TRANSIT DATABASE & PLANNING

10

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

10.1

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

GRAND TOTAL

FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

1,314,555

781,000

125,000

125,000

Hillsborough
101
County MPO

125,000

0

1,335,955

1,335,955

1,335,955

3,556,510

Table 6
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
MPO STAFF & CONTRACT TASKS WITH PRIOR YEAR FUNDS
UNIFIED PLANNING WORK PROGRAM - FY 13/14 (Year 2) - Amended October 2, 2012, April 2, 2013, October 1, 2013
FHWA PL (1107)*

TASK

Task No.
1

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT

1.1

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT

2

Prior Year
PL Roll
Forward
Funds
Staff
Budget

FHWA

FHWA PL (1107)*

Prior Year
PL Roll
Forward
Funds
Contract
Budget

PL Staff
Budget

FTA 5305

FL CTD

Resiliency
&
Prior Year
Adaptation FTA Funds
Pilot
Available FTA Grant
Project
for Staff
Staff
(Contract)
Budget
Budget

PL
Contract
Budget

174,000

26,000
75,000
50,000
40,000

2,530

100,000

8,064

40,000

CONG. MGMT, CRASH MITIG. & ITS PLANNING

2.2

SECURITY & EMERGENCY PREP. PLANNING

2.3

COMPLETE STREETS & NON-MOTORIZED PLANNING

23,000
10,000
35,000

2.4

INTERMODAL / FREIGHT PLANNING

10,000

15,000

2.5

TRANSIT & TDM PLANNING

15,000

0

2.6

TD PLANNING

120,000
30,000

102,500

123,990

45,587

130,500

23,000

11,000

1,636

10,000

45,000

30,000

0

6,000
16,000
15,500

20,000

9,533
11,554

30,000
4,000

242,600

82,500

32,795

138,500

40,000

50,000

3.1
4
4.1
5
5.1
6

LONG RANGE TRANSP. PLANNING
TRANSP. IMPROVE. PROGRAM

302,530

185,000
191,610
78,483

256,064
201,610
192,766

35,000

10,000
3,483

35,000

71,064
10,000
114,283

5,000

5,050

60,000

15,000

80,050

95,050

46,000

70,000
25,145

85,000

61,000
16,000

275,000
64,546

336,000
80,546

150,000

278,587

273,990

552,577

34,636

11,000

45,636

45,000

40,000

85,000

110,000

131,610
44,283

16,000

9,401

CORRIDOR, SUB-AREA & ENVIR. STUDIES

10,000

DATA MONITORING
SE, LAND USE, AIR QUAL. & ENVIR. DATA
MONITOR LEGIS. & RULES

62,588

80,000

45,533
31,554
15,500

162,588
0
0

208,121
31,554
15,500

84,594

80,000

431,595

247,094

678,689

117,000

40,000

157,000

39,000

0

39,000

608

72,110

160,608

232,718

271,468

600,000 1,674,393

0

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
SUPPORT DECISION-MAKING & MONITOR FEEDBACK

17,700

COORDINATION IN REG & ST

8.1

COORDINATE WITH HILLS. CO. AGENCIES

67,000

8.2

COORDINATE WITH REG. & STATE AGENCIES

19,000

8.3

WCFCCC PLANS & ACTIVITIES

38,000

160,000

841,600

823,490

9

26,000

OTHER PROJECTS

MULTIMODAL SYS. DATABASE

8

276,530

TIP

6.2
6.3
7.1

Task
Total**

LRTP

6.1

7

TD
Contract
Budget

TOTAL
Prior Year
TOTAL
Funds for
Unobligate
Funds for Contracts
d Funds
Current
Staff
Available in
Prior Year Available Year STP Available
Current
for
Contract in Current
Obligated
Fiscal
Contracts
Budget Fiscal Year
Funds
Year**

SYSTEM PLANNING

2.1

3

TD Staff
Budget

Surface Transportation Program

20,000
19,110

15,000

225,093

574,000

HART PLANNING PROGRAM

9.1

TRANSIT DATABASE & PLANNING

10

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

10.1

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

TOTAL
Funding Source Total

0

Recap of FHWA PL Funding Availability
Current Year Estimated Allocation
Allocation to Staff
Allocation to Contracts
Transfer to support CCC
TOTAL
* FDOT will provide a soft match of
** Excludes prior year obligated funds.

FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

0

1,665,090

131,610
131,610

799,093

33,700

9,401

43,101

841,600
823,490
5,000
1,670,090
$ 300,882

$ 300,882 in state funds.

102

Amendment Legend
RED
= Funding Decrease

Hillsborough County MPO

1,835,969 3,510,362

3,510,362

Table 7
HILLSBOROUGH COUNT Y MET ROPOLIT AN PLANNING ORGANIZ AT ION

T OT A L FU N D IN G A LLOCA T ION B Y A GE N CY & T A S K
U N IFIE D P LA N N IN G W OR K P R OGR A M FY 2013/ 14 (a s a me nd e d / mo d ifie d )
GRAND

MPO
TASK

1
1.1
2

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT
CONG. MGMT, CRASH MITIG. & ITS PLANNING
RESERVED

2.3

BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN PLANNING

2.4

INTERMODAL / FREIGHT PLANNING

2.5

TRANSIT & TDM PLANNING

2.6

TD PLANNING

4
4.1
5
5.1
6

LONG RANGE TRANSP. PLANNING
TRANSP. IMPROVE. PROGRAM
CORRIDOR, SUB-AREA & ENVIR. STUDIES

6.3

MONITOR LEGIS. & RULES

26,000

302,530

71,064
10,000
114,283
15,000
61,000
16,000

185,000
191,610
78,483
80,050
275,000
64,546

256,064

278,587

273,990

552,577

34,636

11,000

45,636

45,000

40,000

85,000

45,533
31,554
15,500

162,588
0
0

208,121

431,595

247,094

678,689

117,000
39,000
72,110

40,000
0
160,608

157,000

201,610
192,766
95,050
336,000
80,546

31,554
15,500

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
SUPPORT DECISION-MAKING & MONITOR FEEDBACK
COORDINATION IN REG & ST

8.1

COORDINATE WITH HILLS. CO. AGENCIES

8.2

COORDINATE WITH REG. & STATE AGENCIES

8.3

WCFCCC PLANS & ACTIVITIES

39,000
232,718

HART PLANNING PROGRAM

9.1

TRANSIT DATABASE & PLANNING

10

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

10.1

FDOT PLANNING PROGRAM

GRAND TOTAL

FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

276,530

DATA MONITORING
MULTIMODAL SYS. DATABASE

9

TOTAL

OTHER PROJECTS

SE, LAND USE, AIR QUAL. & ENVIR. DATA

8

FDOT

TIP

6.2

7.1

TBARTA

LRTP

6.1

7

HART

SYSTEM PLANNING

2.2

3

Contractor

TRANSP. PLANNING MANAGEMENT

2.1

3.1

Staff

0

1,674,393

1,835,969

Hillsborough
103
County MPO

0

0

1,237,567

1,237,567

1,237,567

4,747,929
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APPENDIX A
Forms, Certifications and Assurances
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APPENDIX A
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2015 CERTIFICATIONS AND ASSURANCES FOR FEDERAL
TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS
(Signature page alternative to providing Certifications and Assurances in TEAM-Web)
Name
of
Applicant:
Organization_______________

Hillsborough

County

Metropolitan

Planning

The Applicant agrees to comply with applicable provisions of Groups 01 – 24. ______
OR

The Applicant agrees to comply with applicable provisions of the Groups it has
selected:
Group

Description

1.

Assurances Required For Each Applicant.

___X____

2.

Lobbying

___X____

3.

Procurement Compliance

________

4.

Protections for Private Providers of Public Transportation.

________

5.

Public Hearing.

________

6.

Acquisition of Rolling Stock for Use in Revenue Service.

________

7.

Acquisition of Capital Assets by Lease.

________

8.

Bus Testing.

________

9.

Charter Service Agreement.

________

10.

School Transportation Agreement.

________

11.

Demand Responsive Service.

________

12.

Alcohol Misuse and Prohibited Drug Use.

________

13.

Interest and Other Financing Costs.

________

14.

Intelligent Transportation Systems.

________

15.

Urbanized Area Formula Program.

________

16.

Clean Fuels Grant Program.

________

17.

Elderly Individuals and Individuals with Disabilities Formula Program and Pilot Program.
________

18.

Nonurbanized Area Formula Program for States.

________

19.

Job Access and Reverse Commute (JARC) Program.

________

20.

New Freedom Program.

________

21.

Paul S. Sarbanes Transit in Parks Program.

________

22.

Tribal Transit Program.

________

23.

TIFIA Projects

________

24.

Deposits of Federal Financial Funding to a State Infrastructure Banks.

________
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APPENDIX A

FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2015 FTA CERTIFICATIONS AND ASSURANCES
SIGNATURE PAGE
(Required of all Applicants for FTA funding and all FTA Grantees with an active capital or formula project)
AFFIRMATION OF APPLICANT
Name of Applicant: Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization_
Name and Relationship of Authorized Representative: Ramond A. Chiaramonte, Executive
Director________
BY SIGNING BELOW, on behalf of the Applicant, I declare that the Applicant has duly authorized me to
make these certifications and assurances and bind the Applicant’s compliance. Thus, the Applicant
agrees to comply with all Federal statutes and regulations, and follow applicable Federal directives, and
comply with the certifications and assurances as indicated on the foregoing page applicable to each
application it makes to the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) in Federal Fiscal Year 2012.
FTA intends that the certifications and assurances the Applicant selects on the other side of this
document, as representative of the certifications and assurances, should apply, as provided, to each
project for which the Applicant seeks now, or may later seek FTA funding during Federal Fiscal Year
2012.
The Applicant affirms the truthfulness and accuracy of the certifications and assurances it has made in
the statements submitted with this document and any other submission made to FTA, and acknowledges
that the Program Fraud Civil Remedies Act of 1986, 31 U.S.C. 3801 et seq., and implementing U.S. DOT
regulations, “Program Fraud Civil Remedies,” 49 CFR part 31 apply to any certification, assurance or
submission made to FTA. The criminal provisions of 18 U.S.C. 1001 apply to any certification,
assurance, or submission made in connection with a Federal public transportation program authorized in
49 U.S.C. chapter 53 or any other statute
In signing this document, I declare under penalties of perjury that the foregoing certifications and
assurances, and any other statements made by me on behalf of the Applicant are true and accurate.
Signature___________________________________

Date: _________________

Name Ramond A. Chiaramonte, Executive Director
Authorized Representative of Applicant
AFFIRMATION OF APPLICANT’S ATTORNEY
For Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization___
As the undersigned Attorney for the above named Applicant, I hereby affirm to the Applicant that it has
authority under State, local, or tribal government law, as applicable, to make and comply with the
certifications and assurances as indicated on the foregoing pages. I further affirm that, in my opinion, the
certifications and assurances have been legally made and constitute legal and binding obligations on the
Applicant.
I further affirm to the Applicant that, to the best of my knowledge, there is no legislation or litigation
pending or imminent that might adversely affect the validity of these certifications and assurances, or of
the performance of the project.
Signature_____________________________________

Date: _________________

Name: Adam Gormly, Asst. County Attorney
Attorney for Applicant
Each Applicant for FTA funding and each FTA Grantee with an active capital or formula project must provide an Affirmation of
Applicant’s Attorney pertaining to the Applicant’s legal capacity. The Applicant may enter its signature in lieu of the Attorney’s
signature, provided the Applicant has on file this Affirmation, signed by the attorney and dated this Federal fiscal year.
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FEDERAL FY 2015-2016 CERTIFICATION REGARDING LOBBYING
LOBBYING CERTIFICATION for GRANTS, LOANS
and COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS
In accordance with Section 1352 of Title 31, United States Code, it is the policy of the Hillsborough MPO
that:
(1)
No Federal or state appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid by or on behalf of the
Hillsborough MPO, to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any
Federal or state agency, or a member of Congress or the state legislature in connection with the awarding
of any Federal or state contract, the making of any Federal or state grant, the making of any Federal or
state loan, extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal or state contract,
grant, loan, or cooperative agreement.
(2)
If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person
for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any Federal agency, a Member of
Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection
with this Federal contract, grant, loan or cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall complete and
submit Standard Form-LLL, “Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying,” in accordance with its instructions.
(3)
The Hillsborough MPO shall require that the language of this certification be included in the
award documents for all subawards at all tiers (including subgrants and contracts and subcontracts under
grants, subgrants, loans, and cooperative agreement), which exceeds $100,000, and that all such
subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly.
(4)
This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this
transaction was made or entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making or
entering into this transaction imposed by Section 1352, Title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file
the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than
$100,000 for each failure.

Date
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FEDERAL FY 2015-2016 DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION CERTIFICATION
As required by U.S. Regulations on Government wide Debarment and
Suspension (Nonprocurement) at 49 CFR 29.510

(1)

The Metropolitan Planning Organization hereby certifies to the best of its
knowledge and belief, that it and its principles:
a. Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared
ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from covered transactions by any federal
department or agency;
b. Have not within a three-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of
or had a civil judgment rendered against them for commission of fraud or a
criminal offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or
performing a public (Federal, state or local) transaction or contract under a
public transaction; violation of Federal or state antitrust statutes; or
commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or
destruction of records, making false statements or receiving stolen property;
c. Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a
governmental entity (Federal, state or local) with commission of any of the
offenses listed in paragraph (b) of this certification; and,
d. Have not within a three-year period preceding this certification had one or
more public transactions (Federal, state or local) terminated for cause or
default.

(2)

The Metropolitan Planning Organization also hereby certifies that if, later, it
becomes aware of any information contradicting the statements of paragraphs
(a) through (d) above, it will promptly provide that information to the U.S. DOT.

Chairperson for the MPO
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Section 5303
Approved Project Budget for FY 2014-2015
(total dollars)
Technical Classifications:
44.21.00 Program Support and Administration (UPWP Task 1.1)
44.22.00 General Development and Comprehensive Planning (Tasks 5.1, 6.1,
6.2)

44.23.01 Long Range Transportation Planning: System Level (Tasks 2.1, 2.3,
2.5, 3.1)

44.23.02
44.24.00
44.25.00
44.26.00
44.26.12
44.26.13
44.26.14

Long Range Transportation Planning: Project Level
Short Range Transportation Planning
Transportation Improvement Program (Task 4.1)
Planning Emphasis Areas (Task 7.1)
Coordination of Non-Emergency Human Service Transportation
Participation of Transit Operators in Metropolitan Planning
Planning for Transit Systems Management/Operations to Increase
Ridership
44.26.15 Support Transit Capital Investment Decisions through Effective
Systems Planning
44.26.16 Incorporating Safety & Security in Transportation Planning
44.27.00 Other Activities (Tasks 8.2, 8.3)
Total Net Project Cost

$

Accounting Classifications
44.30.01
44.30.02
44.30.03
44.30.04
44.30.05
44.30.06
44.30.07
44.30.08

Personnel
Fringe Benefits
Travel
Equipment
Supplies
Contractual
Other
Indirect Charges
Total Net Project Cost

$

Fund Allocations
44.40.01
44.40.02
44.40.03

MPO Activities
Transit Operator Activities
State and/or Local Agency Activities
Total Net Project Cost
Federal Share (80%)
Local Share (20%)

Accounting
Classification
91.37.08.8P-2

FPC
02
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Section 5303
GMIS Line Item Codes - FY 2012-2013
(FTA Funds Only)
Technical Classifications:
44.21.00 Program Support and Administration (UPWP Task 1.1)
44.22.00 General Development and Comprehensive Planning (Tasks 5.1, 6.1, 6.2)
44.23.01 Long Range Transportation Planning: System Level (Tasks 2.1, 2.3, 2.5,
3.1)
44.23.02 Long Range Transportation Planning: Project Level
44.24.00 Short Range Transportation Planning
44.25.00 Transportation Improvement Program (Task 4.1)
44.26.00 Planning Emphasis Areas (Task 7.1)
44.26.12 Coordination of Non-Emergency Human Service Transportation
44.26.13 Participation of Transit Operators in Metropolitan Planning
44.26.14 Planning for Transit Systems Management/Operations to Increase
Ridership
44.26.15 Support Transit Capital Investment Decisions through Effective Systems
Planning
44.26.16 Incorporating Safety & Security in Transportation Planning
44.27.00 Other Activities (Task 8.2. 8.3)
Total Net Project Cost

_____________
_____________

_____________
_____________
_____________
_____________
$
$

Accounting Classifications
44.30.01
44.30.02
44.30.03
44.30.04
44.30.05
44.30.06
44.30.07
44.30.08

Personnel
Fringe Benefits
Travel
Equipment
Supplies
Contractual
Other
Indirect Charges
Total Net Project Cost

$
$
_____________
_____________
_____________
_____________
_____________
$
$

Total Net Project Cost

$
_____________
_____________
$

Fund Allocations
44.40.01
44.40.02
44.40.03

MPO Activities
Transit Operator Activities
State and/or Local Agency Activities
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2014/2015 Transportation Disadvantaged Trust Fund
Planning Related Services Grant Acknowledgement
Form
GRANT RECIPIENT LEGAL NAME: Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning
Organization
FEDERAL EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: 50-0261001
REGISTERED ADDRESS: PO Box 1110, 601 E. Kennedy Blvd. - 18th Floor
CITY AND STATE: ZIP CODE: Tampa, FL 33601-1110
CONTACT PERSON FOR THIS GRANT: Ramond A. Chiaramonte, Exec. Director
PHONE NUMBER:813-270-5940 FAX NUMBER: 813-301-7172
(REQUIRED) E-MAIL ADDRESS: rayc@plancom.org
PROJECT LOCATION [County(ies)]: Hillsborough
PROPOSED PROJECT START DATE: ENDING DATE:
PLANNING FUNDS TRANSFERRED TO
TRIP AND EQUIPMENT GRANT
$

GRANT AMOUNT REQUESTED FOR
THIS APPLICATION PERIOD
$

I, Ramond A. Chiaramonte , as the authorized Grant Recipient Representative, hereby
certify that the information contained in these forms is true and accurate and is
submitted in accordance with the instructions.

__________________________________
Grant Recipient Representative (Signature)
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Table 8
To be provided from Comm. For Transportation Disadvantaged
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Transportation Disadvantaged Trust Fund Planning Grant

STANDARD ASSURANCES
The recipient hereby assures and certifies that:
(1)

The recipient will comply with the federal, state, and local statutes, regulations,
executive orders, and administrative requirements which relate to discrimination
on the basis of race, color, creed, religion, sex, age, and handicap with respect to
employment, service provision, and procurement.

(2)

Public and private for-profit, transit and paratransit operators have been or will be
afforded a fair and timely opportunity by the local recipient to participate to the
maximum extent feasible in the planning and provision of the proposed
transportation planning services.

(3)

The recipient has the requisite fiscal, managerial, and legal capacity to carry out
the Transportation Disadvantaged Program and to receive and disburse State
funds.

(4)

The recipient intends to accomplish all tasks as identified in this grant application.

(5)

Transportation Disadvantaged Trust Funds will not be used to supplant or
replace existing federal, state, or local government funds.

(6)

Consultant services purchased through this grant comply with the competitive
procurement requirements of Chapter 287 and Chapter 427, Florida Statutes.

This certification is valid for no longer than the contract period for which the grant
application is filed.

Date:

Signature: ___________________________________
Name: Ramond A. Chiaramonte
Title: Executive Director
Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization
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TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED TRUST FUND PLANNING GRANT

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION
A RESOLUTION of the BOARD of the Hillsborough County Metropolitan
Planning Organization (Applicant), hereinafter BOARD, hereby authorizes the filing of a
Transportation Disadvantaged Trust Fund Grant Application with the Florida
Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged.
WHEREAS, this BOARD has the authority to file a Transportation Disadvantaged
Trust Fund Grant Application and to undertake a transportation disadvantaged service
project as authorized by Section 427.0159, Florida Statutes, and Rule 41-2, Florida
Administrative Code.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD THAT:
1.

The BOARD has the authority to file this grant application.

2.

The BOARD authorizes the Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning
Organization Executive Director, hereinafter DIRECTOR, to file and
execute the application on behalf of the Metropolitan Planning
Organization with the Florida Commission for the Transportation
Disadvantaged.

3.

The BOARD’S Registered Agent in Florida is the DIRECTOR.
The Registered Agent’s address is: PO Box 1110, 601 E. Kennedy Blvd.
- 18th Floor, Tampa, FL 33601-1110.

4.

The BOARD authorizes the DIRECTOR to sign any and all agreements
or contracts which are required in connection with the application.

5.

The BOARD authorizes the DIRECTOR to sign any and all assurances,
reimbursement invoices, warranties, certifications and any other
documents which may be required in connection with the application or
subsequent agreements.

DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS
DAY OF
BOARD OF Hillsborough County MPO
Commissioner Mark Sharpe, Chairman
Typed name of Chairperson
_____________________________________
Signature of Chairperson
ATTEST:
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APPENDIX B
Cost Allocation Plan, Including Certificate of Indirect Costs
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APPENDIX C
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964/
Nondiscrimination Policy Statement
and Limited English Proficiency Policy Statement
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TITLE VI/ NONDISCRIMINATION POLICY STATEMENT
The Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization assures the Florida
Department of Transportation that no person shall on the basis of race, color, national
origin, sex, age, disability, family or religious status, as provided by Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987 and the Florida Civil Rights
Act of 1992 be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise
subjected to discrimination or retaliation under any program or activity.
The Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization further agrees to the
following responsibilities with respect to its programs and activities:
1. Designate a Title VI Liaison that has a responsible position within the
organization and access to the Recipient’s Chief Executive Officer.
2. Issue a policy statement signed by the Chief Executive Officer, which expresses
its commitment to the nondiscrimination provisions of Title VI. The policy
statement shall be circulated throughout the Recipient’s organization and to the
general public. Such information shall be published where appropriate in
languages other than English.
3. Insert the clauses of Appendix A of this agreement in every contract subject to
the Acts and the Regulations
4. Develop a complaint process and attempt to resolve complaints of discrimination
against sub-recipients. Complaints against the Recipient shall immediately be
forwarded to the FDOT District Title VI Coordinator.
5. Participate in training offered on Title VI and other nondiscrimination
requirements.
6. If reviewed by FDOT or USDOT, take affirmative action to correct any
deficiencies found within a reasonable time period, not to exceed ninety (90)
calendar days.
7. Have a process to collect racial and ethnic data on persons impacted by your
agency’s programs.
THIS ASSURANCE is given in consideration of and for the purpose of obtaining any
and all federal funds, grants, loans, contracts, properties, discounts or other federal
financial assistance under all programs and activities and is binding. The person
whose signature appears below is authorized to sign this assurance on behalf of the
Recipient.
Dated ___________
by _________________________
Ramond A. Chiaramonte, Executive Director
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APPENDIX A

During the performance of this contract, the contractor, for itself, its assignees and successors in interest
(hereinafter referred to as the “Contractor”) agrees as follows:
(1.) Compliance with Regulations: The Contractor shall comply with the Regulations relative to
nondiscrimination in Federally-assisted programs of the U.S. Department of Transportation
(hereinafter, “USDOT”) Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 21, as they may be amended from
time to time, (hereinafter referred to as the Regulations), which are herein incorporated by reference
and made a part of this Agreement.
(2.) Nondiscrimination: The Contractor, with regard to the work performed during the contract, shall not
discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, age, disability, religion or family status in
the selection and retention of subcontractors, including procurements of materials and leases of
equipment. The Contractor shall not participate either directly or indirectly in the discrimination
prohibited by section 21.5 of the Regulations, including employment practices when the contract
covers a program set forth in Appendix B of the Regulations.
(3.) Solicitations for Subcontractors, including Procurements of Materials and Equipment: In all
solicitations made by the Contractor, either by competitive bidding or negotiation for work to be
performed under a subcontract, including procurements of materials or leases of equipment; each
potential subcontractor or supplier shall be notified by the Contractor of the Contractor’s obligations
under this contract and the Regulations relative to nondiscrimination on the basis of race, color,
national origin, sex, age, disability, religion or family status.
(4.) Information and Reports: The Contractor shall provide all information and reports required by the
Regulations or directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permit access to its books, records,
accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be determined by the Florida
Department of Transportation, the Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit Administration,
Federal Aviation Administration, and/or the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration to be
pertinent to ascertain compliance with such Regulations, orders and instructions. Where any
information required of a Contractor is in the exclusive possession of another who fails or refuses to
furnish this information the Contractor shall so certify to the Florida Department of Transportation, the
Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit Administration, Federal Aviation Administration,
and/or the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration as appropriate, and shall set forth what efforts
it has made to obtain the information.
(5.) Sanctions for Noncompliance: In the event of the Contractor’s noncompliance with the
nondiscrimination provisions of this contract, the Florida Department of Transportation shall impose
such contract sanctions as it or the Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit Administration,
Federal Aviation Administration, and/or the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration may
determine to be appropriate, including, but not limited to:
a. withholding of payments to the Contractor under the contract until the Contractor complies, and/or
b. cancellation, termination or suspension of the contract, in whole or in part.
(6.) Incorporation of Provisions: The Contractor shall include the provisions of paragraphs (1) through
(6) in every subcontract, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment, unless exempt
by the Regulations, or directives issued pursuant thereto. The Contractor shall take such action with
respect to any subcontract or procurement as the Florida Department of Transportation, the Federal
Highway Administration, Federal Transit Administration, Federal Aviation Administration, and/or the
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions
including sanctions for noncompliance. In the event a Contractor becomes involved in, or is
threatened with, litigation with a sub-contractor or supplier as a result of such direction, the Contractor
may request the Florida Department of Transportation to enter into such litigation to protect the
interests of the Florida Department of Transportation, and, in addition, the Contractor may request the
United States to enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the United States.
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Hillsborough County Metropolitan Planning Organization
Limited English Proficiency (LEP)
Policy Statement
Executive Order 13166 and Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 prohibits recipients of
federal financial assistance from discriminating based on national origin by, among
other things, failing to provide meaningful access to individuals who are limited English
proficient (LEP).
All recipients and sub-recipients of federal funding are required to take reasonable steps
to provide meaningful access to LEP individuals. Among the factors to be considered in
determining what constitutes reasonable steps to ensure meaningful access are: (1) the
number or proportion of LEP persons in the eligible service population; (2) the
frequency with which LEP individuals come into contact with the program or activity;
(3) the importance of the service provided by the program; (4) the resources available to
the recipient.
It is important to ensure that written materials routinely provided in English also are
provided in regularly encountered languages other than English. It is particularly
important to ensure that vital documents are translated into the non-English language of
each regularly encountered LEP group eligible to be served or likely to be affected by
the program or activity. A document will be considered vital if it contains information
that is critical for obtaining the federal services and/or benefits, or is required by law.
Vital documents include, for example: applications; consent and complaint forms;
notices of rights and disciplinary action; notices advertising LEP persons of the
availability of free language assistance; and written tests that do not assess English
language competency, but rather competency for a particular license, job or skill for
which English competency is not required; and letters or notices that require a response
from the beneficiary or client.
Vital documents must be translated when 1,000 people or 5% of the population eligible
to be served or likely to be directly affected by the program/activity, needs services or
information in a language other than English to communicate effectively. For many
larger documents, translation of vital information contained within the document will
suffice and the documents need not be translated in their entirety.
It may sometimes be difficult to draw a distinction between vital and non-vital
documents, particularly when considering outreach or other documents designed to
raise awareness of rights or services. It is impossible from a practical and cost effective
perspective to translate every piece of outreach material into every language; and
Title VI and E.O. 13166 do not require this of their recipients. However, in some
circumstances lack of awareness of the existence of a particular program may
effectively deny LEP individuals meaningful access. It is important for recipients,
sub-recipients and contractors to continually survey/assess the needs of eligible service
populations in order to determine whether certain critical outreach materials should be
translated into other languages.
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The obligation to provide meaningful opportunity to individuals who are LEP is not
limited to written translations.
Oral communications between recipients and
beneficiaries often is a necessary part of the exchange of information. Thus, a recipient
that limits its language assistance to the provisions of written materials may not be
allowing LEP persons “effectively to be informed of or to participate in the program.”
There are several steps which can assist recipients in providing such oral assistance.
They range from hiring bilingual staff or staff interpreters competent in the skill of
interpreting, to contracting qualified outside in-person or telephonic interpreter services,
to arranging formally for the services of qualified voluntary community interpreters who
are bound by confidentiality agreements. Generally, it is not acceptable for agencies or
recipients to rely upon an LEP individual’s family members or friends to provide the
interpreter services. The agency or recipient should meet its obligations under
EO 13166 and Title VI by supplying competent language service free of cost.
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The Hillsborough County MPO will comply with this federal
requirement by:
• Complying with the Four Factors Test
(1) the number or proportion of LEP persons in the eligible service population;
(2) the frequency with which LEP individuals come into contact with the program or
activity;
(3) the importance of the service provided by the program;
(4) the resources available to the recipient.

• Public Meetings / Workshops
All ads for a public meeting will contain the following language:
“Persons who require special accommodations under the Americans with Disabilities
Act or persons who require translation services (free of charge) should contact Michele
Ogilvie at the Hillsborough County MPO at least 10 working days in advance of the
Public Meeting.
Identify and locate the translation and interpreter resources that are needed to provide
the language assistance.
As covered under Title VI requirements for nondiscrimination, at each meeting it is
necessary to provide the Title VI material and include this material in an alternate
language when applicable.

• Maintaining Files
Maintain LEP status for certain communities in files to assure consistent communication
in the appropriate language.

• Review Process
Review delivery processes to determine whether any program process denies or limits
participation by LEP persons.

• Discrimination-Complaint Procedures
LEP persons should be provided notice of their opportunity to file a discrimination
complaint in accordance with Title VI. LEP persons may be advised orally of the
opportunity to file a discrimination complaint pursuant to the regulations using an
interpreter. LEP persons should be made aware of the free, oral translation of vital
information we will provide upon request.

• Annual Update
Annual assessment of the language needs will be conducted when this policy is updated by review of
census and county labor-market data or review of statistics from school systems, community agencies
and organizations and comparison to demographic data.
The MPOs LEP Policy Statement will be updated annually to ensure compliance with federal laws.
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APPENDIX D
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program
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HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ORGANIZATION (MPO)
DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE (DBE) UTILIZATION
PARTICIPATION BY DBE IN THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION'S (FDOT) FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS
Effective July 1, 2007
It is the policy of the Hillsborough County MPO that disadvantaged businesses, as defined by
49 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 26, shall have an opportunity to participate in the
performance of MPO contracts in a nondiscriminatory environment. The objectives of the
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program are to ensure non-discrimination in the award and
administration of contracts, ensure firms fully meet eligibility standards, help remove barriers to
participation, create a level playing field, assist in development of a firm so it can compete
successfully outside of the program, provide flexibility, and ensure narrow tailoring of the
program.
The Hillsborough County MPO, and its consultants shall take all necessary and reasonable
steps to ensure that disadvantaged businesses have an opportunity to compete for and perform
the contract work of the (insert name of MPO) in a non-discriminatory environment.
The Hillsborough County MPO shall require its consultants to not discriminate on the basis of
race, color, national origin and sex in the award and performance of its contracts. This policy
covers in part the applicable federal regulations and the applicable statutory references
contained therein for the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program Plan, Chapters 337 and
339, Florida Statutes, and Rule Chapter 14-78, Florida Administrative Code.
The Hillsborough County MPO agrees to adopt the Florida Department of Transportation DBE
Program Plan and to use the following forms and reporting systems to ensure compliance with
the FDOT Plan:
Use appropriate forms such as the Bid Opportunity List (Form No. 275-030-1 0) and DBE
Participation Statement (Form No. 375-030-21)
Report DBE activities through the Equal Opportunity Reporting System (BizWeb)
Use the DBE directory developed under the Unified Certification Program

________________________________
Hillsborough County MPO
Chairperson
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DBE Utilization FY 13/14
DBE Utilization for FY 2013/14 was $43,181
DBE Utilization for FY 2013/14 accounted for 3.61% of total consultant expenditures
Reported through FDOT Equal Opportunity Reporting System (BIZ WEB)

DRAFT FY 2015 & 2016 UPWP

132

Hillsborough County MPO

APPENDIX E
Comments on Preliminary Draft UPWP
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UPWP Review Process
The UPWP is developed per the guidelines in the Florida Department of Transportation Metropolitan
Planning Organization Program Management Handbook. This Handbook specifies a process for
coordinating with partner agencies and providing an opportunity to review the UPWP before its adoption.
A preliminary draft of the UPWP was distributed to the following agencies, governments and
organizations:

City of Plant City
City of Tampa
City of Temple Terrace
Federal Aviation Administration
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Transit Administration
Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Florida Department of Transportation
Hernando County MPO
Hillsborough Area Regional Transit Authority
Hillsborough County
Hillsborough County Grants Administration Office
Hillsborough County Aviation Authority
Hillsborough County City-County Planning Commission
Hillsborough County Environmental Protection Commission
Pasco County MPO
Pinellas County MPO
Polk TPO
Sarasota/Manatee MPO
School District of Hillsborough County
Tampa Bay Area Regional Transportation Authority
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
Tampa Port Authority
Tampa-Hillsborough Expressway Authority
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Agency Review Comments on
Fiscal Year 2015 & 2016 Unified Planning Work Program
Federal Highway Administration
Page
Comment
MPO Response
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APPENDIX F
TAC and CAC Endorsement of UPWP
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Citizens Advisory Committee action taken at their meeting of April 16, 2014:

Technical Advisory Committee action taken at their meeting of April 21, 2014:
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APPENDIX G
Joint Certification Statement
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JOINT CERTIFICATION STATEMENT ON THE METROPOLITAN
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCESS
Pursuant to the requirements of 23 U.S.C. 134 (k)(5), 23 CFR 450.334(a), the
Department and the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) have performed a review
of the certification status of the metropolitan transportation planning process for the
Hillsborough County MPO with respect to the requirements of:
1. 23 U.S.C. 134 and 49 U.S.C. 5303; Title 23 C.F.R. Part 450;
2. Clean Air Act, as amended, (42 U.S.C. 7504 and 7506 (c) and (d); [Currently not
applicable to Florida MPOs]
3. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1) and 49
C.F.R. Part 21;
4. 49 U.S.C. 5332 prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national
origin, sex, or age in employment or business opportunity;
5. Section 1101(b) of SAFETEA-LU (Public Law 109-59) and 49 C.F.R. Part 26
regarding the involvement of disadvantaged business enterprises in USDOT funded
projects;
6. 23 C.F.R. Part 230 regarding the implementation of an equal employment
opportunity program on Federal and Federal-aid highway construction contracts;
[Currently not applicable to Florida MPOs]
7. The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et
seq.) and the regulations found in 49 C.F.R. Parts 27, 37, and 38;
8. The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 6101) prohibiting discrimination
on the basis of age in programs or activities receiving Federal financial assistance;
9. 23 U.S.C., Section 324 regarding the prohibition of discrimination on the basis of
gender; and
10. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and 49 C.F.R. Part 27
regarding discrimination against individuals with disabilities.
Included in this joint certification package is a summary of noteworthy achievements by
the
MPO, attachments associated with these achievements, and a list of any
recommendations and/or corrective actions. The contents of this joint certification
package have been reviewed by the MPO and accurately reflect the results of the joint
certification review meeting held on _______, 2014.
Based on a joint review and evaluation, the Florida Department of Transportation and
the Hillsborough County MPO recommend that the Metropolitan Planning Process for
the Hillsborough County MPO be certified.

________________________________
Donald J. Skelton, P.E.
District Seven Secretary (or designee)
Florida Department of Transportation

____________________
Date

________________________________
Commissioner Mark Sharpe, Chairman
Hillsborough County MPO (or designee)

____________________
Date
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Hillsborough Metropolitan Planning Organization
601 E Kennedy Boulevard, 18th floor, Tampa, Florida, 33601 · 813-272-5940 · HillsboroughMPO.org

Board & Committee Agenda Item
Agenda Item:

2040 Needs Assessment Part 4 – Revenue Estimates

Presenter:

Gena Torres, MPO Staff

Summary:

Last month, the committee received an overview of the
performance measures under consideration to evaluate
candidate projects in the 2040 LRTP Needs Assessment.
While the performance measures continue to develop, MPO
staff is looking next at project costs and forecasting
revenues.
Included are estimates for transit, highways, trails, bicycle
lanes, pedestrian needs, maintenance activities, and
intelligent transportation projects. The cost estimates and
revenue forecasting will form the basis for determining which
projects can be reasonably funded in the Cost Affordable
Plan.
The Florida Department of Transportation has already
completed a large portion of the assessment by adopting the
SIS 2040 Long Range Cost Feasible Plan. The projects
specific to District 7 are attached.

Action:

None; for information and discussion

Prepared By:

Gena Torres

Attachments:

None.

Hillsborough Metropolitan Planning Organization
601 E Kennedy Boulevard, 18th floor, Tampa, Florida, 33601 · 813-272-5940 · HillsboroughMPO.org

Board & Committee Agenda Item
Agenda Item:

2014 / 2015 Transportation Improvement
Program Highlights

Presenter:

Joe Price, MPO Staff

Summary:

MPO staff is preparing a draft of the Transportation
Improvement Program document for the fiscal year period of
2014/15 – 2018/19. The TIP document includes projects
programmed by the Florida Department of Transportation
(FDOT) based on priorities adopted by the MPO on
September 3, 2013. These priorities were based on the
adopted 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan.
In November, FDOT presented the draft Work Program to the
Committees. This briefing is an update of the projects that
are funded in the next five years. Next month, the full TIP
will be presented for adoption. The TIP must be submitted
to the Florida Department of Transportation by July 15, 2014.
A public hearing and adoption of the TIP by the MPO is
scheduled for June 3, 2014.

Recommended None – For Information Only
Action:
Prepared By:

Wally Blain

Attachments:

Adopted 2014/2015 TIP Priorities with

Status of MPO Adopted Priorities in Tentative Work Program

EXISTING PRIORITIES FUNDED FOR CONSTRUCTION
LRTP
Rank

FPN

LRTP
Project
Number

Project Limits

1 415489‐3

H1865

2 405492‐5

H300

3 405492‐4

H310

4 255585‐1

H420

5 420625‐1

H460

US HWY 301 FROM SR 674 TO BALM RD
BRUCE B DOWNS BLVD FROM BEARSS AVE TO
PALM SPRINGS
BRUCE B DOWNS BLVD FROM PEBBLE CREEK DR
TO COUNTY LINE RD
ALEXANDER STREET EXTENSION FROM I‐4 TO
KNIGHTS GRIFFIN RD
CROSS CREEK BLVD FROM CORY LAKE ISLES TO
MORRIS BRIDGE RD

6 257862‐3

H1550

SAM ALLEN RD FROM SR 39 TO PARK RD

9 408459‐3

H855

I‐75 FROM N OF BB DOWNS BLVD TO S OF SR 56

9 410909‐2

ITS90

9 408459‐2

H852

10 258399‐2

H746

10 258398‐5

H742

10 258398‐3

ITS70

12 255793‐1

H1890

13 413092‐2

ORB170

13 413092‐3
14 413086‐1

ORB170
ORT10

27 255893‐2

H1675

27 255893‐3

H1680

28 255893‐4
36 428214‐2

H1690
PEC290

67 410909‐6

ITS85

Project Description
Widen 2 lanes to 6 lanes
divided
Widen 4 lanes to 8 lanes
divided
Widen 4 lanes to 6 lanes
divided
New 4 lane divided
roadway
Widen 2 Lanes to 4 Lanes
Divided
Widen 2 lanes to 4 lanes
divided
Widen 4 lane to 6 lane
freeway

Project
Sponsor

Project Status

County /
FDOT

Construction Programmed 2016

County

Construction Programmed 2014

County

Construction Programmed 2017

FDOT

Under Construction

Tampa

Construction Programmed 2014

FDOT

Construction Programmed 2018

FDOT

Under Construction

I‐75 FROM FOWLER AVE TO I‐275
ITS Freeway Management
I‐75 FROM S OF FOWLER AVE TO N OF BB DOWNS Widen 4 lanes to 6 lane
BLVD
freeway
Widen 6 lanes to 8 lane
I‐275 FROM HIMES AVE TO HILLSBOROUGH RIVER freeway
I‐275 FROM SR 60 (MEMORIAL HWY) TO HIMES
Widen 6 lanes to 8 lane
AVE
freeway

FDOT

Under Construction

FDOT

Under Construction

FDOT

Under Construction

FDOT

Under Construction

I‐275 FROM HIMES AVE TO HILLSBOROUGH RIVER ITS Freeway Management
US HWY 301 FROM TAMPA BYPASS CANAL TO
Widen 2 lanes to 4 lanes
FOWLER AVE
divided
BAYSHORE BLVD FROM ROME AVE TO BAY TO BAY
BLVD ‐ PHASE II
Re‐Stripe for Bike Lane
BAYSHORE BLVD FROM BAY TO BAY BLVD TO
GANDY BLVD ‐ PHASE III
Re‐Stripe for Bike Lane
UPPER TAMPA BAY TRAIL PHASE IV
Multi‐Use Trail
Widen 2 Lanes to 4 Lanes
SR 574 FROM HIGHVIEW RD TO PARSONS AVE
Divided
Widen 2 lanes to 4 lanes
divided
SR 574 FROM PARSONS AVE TO KINGSWAY
Widen 2 lanes to 4 lanes
SR 574 FROM KINGSWAY TO MCINTOSH RD
divided
Pedestrian Enhancement
FLETCHER AVE FROM I‐275 TO 56TH ST
I‐75 FROM MANATEE COUNTY TO
BLOOMINGDALE AVE
ITS Freeway Management

FDOT

Under Construction

FDOT

Under Construction

Tampa

Construction Programmed 2015

Tampa
County

Construction Programmed 2018
Phase IV‐C Funded for Construction

Page 1

FDOT

Under Construction

FDOT

Construction Programmed 2016

FDOT
County

Construction Programmed 2018
Under Construction

FDOT

Construction Programmed 2014

Status in FDOT 5‐
Year Tentative Work
Program*

Construction
Advanced to 2015

Construction
Advanced to 2014
Construction
Advanced to 2017
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Status of MPO Adopted Priorities in Tentative Work Program

EXISTING PRIORITIES FUNDED FOR CONSTRUCTION
LRTP
Rank

LRTP
Project
Number

FPN

74 257805‐5

ORT275

74 257805‐6

ORT277

79 429077‐1

ORB520

81 432715‐1

ORB290

88 406151‐1/ 40 H1960
117 405525‐2

H1730

136 416361‐2

H1000

153 424561‐5

ORT350

281 257805‐7

ORT370

Project Limits

Project Description

HILLSBOROUGH RIVER GREENWAY KENNEDY
RIVERWALK ‐ MACDILL PARK TO CURTIS HIXON
PARK
Multi‐Use Trail
HILLSBOROUGH RIVER GREENWAY DOYLE
CARLTON RIVERWALK ‐ STRAZ CENTER TO WATER
WORKS PARK
Multi‐Use Trail
NEBRASKA AVE (or alt rte Fla) from FOWLER AVE
to FLORIDA/NEBRASKA
Re‐Stripe for Bike Lane
BOUGAINVILLEA AVE FROM 30TH ST TO 46TH ST
VETERANS EXPWY FROM MEMORIAL HWY TO
GUNN HWY

Pedestrian / Bicycle Safety
Widen to 6 lanes to 8 lane
freeway
Widen 4 lanes to 6 lanes
divided
Widen 4 lanes to 6 lane
freeway

SR 60 FROM US HWY 301 TO FALKENBURG RD
SELMON EXPRESSWAY FROM FLORIDA AVE TO
22ND ST
WEST TAMPA GREENWAY / COURTNEY CAMPBELL
CAUSEWAY
Multi‐Use Trail

258415‐1

H825

413407‐2

‐

SELMON GREENWAY TRAIL FROM HILLSBOROUGH
RIVER TO 19TH ST
I‐4 / SELMON EXPRESSWAY FROM SELMON
EXPRESSWAY TO I‐4
BUSCH BLVD FROM ARMENIA AVE TO FLORIDA
AVE

432716‐1

ORB1

PALM AVE FROM N. BLVD TO NEBRASKA AVE

Multi‐Use Trail
New 6 lane freeway
Landscaping, Pedestrian
Enhancement
Pedestrian / Bicycle Safety

Project
Sponsor

Tampa

Construction Programmed 2014

Tampa

Awarded 2012 TIGER Grant

FDOT

Resurfacing programmed in 2015

Tampa

Construction Programmed 2017

FTE

Construction Programmed 2017

THEA

Under Construction

FDOT

Under Construction
Funded through 2012 TIGER Grant and
FDOT resurfacing projects. Additional
funding may be needed

THEA
FDOT /
THEA

Status in FDOT 5‐
Year Tentative Work
Program*

Under Construction

FDOT

Under Construction

Tampa

Construction Programmed 2014

Tampa

Construction Programmed 2018

Pedestrian / Bicycle Safety
Tampa
432717‐1
ORB1
WILLOW AVE FROM SWANN AVE TO MAIN ST
* ‐ only changes in project status are noted. Nothing has been notated for projects where the status remains unchanged
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Project Status

Construction
Advanced to 2015

Construction Programmed 2017
Adopted 9/3/2013
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Status of MPO Adopted Priorities in Tentative Work Program

CANDIDATES FOR NEW FUNDING
2013
Priority

LRTP
Rank

FPN

LRTP
Project
Number

Project Limits

Project Description

Project
Sponsor

Programmatic Set‐Aside: Planning
1

MPO

CYPRESS CORRIDOR FROM U‐PATH TO
ORB470 WESTSHORE BLVD

Corridor and
Systems Planning

MPO

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL CANDIDATE
Policy 5.1B PROJECTS FROM 2012**

Tampa

Sidewalks and
Intersection
Improvements

County

4
5

6

430175‐1

T30
T28

MAINTAIN CURRENT BUS SERVICE

Bus Replacement

HART

MAINTAIN CURRENT VANPOOLS

Vanpool Vehicles

TBARTA

MAINTAIN CURRENT STREETCAR

Capital
Maintenance

HART

T23

CITY OF TAMPA ADVANCED TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
ITS10

ITS10

ITS10

ITS10

8

ITS50

DOWNTOWN ATMS PROJECT (South of
Scott Street, East of Hillsborough River,
West of Channelside Drive)
KENNEDY/HYDE PARK ATMS PROJECT
(Includes Bayshore, Kennedy, Hyde
Park)
SOUTH TAMPA/DALE MABRY ATMS
PROJECT (Includes South Dale Mabry,
Gandy and Westshore)
UNIVERSITY AREA/BUSCH BLVD ATMS
PROJECT (Includes Busch Blvd and
Fowler Ave)
DALE MABRY HWY FROM SLIGH TO
VAN DYKE RD

2 Added in 2019

$3.966 million needed for
Construction.
PE funded in 2013
20 projects totaling $3.8
million

Application Submitted
June 2012

Construction Added in
2015

Waiting for applications

Applications currently
under review

$3.22 million needed or
2019 ***
Ongoing program ($800,000
per year)
$100,000 needed for design
/ assessment phase;
$880,006 needed for
construction

$6.6 million Added in
2018 and 2019
Added in 2019
Design Added 2017;
Construction added
2019

Estimate: $12,800,000

Programmatic Set‐Aside: Intelligent Transportation System Program
7

Ongoing planning need
($400,000 per year)

Estimate: $5,000,000

Programmatic Set‐Aside: Transit System Preservation Program
414963‐2

Status in FDOT 5‐Year
Tentative Work
Program

Estimate: $7,766,000
Pedestrian / Bicycle
Safety

432714‐1
3*

Candidate for
Transportation
Alternatives Funding

Estimate: $400,000
MPO PLANNING MODELS / DATA
UPDATE

Programmatic Set‐Aside: Pedestrian / Bicycle Safety Program
2

Project Status

Priority for funding first $10,000,000
93 Signals

Tampa

44 Signals

Tampa

78 Signals

Tampa

40 Signals

Tampa

ATMS ‐
Signalization

County

Page 3

$1,447,910 Design and
$2,852,550 Construction
estimate
$941,523 Deisgn and
$1,849,500 Construction
estimate
$1,245,576 Design and
$2,517,750 Construction
estimate
$729,606 Design and
$1,383,750 Construction

FDOT is evaluating
project descriptions
and funding
availability

$2.8 Million for design and
implementation
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Status of MPO Adopted Priorities in Tentative Work Program

CANDIDATES FOR NEW FUNDING
2013
Priority

LRTP
Rank

FPN

LRTP
Project
Number

Project Limits

Project Description

Project
Sponsor

Project Status

Candidate for
Transportation
Alternatives Funding

Status in FDOT 5‐Year
Tentative Work
Program

Major Regional Projects
I‐75 N OF I‐4 TO S OF FOWLER

Add 4 Special Use
Lanes

FDOT

Design and Toll Feasibility
funding needed

I‐4 FROM 50TH STREET TO COUNTY
LINE ROAD

Add 4 Special Use
Lanes

FDOT

Design and Toll Feasibility
funding needed

Add 4 Special Use
Lanes

FDOT

Design and Toll Feasibility
funding needed

Design Added 2019

Replacement &
Support Transit

FDOT

H810

I‐275 FROM HOWARD FRANKLAND
BRIDGE TO DOWNTOWN
INTERCHANGE
I‐275 HOWARD FRANKLAND BRIDGE
EASTBOUND SPAN

PD&E / Transit Feasibility
Study Programmed 2011

Design‐Build Added in
2019

Fixed Guideway

T3

FIXED GUIDEWAY FROM WESTSHORE
TO TAMPA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

I‐275 @ SR 60 INTERCHANGE

Modify Interchange

UPPER TAMPA BAY TRAIL PHASE IV‐A
and IV‐B

Multi‐Use Trail

County

Public Outreach &
Education
Multi‐Use Trail

TBARTA

9

9

H850

10

61

H820

11*

‐

12

62

13

114

14

187

433535‐4
422904‐2 &
422904‐4

412531‐2

‐

H1710,
H744

FDOT

Design Study needed for
route alignment;
Construction of first phase
to terminal
Multiple construciton
projects with design or Right‐
of‐Way

Right‐of‐Way added
2016‐2019

Other Major Projects
15

14

ORT10

16

16

17

20

18*

47

19

74

20

83

21

103

H1670

22

109

H360

408205‐2

424507‐2

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION DEMAND
MANAGEMENT
SOUTH COAST GREENWAY (PHASES I
ORT140
and III‐VI)
SAM ALLEN RD FROM PARK TO POLK
H1530
COUNTY
TAMPA RIVERWALK ‐ KENNEDY
ORT275
BOULEVARD
COURTNEY CAMPBELL CSWY FROM
ITS20 PINELLAS COUNTY TO VETERANS EXPY.
T25

New 4 Lane
roadway
Elevator / Stairs
ITS

PD&E Study Re‐Evaluation / Eligible and Feasible
Design Needed

Commuter Assistance
Program
County PD&E Study / Design
Needed
Plant City Funding needed for PD&E
Tampa
FDOT

Coordination underway with Application anticipated
next year
FDOT ‐ $1,015,844
Design Programmed 2017

SR 39 / COLLINS STREET FROM PARK
ROAD TO ALABAMA STREET

Complete Street
Enhancements

Plant City Feasibility study underway ‐
funding needed for design

CAUSEWAY BLVD FROM MARITIME
BLVD TO US 41

Widen 4 lanes to 6
lanes divided

Submitted
by Port

Page 4

Funding Added in
2019

Construction Added in
2019
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Status of MPO Adopted Priorities in Tentative Work Program

CANDIDATES FOR NEW FUNDING
2013
Priority

23

LRTP
Rank

FPN

LRTP
Project
Number

Project Description

Project
Sponsor

Project Status

Candidate for
Transportation
Alternatives Funding

Status in FDOT 5‐Year
Tentative Work
Program

Candidate corridors for HART BRT
T67
T69
T70
T71

24

157

25

337

26*

Project Limits

461

DALE MABRY / MACDILL BUS RAPID
TRANSIT
BRANDON/DOWNTOWN BUS RAPID
TRANSIT
TAMPA INTERNATION AIRPORT /
KENNEDY BLVD BUS RAPID TRANSIT
NEW TAMPA/ UNIVERSITY AREA
TRANSFER CENTER BUS RAPID TRANSIT

CASS STREET / TYLER STREET "GREEN
PEC640 &
SPINE" ASHLEY ST TO NUCCIO PKWY
PEC230
ORT30

H1620

SOUTH TAMPA GREENWAY FROM
MANHATTAN AVE TO PICNIC ISLAND
PARK
SLIGH AVE BRIDGE FROM US 301 TO
TAMPA EXECUTIVE AIRPORT

New Expanded
Transit Service
New Expanded
Transit Service
New Expanded
Transit Service
New Expanded
Transit Service

HART

$3.5 million PD&E / Design

HART

$2.5 million PD&E / Design

HART

$2.5 million PD&E / Design

HART

$1.5 million PD&E / Design

Walk Bike Emphasis
Corridor

Tampa

Multi‐Use Trail

New 2 lane
roadway

$300,000 requested for
PD&E ($2,454,197 total cost
estimate)
Tampa $50,000 requested for PD&E
($1,800,000 total cost
estimate)
Submitted Waiting for funding
by Aviation information
Authority

Application submitted
2013
Application submitted
2013

Future Project for LRTP consideration
Multi‐Use Trail
Tampa $132,000 requested for
Application submitted
WEST RIVER GREENWAY ‐ BAYSHORE
Design ($982,000 total cost 2013
BLVD TO MLKING RECREATION
COMPLEX
estimate)
CHARLIE TAYLOR ROAD FROM US 92 TO Enhancements ‐
Plant City PD&E / Design requested
28
KNIGHTS GRIFFIN ROAD
turn lanes /
intersections
SR 60 @ US 41
Grade Separated
Submitted
29
Intersection
by Port
Submitted
US 41 FROM CAUSEWAY BLVD TO I‐4
Operational
30
by Port
Improvements
US 41 FROM CSX 'A' LINE TO CSX 'S'
Grade Separated
Submitted
31
LINE
Intersection
by Port
Submitted
US 301 FROM I‐75 TO SELMON
Operational
32
by Port
EXPRESSWAY
Improvements
* ‐ Project not listed in the Cost‐Affordable Long Range Transportation Plan
Adopted 9/3/2013
** ‐ Federal program discontinued under MAP‐21
*** ‐ HART has identified a $44.5 million need between FY 2015 and FY 2019 and requests additional funding prior to FY 2019 as if funds become available.
27
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Board & Committee Agenda Item
Agenda Item:

Plant City Donation Bins

Presenter:

Mark Hudson, AICP, Plant City staff

Summary:

Due to the recent proliferation of donation bins, the City of
Plant City Commission requested staff research how other
jurisdictions are addressing this issue within Hillsborough
County and Florida. After making inquiries, staff discovered
that currently it does not appear that any of our surrounding
jurisdictions directly regulate donation bins; however, many
other communities do so elsewhere in Florida.
Local governments that have adopted ordinances to regulate
donation bins use a variety of approaches. Most limit this
activity to non-profit charitable organizations, requiring the
bins be properly maintained; restricting their placement to
certain zoning districts; ensuring minimum setbacks from
adjacent properties; and limiting the number that may be
placed at any given location. To properly track and enforce
these regulations, a permit and associated fees are normally
required of the non-profit charitable organizations. Based on
this information the City Attorney, with input from City
planning staff, prepared a draft ordinance regulating the
placement of donation bins within the City of Plant City.
On March 10, 2014, City of Plant City Commission approved a
resolution to adopt Ordinance adopting PB-2014-01
[Donation Bin Regulations] see attachment.

Recommended None
Action:
Prepared By:

Lisa Silva, AICP, PLA

Attachments:

Plant City Ordinance

ORDINANCE NO

2 2014

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF PLANT CITY FLORIDA REGULATING THE
PLACEMENT OF DONATION BINS WITHIN THE CITY CREATING ARTICLE VI OF
CHAPTER 18 PLANT CITY CODE REGARDING DONATION BINS AMENDING
SECTION 2 659 PLANT CITY CODE MAKING THE VIOLATION OF ARTICLE VI OF
CHAPTER 18 SUBJECT TO A CLASS II CITATION PROVIDING FOR PENALTIES
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE

Whereas the City Commission finds that this ordinance bears a substantial relationship to
the public health safety and welfare now therefore
BE IT ENACTED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF PLANT CITY
FLORIDA

Section 1

Article VI of Chapter 18 Plant City Code is created to read as follows
ARTICLE VI

DONATION BINS

Sec 18300 Intent definitions
a

Intent The intent of this Article is to regulate the placement of donation bins within the

City in order to promote the health safety and general welfare of citizens of Plant City
b

Definitions As used in this Article the following words or phrases shall have the
meaning ascribed to them below unless the context clearly indicates otherwise
Building Official means the Building Official of the City of Plant City or his
her
designee

Ciry Manager means the City Manager of the City of Plant City or his
her
designee

Code Inspector means any authorized agent or employee of the City whose duty it
is to assure Code compliance

Donation bin means any unattended container receptacle or similar device that is
located on any property within the City used for the solicitation and collection of
donations of clothing or other salvageable personal property This term does not
include dumpsters or receptacles used for the collection of trash or waste nor
does it include recycle bins used for the collection of recyclable materials
1
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Permittee shall mean the person or entity in whose name a permit to operate a
donation bin has been issued under the terms and provisions of this Article
Permit shall mean a permit issued by the City Manager to operate a donation bin
pursuant to this Article
Solicitation shall be

as

defined

by

404 Florida Statutes as may be
496

amended

Sec 18 301 Permits required
a

No person shall place use or operate a donation bin without obtaining a permit pursuant

to this Article

Permits shall

only be issued
Statutes as may be amended
b

to

charitable

organizations

as

defined

by

404 Florida
496

Sec 18 302 Permit application

a
An application for a permit shall be made to the City Manager on a form prescribed by
the City Manager Such application shall include at a minimum all of the following
information

1

A map or sketch showing the entire parcel where the donation bin will be
located with the proposed bin site and distances from the bin site to adjacent
buildings parking areas available lighting and property lines clearly noted
2

Drawing or manufacturer
s specification of the donation bin and
information regarding the size and color of the donation bin
3

A sworn statement stating the name address and telephone number of the
bona fide office of the charitable organization which has custody of the donation
bin and the name of the person authorized by said charitable organization to

assure compliance with this Article and the phone number physical address and
email address where such person can be reached during normal business hours
For the purposes of this subsection an answering machine or service unrelated to
the person or entity does not constitute a bona fide office
4

A sworn statement stating the name and the bona fide office of any person
or entity other than the charitable organization in subsection 3 above which
may share or profit from any donations collected via the donation bin and the

telephone number at which such person or entity can be reached during normal
business hours For the purposes of this subsection an answering machine or
service unrelated to the person or entity does not constitute a bona fide office
2
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Notarized written consent from the property owner to place the donation
bin on the owner
s property with acknowledgement that the property owner
understands that the property owner is jointly and severally responsible for
compliance with all conditions set forth in this Article
5

6

A description of the manner in which the applicant anticipates any
donations collected via the donation bin will be used sold or dispersed and the
method by which the proceeds derived from the collected donations will be
allocated or spent
b

Within thirty 30 days of receipt of a completed application the City Manager shall
issue a letter to the applicant either approving or denying the permit application
c

Change in fee ownership In the event that a new owner acquires all or a portion of the
fee simple title of the property during the term of the permit the new property owner shall
provide the City Manager with the notarized written consent required by subsection a above
within thirty 30 days of the date of the change in ownership
d

Renewal applications Renewal applications shall include an affidavit that all information
and statements in the original application continues to be true and a description of any facts
which would make any information or statement in the original application no longer true
Sec 18 303 Standards and criteria

a

Donation bins shall only be permitted in C1 A C 1 C2 zoning districts and parcels that
are designated as Commercial in a PD Planned Development District provided that donation
bins shall not be allowed in the Downtown Core as designated in the Future Land Use Map of
the City
s Comprehensive Plan nor within the area designated as the Midtown Redevelopment
District within the Future Land Use Element of the City
s Comprehensive Plan
b

Donations bins shall not be allowed where the donation bin would create or expand a
non conforming use or lot
c

No more than one 1 donation bin may be located on a site of five 5 acres or less For

properties over five 5 acres no more than two 2 donation bins shall be allowed per site
provided that no donation bin shall be located within 1
000 feet of another donation bin
d
No donation bin shall be located on a vacant lot or any lot with no existing business
Donation bins shall be removed within twenty four 24 hours after business ceases on the
property

3
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e
Donation bins shall not be closer than twenty 20 feet from the property line and shall
not create a visual obstruction or hazard for traffic moving in the vicinity of the donation box
both on the roadway and on the private property where the donation box is placed
f

Donation bins shall not be placed
1

Within fifty 50 yards of any place which stores or sells over twenty five
25 gallons of fuel or other flammable liquids or gases

g

2

Within buildings or

3

Within ten 10 feet of building walls openings or roof lines

Donation bins shall not be located in the following areas
1

Required parking spaces

2

Drive aisles

3

Landscaped areas or

4

Public right of way

h
Donation bins shall be permanently affixed to the property and shall have been approved
by the Building Official as meeting the requirements of the Building Code including but not
limited to requirements for wind resistance Electrical connections to the donation bins shall be
prohibited
i

Exterior colors of donation bins shall be non fluorescent solid and neutral or white in

color

j
No donation bin shall have a floor area of greater than twenty 20 square feet and shall
not exceed a height of six 6 feet
k

Donation bins shall be maintained in good condition and appearance with no structural
damage holes or visible rust and shall be kept free of graffiti
1

The permittee shall maintain or cause to be maintained the area surrounding the donation
bin free of overflowed donation items and junk garbage trash debris or other refuse material
m

The permittee and property owner shall be individually and severally responsible for
abating and removing all overflowed donation items and junk garbage trash debris and other
refuse material in the area surrounding the donation bin within three 3 days of receipt of code
enforcement notice of violation from the City
4
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n

The permittee and property owner shall be individually and severally responsible for all
costs related to abating and removing any overflowed donation items graffiti junk garbage
trash debris and other refuse materials from the area surrounding the donation bin
Sec 18304 Display of permit

The following information shall be clearly and prominently displayed on the front exterior of the
donation bin

a

The permit number and date of expiration

b

The name of the permittee and the permittee
s logo trademark or service mark local
physical address telephone number and e mail address
c
Where persons or entities other than the permittee share or profit from any clothing or
other donations collected via the donation bin such information shall be visible in a clear and

easily understandable manner indicating that the donations the proceeds therefrom or both
may be shared or given entirely to an entity or persons other than the permittee Any entity
sharing in the donations or proceeds therefrom shall be identified
d

A statement consistent with the information provided to the City in the most recent
permit application indicating the manner in which the permittee anticipates any clothing or
other donations collected will be used sold or dispersed and the method by which the proceeds
of collected donations would be allocated or spent
e

The

following language

as

required by

3 Florida Statutes
411
496

A COPY OF THE OFFICIAL REGISTRATION AND FINANCIAL

INFORMATION MAY BE OBTAINED FROM THE DIVISION OF
CONSUMER SERVICES BY CALLING TOLL FREE WITHIN THE STATE

REGISTRATION DOES NOT IMPLY ENDORSEMENT APPROVAL OR
RECOMMENDATION BY THE STATE

The statement must include a toll free number for the state Division of Consumer Services that

can be used to obtain the registration information
Sec 18 305 Issuance forms and conditions of permit

a

The permit shall be issued on a form prescribed by the City Manager The permit shall

identify the exact location of the donation bin in accordance with the locational criteria
containted in Section 18 303

b

The permit shall not be transferable
5
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c

The permit shall be effective for one 1 year subject to annual renewal

d

The permittee shall report to the City Clerk any change of entity or entities which may
share or profit from any donations collected via the donation bin no later than thirty 30 days
from the changes
Sec 18 306 Permit fee

a

An annual permit fee of 55
00 per donation bin is hereby established

b

There shall be no proration for permits less than one 1 year in duration or for permits

suspended or revoked pursuant to this Article
Sec 18307 Property owner responsibility

The owner of the property upon which the donation bin is located shall share joint and several
responsibility for compliance with all conditions set forth in this Article with the entity that owns
or is in custody of the donation bin The failure of the person owning or in custody of the
donation bin to comply with the provisions of this Section shall not be a defense by the property
owner should there be a violation

Sec 18308 Denial revocation or suspension or permit

The City Manager shall have the authority to immediately suspend or revoke a donation bin
permit for the following reasons
a

A necessary business permit or state registration has been suspended revoked or

cancelled

b

Failure to correct violations of this Article within three 3 days of receipt of a code

enforcement notice of violation

c
The permittee provided false or misleading information on the application which was
material to the approval of the permit

Upon suspension or revocation the City Manager or designee shall give notice of such action to
the permittee in writing stating the action which has been taken and the reason therefore If the
action of the City Manager is based on subsection a of this Section the action shall be effective

upon permittee
s receipt of notice Otherwise such action shall become effective ten 10 days
following permittee
s receipt of notice unless such action is appealed to the City Commission
pursuant to this Article Nothing in this Section shall be construed to otherwise limit the City
s
police powers
6
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Sec 18309 Appeals
a

The City Manager
s decision to deny suspend or revoke a donation bin permit may be
appealed to the City Commission The permittee shall submit a written notice of appeal to the
City Clerk within ten 10 days of receipt of the City Manager
s decision The City Clerk shall
schedule a hearing before the City Commission within thirty 30 days of receiving said notice of
appeal from permittee The City Commission shall conduct the hearing and any decision of the
City Commission shall be final
b

The filing of a notice of appeal by a permittee shall not stay an order of the City Manager
to remove the donation bin The donation bin shall be removed as required by the City Manager
pending disposition of the appeal and final decision of the City Commission
Sec 18310 Public Nuisance

a

The storage use or placement of donation bins on private property without a valid permit
as required by this Chapter is declared to be a public nuisance
b

Whenever the City Manager determines that a donation bin has been stored used or
placed on private property without a valid permit the City Manager may use the nuisance
abatement procedures in this Section In the event that the City Manager uses the remedy of
nuisance abatement as provided herein
1

The City Manager shall provide the property owner a Notice of Public
Nuisance in substantially the following form
NOTICE OF PUBLIC NUISANCE
Dated
Name and address of owner

Our records indicate that you are the owner of the following
property within the City of Plant City Florida
describe property

An inspection of this property discloses and I have found and
determined that a donation bin has been placed on your property
without a valid permit in violation of Chapter 18 Plant City Code
and is therefore declared to be a public nuisance

7
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You are hereby notified that the donation bin must be removed
within 20 days of the date of this notice unless a valid permit is
issued by the City
In the event that the condition above described is not remedied so

as to make it in compliance within 20 days from the date hereof
the City of Plant City will proceed to remedy this condition by
removing the donation bin and the cost of the work including
advertising costs and other expenses will be imposed as a lien on
the property
The City Manager shall cause a notice to be placed on such donation bin
in substantially the following form
2

NOTICE OF PUBLIC NUISANCE
Dated

To whom it may concern

This donation bin has been placed on this property without a valid
permit in violation of Chapter 18 Plant City Code and is therefore
declared to be a public nuisance

This donation bin must be removed within 20 days of the date of
this notice unless a valid permit is issued by the City In the event
that the condition above described is not remedied so as to make it

in compliance within 20 days from the date hereof the City of
Plant City will proceed to remove this donation bin which shall

result in the destruction of the donation bin by the City as
provided in Chapter 18 Plant City Code
3

If the name and address of the operator of the donation bin is placed on the
donation bin the City Manager shall notify the operator at said address in
substantially the following form
NOTICE OF PUBLIC NUISANCE
Dated

To operator
s name and address
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Our records indicate your name and address is shown on a
Plant City

donation bin located at
Florida

An inspection of this property discloses and I have found and

determined that the donation bin has been placed on the property
without a valid permit in violation of Chapter 18 Plant City Code
and is therefore declared to be a public nuisance
The donation bin must be removed within 20 days of the date of
this notice unless a valid permit is issued by the City In the event
that the condition above described is not remedied so as to make it

in compliance within 20 days from the date hereof the City of
Plant City will proceed to remove the donation bin which shall
result in the destruction of the donation bin by the City as
provided in Chapter 18 Plant City Code
4

All notices required by this Section shall be provided to the owner as
listed in the latest records of the tax collector
s office and if applicable the
operator of the donation bin at the address shown on the donation bin by
a

Certified mail return receipt requested or

b

Hand delivery by the City Manager police department
sheriff or other law enforcement officer code inspector special
process server or other person designated by the City which hand
delivery shall be in accordance with one of the methods provided
in F
S ch 48

c

Within twenty 20 days after the date of Notice of Public Nuisance the owner of the

property andor the operator of the donation bin may make written request to the City
Commission for a hearing before the City Commission to show that the condition alleged in the
notice does not exist Such hearing shall be held within thirty 30 days of the date of the receipt
of the written request At the hearing the City Manager the property owner and operator of the
donation bin may introduce such evidence as is deemed necessary
d
If within twenty 20 days after the date of Notice of Public Nuisance no hearing has
been requested and the donation bin has not been removed or a valid permit issued by the City
the City Manager shall remove said donation bin If a hearing has been held and has concluded
adversely to the property owner andor operator of the donation bin the City Commission shall
direct the City Manager to remove said donation bin unless the City Commission otherwise
directs In such event the donation bin shall be destroyed by the City and the contents of the
donation bin may be destroyed by the City or donated to charity
9
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e

After causing the condition to be remedied the City Manager is authorized to file a lien

upon the property which shall be

payable with interest

at

the rate of six percent

6

per annum

from the date of filing of such lien until paid Notice of such lien shall be filed in the office of the

Clerk of the Circuit Court and recorded among the public records of Hillsborough County
f

Such lien may be satisfied at any time by payment thereof including accrued interest
Upon such payment the City Clerk shall by appropriate means evidence the satisfaction and
cancellation of such lien upon the record thereof
Sec 18 311 Penalties
a

Any person who operates or causes to be operated a donation bin without a valid permit
or any person or permittee in violation of any provision of this Article regardless of whether the

donation bin is permitted under this Article shall be subject to the following penalties andor
remedies

1
Code

2

Enforcement procedures and penalties provided in Section 1 14 Plant City

Code Enforcement Board procedures and penalties as provided in Chapter

2 Article V Division 2 Plant City Code
3

Issuance of a Citation Pursuant to Section 2659 Plant City Code a

violation of this Section shall constitute a Class II citation violation classification
4

Nuisance abatement pursuant to Section 18310 Plant City Code

5

In addition to the penalties and remedies above the City may institute any
appropriate action or proceedings at its sole and absolute discretion to prevent
restrain correct or abate a violation of the donation bin ordinance
6
Any other remedy available
or the laws of the State of Florida
b

under the ordinances of the City of Plant City

Each day a violation of this Section exists shall constitute a distinct and separate offense

Sec 18312 Existing Donation Bins

This Article shall apply to existing donation bins located within Plant City The owners or
operators of donation bins in existence on March 24 2014 shall have sixty 60 days from said

date to remove the donation bin or to obtain a permit consistent with the requirements of this

Article

Section 2 Subsection 2 of Section 2659 Plant City Code is amended to read as follows
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2 Violations of city codes and ordinances which constitute civil infractions for which citations
may be issued are as follows
T

Code Article

or

Class

Section

78166 Failure to obtain electrical permit
II
II

78 301

Failure

to obtain

plumbing permit

78 421

Failure

to obtain

permit

for mechanical

78 526

Failure

to obtain

permit

for

Article II of Chapter 30

Article VI of Chapter 30

Inoperable

102

II

Refuse and

Garbage

or

Rubbish

Wrecked Vehicles

VI

II
II

II

Zoning Regulations

Chapter 18 Article

II
II

gas

Noise Regulations

Article IV of Chapter 30

Chapter

equipment

II

Donation bins

Section 3 In the event of a conflict with any other ordinances or parts of ordinances the
provisions of this ordinance shall control

Section 4 If any section sentence clause part or provision of this ordinance is held to

be invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction the remainder of this ordinance shall not be
affected thereby but shall remain in full force and effect
Section 5 This ordinance shall take effect immediately upon its passage
Read for first reading on March 10 2014

Read for second reading on March 24 2014

Adopted and certified as to passage on March 24 2014

JI

Mary Lomas Mathis

Mayor Commissioner
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ATTEST

Pd 1
er J
t
ity Clerk

Approved as to form and correctness

Kenneth W Buchman

City Attorney
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Board & Committee Agenda Item
Agenda Item:

Walk/Bike Program Implementation/TIP Priorities

Presenter:

Lisa Silva, MPO staff

Summary:

The Transportation Improvement Program includes
projects programmed by FDOT based on priorities
adopted by the MPO. The list of priority projects is
separated into projects where funding is already
programmed in the next five-years for construction
and projects where additional funding needs have
been identified.
MPO s t a f f w i l l d i s c u s s t h e s t a t u s o f
p r i o r i t y projects, emphasizing the current status of
walk/bike projects in the TIP.
For a variety of
reasons, whether a project was found to be
unfeasibility or there was an overestimate of a project
cost, there may be an opportunity to include
additional projects in the TIP. Committee members
will be asked to discuss additional projects that are
ready to be advanced in the next five years.

Action:

None; for information and discussion

Prepared By:

Lisa Silva

Attachments:

None

Deaths of Middleton students spur
safety reminders

This was where two teenage sisters were struck by a car and injured while crossing Hillsborough Avenue walking to Middleton
High School. JIM REED/STAFF

BY ERIN KOURKOUNIS
Tribune staff
Published: March 25, 2014 | Updated: March 25, 2014 at 09:47 AM

TAMPA — Two of their schoolmates were hit by a car crossing busy Hillsborough Avenue
last week, and one of them died during the weekend.
Still, cameras set up since the accident show some Middleton High School students still aren’t
using the crosswalks there.
School district and law enforcement officials say education is key to heading off another
deadly crash.
“We need to get the message into kids’ heads they need to use the crosswalks,” Tampa police
spokeswoman Andrea Davis said. “At a very young age, our parents teach us to look both
ways before crossing. For whatever reason, we forget.”

The school district, as well as the police department and Hillsborough County Sheriff’s Office,
are putting together a program that will focus on pedestrian safety. The details are still being
ironed out.
“It’s hard to get kids to see that they’re not invincible,” Schools Superintendent MaryEllen Elia
said during a meeting with The Tampa Tribune’s editorial board last week. “This is more than
physical constraints. It’s getting it in kids’ heads.”
School board member Doretha Edgecomb, whose district includes Middleton, raised questions
at a school board meeting the afternoon of the crash about what the district could do to help.
“You’ve got to have responsibility as a driver, as a bicycle rider, as a walker,” Edgecomb said
Monday. “At that age, you’re willing to take chances. We talk about seatbelt safety and texting
and driving. I think we’ve got to put the spotlight on pedestrian safety.”
Norma Velasquez-Cabrera, 15, was critically injured in the crash and died in a hospital over
the weekend. Her sister Victoria Velasquez-Cabrera, 14, also was hit.
Police said the student driving the vehicle was not at fault. It was dark at the time and the girls
were not walking in marked crosswalks. There are crosswalks on Hillsborough at 22nd and
30th streets, a few blocks away on either side of where the girls were hit.
The accident brings the number of teens hit by a vehicle in that area to four since 2011. Two of
them died.
Shenika Davis, 15, died after being hit by a vehicle in October 2011.
Students attended an assembly dedicated to pedestrian safety the day after the crash.
Additionally, a police squad paid for with state grant money has been monitoring traffic in the
six-lane stretch of the road that many use as a shortcut to get to school. The school resource
officer will also monitor the situation, Davis said.
“Hillsborough Avenue has always been a focus, including that area, but because of the
accident, we are doing some extra enforcement,” she said. “We don’t want to see any more
kids hurt.”
The $100,000 pedestrian grant comes from the Florida Department of Transportation, which
has launched a review of the area. Davis said about $400,000 has been used to increase
enforcement along Hillsborough Avenue, Busch Boulevard, Fowler Avenue and Nebraska
Avenue.
After a warning, pedestrians and drivers caught again can be issued a citation. Since Nov. 1,
the squad funded by the grant has issued 504 warnings and 946 citations to pedestrians and
drivers, Davis said.

In its review, the DOT is looking at crash data, conducting pedestrian counts and studying the
area for a signal. Flashing yellow warning lights have already been installed there for drivers.
As part of the DOT review, video cameras were installed in the area over the weekend and are
being used to count pedestrians and monitor drivers’ behavior, department spokeswoman Kris
Carson said. The department is also working with Tampa Electric Co. to see if lighting can be
improved.
The cameras will remain for a few days, and the department will come up with a list of
improvements in several weeks, she said.
School counselors were on hand at Middleton on Monday for any students who were having a
hard time dealing with the news that Norma Velasquez-Cabrera had died.
On April 5, the school’s annual Ride for Education event will be held in her honor and money
raised will go to her family. It will last from 8 a.m. to 2 p.m. at the school, 4801 N. 22nd St.,
and will include a motorcycle ride, health screenings, vendors and music.
Editor’s note: An earlier version of this story reported incorrectly that both sisters had been
killed in the Middleton accident.
Rick Mayer of TBO.com contributed to this report.
ekourkounis@tampatrib.com
(813)259-7999
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How walkable is your community?
Take a walk and decide for yourself.

Where will the information go?

“Walkability” is the measure of how friendly an area is for
walking. Of course, this also includes other activities like
biking, skating and jogging! Walking and being active offer
benefits for everyone - improve fitness, reach or maintain a
healthy weight, reduce risks for certain health problems,
enjoy the outdoors or build a sense of community. But, when
we walk it should be safe and easy.

The checklist information will be evaluated by the Center for
Urban Transportation at University of South Florida, which
will create a report city and county officials as a reference
for future planning. Because you live in your neighborhood,
your opinion is valuable! This is a great opportunity to share
your findings about the walkability of your neighborhood and
community.

Get others involved:
Encourage all your neighbors to participate so your entire
neighborhood can be included. Ask friends, family, and
coworkers to enter a checklist, too.

Get started:
FIRST, pick a place to walk, like the route to school or a
friend’s house. Your walk can be as long or short as you
choose, but a 15 to 30 minute walk will allow you to take a
serious look at your area.
SECOND, visit to our website and watch the safety video
and print and review the checklist. GO WALK! As you walk,
check off items and note the locations. At the end of your
walk, rate each question, then add up the numbers to see
how you rated your walk overall. Now you’re ready to submit
your answers online.

The online survey is now open and will remain available
for 2 weeks after Walkability Day to be sure you have
time to enter your checklist results.

WALKABILITY DAY

Tampa Bay

Partners
Florida Department of Health

PHONE: (813) 307-8071 FAX: (813) 307-8094
EMAIL: info@partnersinobesityprevention.com

www.PartnersInObesityPrevention.com/Walkability-Day
“Like us” on FACEBOOK: Walkability Day Tampa Bay

