
SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 
Thursday, April 16, 2009 at 9:00 am 

1st Floor Conference Room 
1926 Victoria Avenue, Fort Myers, FL  33901 

 
AGENDA 

Mission Statement 
To work together across neighboring communities to consistently protect and 

improve the unique and relatively unspoiled character of the physical, economic and 
social worlds we share…for the benefit of our future generations. 

 
 

INVOCATION 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
ROLL CALL – Ms. Nichole Gwinnett 
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3. CONSENT AGENDA          Page 17 

a) Intergovernmental Coordination and Review      Page 19 
b) Financial Statement for March 31, 2009       Page 27 
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d)   Toll-Rattlesnake DRI – Request for Sufficiency Response Extension   Page 48 
e)    Big Cypress DRI – Request for Sufficiency Response Extension    Page 52 
 

4. ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA        Page 55 
a) Lower West Coast Watersheds Subcommittee - Implementation Status  

Report - Vice Chairman Mick Denham       Page 57 
 b)   SWFRPC’s Annual Budget – Ms. Nancy Doyle & Ms. Janice Yell   Page 78 
 c)    Glades & Hendry Joint TD Program – TDSP Plan – Mr. David Hutchinson   Page 97 
 
5.  REGIONAL ISSUES         Page 297 

a)  2010 Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) Strategic Plan Update  
 – Mr. Johnny Limbaugh, FDOT       Page 299 
b) Rural Lands Stewardship – Commissioner Jim Coletta, Mr. Bob Mulhere & 
   Mr. Alan Reynolds         Page 304 
c) Visioning Report Presentation –  
    Ms. Kathie Ebaugh, Bell David Planning Group, Inc.    Page 322 
d) Economic Stimulus Package Update – Ms. Liz Donley     Page 324 
e) FDOT Stimulus Update – Mr. David Hutchinson     Page 336 
f) Growth Management Legislation – Mr. Ken Heatherington    Page 360 
g) Other Emerging Regional Issues        Page 400 
  - US Sugar Update 
 

6. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
7. DIRECTOR’S COMMENTS 
8.  STATE AGENCIES COMMENTS/REPORTS 
9.        COUNCIL ATTORNEY’S COMMENTS 
10.       COUNCIL MEMBERS’ COMMENTS 
11.   ADJOURN 
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Two or more members of the Peace River Basin Management Advisory Committee may be in attendance 
and may discuss matters that could come before the Peace River Basin Management Advisory Committee 
for consideration. 
 
In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), any person requiring special 
accommodations to participate in this meeting should contact Ms. Deborah Kooi at the Southwest Florida 
Regional Planning Council 48 hours prior to the meeting by calling (239) 338-2550 ext. #210; if you are 
hearing or speech impaired call (800) 955-8770 Voice/(800) 955-8771 TDD.  Or email dkooi@swfrpc.org. 
 
 
 

 
NEXT MEETING DATE  

May 21, 2009 
 
NOTES: 
 

1) Members of the Lee and Glades Counties BOCC will be holding a 
meeting immediately prior to the Council meeting at 8:00 am to discuss 
economic opportunities in Glades County with regards to land and 
waterways. 

 
2) The Lower West Coast Watersheds Subcommittee – Implementation 

Stage will be meeting immediately following the Council meeting. 
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SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 
(SWFRPC) ACRONYMS 

 
 
ABM - Agency for Bay Management - Estero Bay Agency on Bay Management 

ADA - Application for Development Approval  

ADA - Americans with Disabilities Act  

AMDA -Application for Master Development Approval  

BEBR - Bureau of Economic Business and Research at the University of Florida  

BLID - Binding Letter of DRI Status  

BLIM - Binding Letter of Modification to a DRI with Vested Rights 

BLIVR -Binding Letter of Vested Rights Status 

BPCC -Bicycle/Pedestrian Coordinating Committee 

CAC - Citizens Advisory Committee 

CAO - City/County Administrator Officers 

CDBG - Community Development Block Grant  

CDC - Certified Development Corporation (a.k.a. RDC) 

CEDS - Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (a.k.a. OEDP) 

CHNEP - Charlotte Harbor National Estuary Program 

CTC -  Community Transportation Coordinator  

CTD -  Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged  

CUTR - Center for Urban Transportation Research  

DCA - Department of Community Affairs 

DEP - Department of Environmental Protection 

DO - Development Order 

DOPA - Designated Official Planning Agency (i.e. MPO, RPC, County, etc.) 
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EDA - Economic Development Administration 

EDC - Economic Development Coalition 

EDD - Economic Development District  

EPA – Environmental Protection Agency 

FAC - Florida Association of Counties 

FACTS - Florida Association of CTCs  

FAW - Florida Administrative Weekly 

FCTS - Florida Coordinated Transportation System  

FDC&F -Florida Department of Children and Families (a.k.a. HRS) 

FDEA - Florida Department of Elder Affairs  

FDLES - Florida Department of Labor and Employment Security  

FDOT - Florida Department of Transportation 

FHREDI - Florida Heartland Rural Economic Development Initiative 

FIAM – Fiscal Impact Analysis Model  

FLC - Florida League of Cities 

FQD - Florida Quality Development  

FRCA -Florida Regional Planning Councils Association 

FTA - Florida Transit Association  

IC&R - Intergovernmental Coordination and Review  

IFAS - Institute of Food and Agricultural Sciences at the University of Florida  

JLCB - Joint Local Coordinating Boards of Glades & Hendry Counties  

JPA - Joint Participation Agreement  

JSA - Joint Service Area of Glades & Hendry Counties  

LCB - Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation Disadvantaged 
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LEPC - Local Emergency Planning Committee 

MOA - Memorandum of Agreement  

MPO - Metropolitan Planning Organization 

MPOAC - Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council  

MPOCAC - Metropolitan Planning Organization Citizens Advisory Committee 

MPOTAC - Metropolitan Planning Organization Technical Advisory Committee  

NARC -National Association of Regional Councils 

NOPC -Notice of Proposed Change  

OEDP - Overall Economic Development Program  

PDA - Preliminary Development Agreement  

REMI – Regional Economic Modeling Incorporated 

RFB - Request for Bids  

RFP - Request for Proposals  

RPC - Regional Planning Council 

SHIP - State Housing Initiatives Partnership  

SRPP – Strategic Regional Policy Plan 

TAC - Technical Advisory Committee 

TDC - Transportation Disadvantaged Commission (a.k.a. CTD) 

TDPN - Transportation Disadvantaged Planners Network 

TDSP - Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plans  

USDA - US Department of Agriculture  

WMD - Water Management District (SFWMD and SWFWMD) 
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_____________Agenda  
________________Item 

 
 
2
  
 

Minutes  2 
 
2
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MINUTES OF THE 
SOUTHWEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 

MARCH 19, 2009 
 
The regular meeting of the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council was held on March 19, 
2009 in the Corkscrew Regional Ecosystem Watershed (CREW) Land & Water Trust in Estero, 
Florida.  Chairman Jim Humphrey called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m.  Commissioner Paul 
Beck led the Prayer and the Pledge of Allegiance.  Senior Administrative Staff Nichole Gwinnett 
conducted the roll call. 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT 
 
Charlotte County: Councilman Don McCormick, Mr. Alan LeBeau 
 
Collier County:      Commissioner Jim Coletta, Commissioner Frank Halas, Councilwoman 

Teresa Heitmann, Councilman Charles Kiester 
  
Glades County: Commissioner Paul Beck, Dr. Edward Elkowitz   
 
Hendry County: Commissioner Karson Turner, Mr. Melvin Karau  
 
Lee County: Commissioner Ray Judah, Commissioner Tammy Hall, Mayor Mick 

Denham, Mayor Jim Humphrey, Mayor Jim Burch, Councilman Tom 
Babcock 

  
Sarasota County: Commissioner Jon Thaxton, Commissioner Tom Jones 
 
Ex-Officio Members:  Mr. Jon Iglehart – FDEP, Mr. Phil Flood – SFWMD, Ms. Dianne Davies - 

SWFWMD  
 

MEMBERS ABSENT 
 
Charlotte County:  Commissioner Tricia Duffy, Commissioner Robert Skidmore, Ms. Andrea 

Messina  
 
Collier County:  Ms. Laura Holquist  
 
Glades County: Councilman Michael Brantley, Commissioner Kenneth “Butch” Jones 
  
Hendry County: Mayor Mali Chamness, Commissioner Tristan Chapman, Mayor Paul 

Puletti  
 
Lee County:  Councilman John Spear  
 
Sarasota County: Commissioner Carolyn Mason, Councilman Ernie Zavodnyik, Mr. David 

Farley, Mr. George Mazzarantani  
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Ex-Officio Membership: Mr. Johnny Limbaugh – FDOT, Ms. Tammie Nemecek – EDC of 
Collier County 

 
 
Chairman Humphrey congratulated Vice Chairman, Mayor Denham, on his recent re-election to 
both the City Council and to his second term as Mayor to the City of Sanibel. 
 
Commissioner Judah gave an overview of the CREW Land & Water Trust and then introduced 
Ms. Brenda Brooks, CREW Executive Director. 
 
Mr. Heatherington welcomed the following guests:  Mr. Patrick McQuillan from US Congressman 
Connie Mack, Ms. Diana McGee from US Senator Bill Nelson and Mr. Chad McLeod from US 
Senator Mel Martinez. 
 

AGENDA ITEM #1 
AGENDA 

 
The agenda was approved as presented by unanimous consent.  

 
AGENDA ITEM #2 

MINUTES OF FEBRUARY 19, 2009 
 
Ms. Davies referred to page 4 of 517, last sentence , under State Agencies comments, should read: 
“We have added an item to the agendas entitled the Basin Activities Report, which allows anyone 
in Sarasota or Charlotte Counties and the municipalities within those counties are able to submit 
any announcements of upcoming events, project completions, successes, etc. to the Basin Boards.” 
 

Mayor Denham moved and Commissioner Hall seconded to approve the minutes of 
February 19, 2009 as amended.  The motion carried unanimously. 

 
AGENDA ITEM #3 

CONSENT AGENDA 
 

Commissioner Judah moved and Commissioner Beck seconded to approve the consent 
agenda: Agenda Item #3(a) Intergovernmental Coordination and Review; Agenda Item 
#3(b) Financial Statement for February 28, 2009; Agenda Item #3(c) City of Punta Gorda 
Comprehensive Plan Amendments (DCA 09-1); and Agenda Item #3(d) Florida Gulf 
Coast Technology & Research Park DRI – 90 Day Extension. The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 

AGENDA ITEM #4(a) 
Lower West Coast Watershed Subcommittee – Implementation Status Presentation 

Vice Chairman Mick Denham 
 
Vice Chairman Denham gave a verbal presentation and distributed handouts. 
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Councilwoman Heitmann thanked Mayor Denham for not only creating legislation through the 
resolutions, but also following through with the next step of implementation. 
 
Mr. Hutchinson asked wasn’t it a major objective to protect the region’s economy.  Vice Chairman 
Denham explained that it wasn’t one of the subcommittee’s objectives initially.  He feels that every 
environmental issue is an economic issue of the region. 
 

AGENDA ITEM #5(a) 
Climate Prosperity Kick-off Meeting in San Jose, CA Report – Chairman Jim Humphrey & Vice 

Chairman Mick Denham 
 
Chairman Humphrey gave an overview of the Climate Prosperity kick-off meeting.  He then asked 
Commissioner Thaxton to give an overview of Sarasota County’s solar farm. 
 
Commissioner Thaxton reported that Sarasota County partnered with Florida Power & Light 
(FPL) where rebates come out of the power bills.  The county is currently looking into additional 
sites, possibly near the landfill in conjunction with their methane gas processing. 
 
Commissioner Thaxton stated that another project that the county is working on is retrofitting solar 
hot water appliances. 
 
Mr. Heatherington stated that he was considering doing a State of the Region Address at the 
October 15th Annual meeting at the Charlotte Harbor Event Center.  He gave an overview of the 
various solar project sites that they had visited throughout San Jose. 
 
Vice Chairman Denham stated that San Jose is currently doing many innovative things, whether it 
is with the electric car or developing solar panels.  In general, his feeling of the meeting was there 
were a lot of communities that felt they had to justify that they had to do something; while 
personally he felt there not that much going on.  There is a lot of talk, planning but no 
momentum. 
 
Vice Chairman Denham stated that Mr. Dell Jones from Southwest Florida discussed solar heating 
of hot water and he feels that the Council needs to do something as a region and form a 
subcommittee to handle such a mission. 
 
Mr. Heatherington explained that the Council already has a subcommittee established called the 
Climate & Energy Subcommittee. 
 
Commissioner Coletta stated that he agreed with Vice Chairman Denham and also would like to 
take a tour of Sarasota County’s solar field. 
 
Vice Chairman Denham stated that he would like to serve on the Climate & Energy 
Subcommittee. 
 
Commissioner Hall stated that the solar aspect is very exciting and Mr. Heatherington had an 
opportunity to sit down with Lee County’s Economic Development Director and herself, who 
serves as the Liaison to the Horizon’s Council and discussed the economic impacts of the 
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renewable energy and opportunities.  We are spending a tremendous amount of money to 
diversify economy in Southwest Florida from building and tourism and from that conversation 
turned into a potential startup business to manufacture the solar panels within Lee County. 
 
Chairman Humphrey announced that the new regional library has been selected to be located 
downtown Fort Myers and will be a “green” building. 
 
Councilman Kiester stated that the advances in solar technology are moving so fast that they are 
working on a material that would act as a roofing material. 
 
Commissioner Turner stated that FPL is building a larger megawatt fields over in both Martin and 
DeSoto Counties.  He visited the Sarasota County site on his way up to St. Petersburg and one of 
things that were discouraging to him was the issues with amount of jobs pre and post construction.  
Another issue of concern was why the brakes were being put on the number of solar plants in 
Florida.  He then also volunteered to serve on the Climate & Energy Subcommittee. 
 
Councilman McCormick volunteered to serve on the Climate & Energy Subcommittee. 
 
Commissioner Judah announced that Lee County is hoping to enter into a contract to build a bio 
diesel facility which will use grease from restaurants. 
 
Vice Chairman Denham asked for staff to put a team together and then at the next Council 
meeting announce who is on the Climate & Energy Subcommittee. 
 
Mayor Burch stated that he attended a Renewable Energy Seminar with Representative Kreegel 
and Representative Aubuchon and suggested staff contact them because a good portion of the 
seminar consisted of the solar roofing material. 
 
Mr. Heatherington suggested holding a WebEx/conference call meeting of the Climate & Energy 
Subcommittee either the 2-3 week in April. 
 

AGENDA ITEM #5(b) 
Growth Management & Related Bills – Mr. Ken Heatherington 

 
Mr. Heatherington reviewed the item as presented and distributed handouts. 
 
Vice Chairman Denham asked if anyone had any opinions on the proposal by Representative 
Trudi Williams on terminating environmental permitting.  Commissioner Hall explained that Ms. 
Blakely is working through the Lee County Attorney’s office and is tracking the Growth 
Management Bill through all its legalities along with the House Bills.  They are moving very fast 
and also changing very fast.  There are a lot of politics behind these bills and on other bills they 
want to negotiate with the Governor on. 
 
Commissioner Halas stated that the Florida Association of Counties (FAC) has taken the stance 
that they want to keep the Department of Community of Affairs (DCA) intact because they are our 
buffer.  He feels that if DCA is eliminated then it is going to become the “wild west” and he 
doesn’t believe that any member of the Council would want it going in that direction.   
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Mayor Burch stated that one of the issues that need to be discussed is the transportation 
concurrency requirements. 
 
Mr. Heatherington stated that he agrees with Mayor Burch and the direction that staff has been 
given is that there are numerous bills out there regarding the transportation shell package and a lot 
of it is embedded within the Growth Management Bill along with other bills. 
 

Commissioner Judah moved and Councilman Kiester seconded to approve the FRCA 
Letter to Senator Don Gaetz and Senator Mike Bennett and SWFRPC Resolution #2009-
02 – A Resolution of the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council in Opposition to 
Florida Senate Bill 360 Committee Substitute – An Act Related to Growth Management, 
Including Senate Bill 1306 and Other Legislative Proposals that Weaken Growth 
Management. 

 
Mr. Flood referred to the language of the letter and wanted clarification that there was language 
stating specifically as to why the Council did not like the Bill, because he would hate to go on 
record stating one thing and then it changes.  Chairman Humphrey stated that the way it was stated 
in the letter was in a positive manner. 
 

The motion carried unanimously. 
 

Chairman Humphrey encouraged all members to stay on top of the current legislative issues. 
 

AGENDA ITEM #5(c) 
Smart Growth America Washington & FY09 Omnibus Spending Package Update – Mr. Ken 

Heatherington 
 
Mr. Heatherington reviewed the item as presented.   
 
Mr. Trescott gave a status overview of the South LaBelle Village DRI.  He noted that staff has 
worked with city staff on how to obtain stimulus funds to build two phases of their water plant 
which will allow the city to have excess capacity to allow the South LaBelle Village DRI to move 
forward. 
 
Mr. Iglehart noted that FDEP is unlike most as far as the stimulus projects, because DEP goes 
through the environmental impact process.  So your stimulus projects within your county will go 
through FDEP’s South District Office.  He suggested emailing the South District Office, let them 
know that they are a stimulus project and highlight the project. 

 
AGENDA ITEM #5(d) 

Renewable Energy Dividends (REDs) – Mr. Ken Heatherington 
 
Mr. Heatherington reviewed the item as presented.   
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AGENDA ITEM #5(e) 
Cap & Trade Transportation Proposal – Mr. Ken Heatherington 

 
Mr. Heatherington introduced Ms. Amy Davies of Wilbur Smith Associates. 
 
Ms. Davies and Mr. Chris Swenson of CRSPE, Inc. distributed a handout and gave a verbal 
presentation. 
 
Commissioner Halas asked Mr. Swenson if any research has been done to look at buses to run on 
natural gas and also light rail in order to take more cars off the congested highways.  These are 
some areas that need to be addressed and need to start working on those issues as soon as 
possible.  Mr. Swenson said that he agrees with Commissioner Halas and that he had a piece of 
good news.  Currently, as an example project, a contract was just signed with LeeTran to look at 
what are the most obvious uses of transit to reduce congestion in Southwest Florida.  We are 
taking a look at what can be done in reducing carbon reduction if we were to “beef up” the trolley 
system in Fort Myers Beach using natural gas, etc. The nice thing about the $400 million in 
competitive grant, we have our eye on that or something to the Climate Trust to be able to fund 
the capital operating costs, alternative green fuel vehicles, compressed natural gas, etc. 
 
Councilman McCormick asked if traffic light sequencing and fly-overs work into the formula.  Mr. 
Swenson replied yes, anything that we can take back and revert back into fuel savings. 
 
Mr. Karau asked how are the tolls for the bridges documented.  Mr. Swenson replied that the 
answer to the question is both scary and full of opportunity.  The scary part is nobody has come up 
with a system yet, so the opportunity is there for someone to come up with a system.  Southwest 
Florida is trying to be part of how that system is developed. 
 
Councilman Babcock stated that Mr. Swenson has worked with the Town of Fort Myers Beach in 
the past and three months out of the year Estero Boulevard is a parking lot and in a way he is 
concerned that some of the Town’s solutions will add capacity to traffic.  To some extent the Town 
can not add anymore people to come down Estero Boulevard because it doesn’t move during 
most of that timeframe.  Mr. Swenson had placed a program in-place where three trolleys would 
bring in people from off the island onto the island with hopes that the traffic would improve, but 
what you really find is if you make more space for cars they will fill it.  In some ways you might 
want to consider reducing traffic, he always thought if you closed off the island and have a very 
efficient transportation system and have small buses that are more efficient of getting people where 
they want to go then they would have to look for more creative places where we try to encourage 
people to try to use transportation systems as opposed to opening up the capacity that have more 
capacity. 
 
Mr. Swenson stated that the name of the game is not to have more cars on Fort Myers Beach. 
 
Commissioner Halas suggested looking at putting a street car system on Fort Myers Beach.  
Councilman Babcock stated that it has been discussed but the problem is that there are many 
limitations of what can been done. 
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AGENDA ITEM #5(f) 
Other Emerging Regional Issues 

 
 
No other emerging regional issues were discussed at this time. 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM #6 
PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
Ms. Carol Newcomb-Jones stated that she came on behalf of her husband, Mr. Dell Jones, she 
said that Mr. Jones is very interested in helping in anyway with the climate prosperity initiative.  
She then stated that she has been following the issue of renewable energy dividends for last three 
years very closely and it is the business model for bringing renewable energy to a doable 
application on residential and commercial buildings.  It is the model which Germany has been 
used for the past decade which they call feed in tariff. She also gave an overview of alternative 
modes of transportation bus fleet in Eagle County, Colorado and she encourages everyone to 
research the hydro-electric buses. 
 

AGENDA ITEM #7 
DIRECTOR’S COMMENTS 

 
Mr. Heatherington had no comments at this time. 
 

AGENDA ITEM #8 
STATE AGENCIES COMMENTS/REPORTS 

 
Mr. Flood announced that on April 16 and 17 a public workshop is being held at the SFWMD 
Service Center in Fort Myers to discuss the River Grass Restoration. 
 
Ms. Davies announced that the SWFWMD Governing Board will be considering upgrading their 
Water Shortage Declaration to Phase 4. 
 
Commissioner Coletta expressed his concern that the water management districts are basing their 
decisions on east coast’s situation. 
 
Ms. Davies explained that the SWFWMD tables are through further planning areas and water use 
caution areas and other types of planning areas.  They don’t all have the same requirements and it 
will be limited to the 15 counties within the SWFWMD’s jurisdiction. 
 
Commissioner Coletta stated that Collier County has 80% of their land put into conservation 
easements which can collect water and restore the aquifer and he feels that the county should be 
recognized for their efforts. 
 
Commissioner Halas stated that Collier County has also spent a lot money in reclaimed water 
efforts which give the county the ability to make sure that it has plenty of water. 
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Ms. Davies explained that she is with the SWFWMD and the geology is greatly different north of 
the Caloosahatchee River than in the SFWMD jurisdiction.  The aquifers within the SWFWMD’s 
boundaries are not rebounding, so they are depending a great deal on surface water and new 
reservoirs. 
 
Mr. Flood stated that the SFWMD currently does not have any plans to change any water 
restrictions.  He then noted that there were aquifers that were threatened within Lee County in 
Lehigh Acres and along Corkscrew Road and are of significant concern. 
 

AGENDA ITEM #9 
COUNCIL ATTORNEY’S COMMENTS 

 
Ms. Donley had no comments at this time. 
 

AGENDA ITEM #10 
COUNCILMEMBERS’ COMMENTS 

 
Councilman Kiester explained that there has been discussion among the City Council of Marco 
Island of why they are not taking advantaged of the SFWMD’s grant program and taking the water 
from the septic tanks, since the island is in the process of converting over to sewers, and turning 
the tanks into cisterns, so residents can use the water to water lawns, etc.  He has been getting 
conflicting reports, but he understands that it has been done in the Florida Keys. 
 
Mr. Iglehart stated that he had just heard of the issue, but there are health department laws which 
restrict the use of septic tanks be used for anything.  In the Florida Keys the Monroe Health 
Department has agreed to allow the septic tanks to be converted into cisterns. 
 
Commissioner Coletta announced that Collier County is currently in a cooperative working 
arrangement with Miami-Dade with providing an ATV recreation facility at Jetport.  In 2002, 
Collier County gave up their rights to the roads in the southern block which became the Picayune 
Forest in exchange the SFWMD agreed to provide 640 acres.  However, for various reasons the 
SFWMD was never able to provide the 640 acres.  Currently, Collier County has the opportunity 
to move forward with the acquisition at a considerable less expense then it would be to purchase 
640 acres in Collier County by using land that has already been disturbed.  He then stated that he 
is also looking for a possible cooperative arrangement for another site for another ATV facility 
either in Hendry, Lee or Collier Counties.  He has been working with Commissioner Turner from 
Hendry County and he hopes to work with another Commissioner from Lee County to see about 
coming up with a cooperative arrangement through grants to locate a park. 
 
Commissioner Halas stated that he appreciated the venue of the meeting and looks forward to 
future meetings with the same type of setting, ideas and discussions. 
 
Commissioner Turner distributed a handout regarding the Glades/Hendry Counties Big O 
Birding Festival from April 3-6.  He then gave an overview of the Council’s upcoming May 21st 
meeting which is going to be held at the Seminole Tribe of Florida at Big Cypress. 
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 9 

Mr. Heatherington announced that for the May 21st meeting he is working with ULI to having 
buses available and to also include a tour of Ave Maria University on the return trip.  The first 
meetings is at 10:00 am with the Seminole Council at their chambers on the 3rd floor and then go 
to the Ah-Tah-Thi-Ki Museum to have a presentation given.  Commissioner Turner announced 
that the museum is accredited by the Smithsonian.  Mr. Heatherington continued that there are 
lunch reservations at the Safari Swamp Café at 12:00 pm and then depending on what everyone 
wants to do Commissioner Turner has arranged for swamp buggy and airboat tours at Billy Swamp 
Safari.   
 
Commissioner Halas asked if spouses are invited.  Commissioner Turner stated that he was going 
to extend the invitation to spouses and others and while business is being conducted they could 
enjoy the boardwalk and other areas. 
 
Commissioner Judah thanked everyone for the meeting and venue.  He encouraged everyone to 
take the buggy ride around CREW lands with Mr. Goodman after lunch. 
 

AGENDA ITEM #11 
ADJOURN 

 
The meeting adjourned at 11:10 a.m. 
 
 
 
 
____________________________________________ 
Commissioner Paul Beck, Secretary 
 
 
The meeting was duly advertised in the March 6, 2009 issue of the FLORIDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE WEEKLY, Volume 35, Number 09. 
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CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 
Agenda Item #3(a) – Intergovernmental Coordination and Review 

 
No action needed this month. 

 
Agenda Item #3(b) – Financial Statement for March 31, 2009 
 
Approve the financial statement for March 31, 2009 as presented. 
 
Agenda Item #3(c) – Transportation Disadvantaged Local Coordinating Boards – Member 
Appointments and Certifications for the Glades and Hendry County Joint Local Coordinating 
Board 
 
1. Appoint to the Glades & Hendry Joint LCB: 
 

A. Commissioner Karson Turner as the Hendry County Co-Chairman. 
B. Cyndy Cooper as the voting member to serve as the local representative of 

the Florida Department of Elder Affairs. 
C. Rita Zimmer as the alternate member to serve as the local representative of 

the Florida Department of Elder Affairs. 
D. Marilyn Gregory as the alternate member to serve as the local 

representative of the Florida Department of Elder Affairs. 
 

  
 2. Authorize the Chairman to endorse the LCB certification form for the Joint LCB. 
 
Agenda Item #3(d) – Toll-Rattlesnake DRI – Request for Sufficiency Response Extension 
 
Approve the requested extension. 
 
Agenda Item #3(e) – Big Cypress DRI – Request for Sufficiency Response Extension 
 
Approve the requested extension. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve consent agenda as presented. 

4/2009 
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Project Review and Coordination Regional Clearinghouse Review 
 
 
The attached report summarizes the project notifications received from  various governm ental and non-
governmental agencies seeking federal assistance or permits for the period beginning March 1, 2009 and 
ending March 31, 2009. 
 
The staff of the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council reviews various proposals, Notifications of 
Intent, Preapplications, perm it app lications, and Environmental Impact Statements for com pliance with 
regional goals, objectives, and policies of the Regional Comprehensive Policy Plan.  The staff reviews such 
items in accordance with the Florida Intergovernmental Coordination and Review Process (Chapter 29I-5, 
F.A.C.) and adopted regional clearinghouse procedures. 
 
Council staff reviews projects under the following four designations: 
 

Less Than Regionally Significant and Consistent - no further review of the project can be expected 
from Council. 

 
Less Than Regionally  Significant and Inconsistent  - Council does not find the project to be of 
regional importance, but notes certain concerns as part of its continued monitoring for cumulative 
impacts within the noted goal areas. 

 
Regionally Significant and Consistent - Project is of regional importance and appears to be consistent 
with Regional goals, objectives and policies. 

 
Regionally Significant and Inconsistent  - Project is of regional im portance and appears not to be 
consistent with Regional goals, objectives, a nd policies.  Council will oppose the project as 
submitted, but is willing to participate in any efforts to modify the project to mitigate the concerns. 

  
The report includes the SWFRPC num ber, the applicant nam e, project description, location, funding or 
permitting agency , and the am ount of federal funding, when applicable.  It also includes the com ments 
provided by staff to the applicant and to the St ate Clearinghouse (Office of Planning and Budgeting) in 
Tallahassee. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approval of the administrative action on Clearinghouse Review items. 
 
 04/2009 
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ICR Council - 2000/09
SWFRPC # Name1 Name2 Location Project Description Funding Agent Funding Amount Council Comments

2009-005 Ms. Lauren 
Milligan

FDEP - Florida 
State 
Clearinghouse

Lee County FDOT ETDM# 10564 - Advance 
Notification SR 80 (Second Street) 
Widening from Fowler Street to 
Palm Beach Boulevard in Lee 
County, Florida.

Regionally Significant 
and Consistent

2009-008 Mr. Mark Schulz FDOT, District 
One

Collier County FDOT - Advance Notification - I-75 
Interchange at Everglades 
Boulevard in Collier County, Florida.

Regionally Significant 
and Consistent

2009-009 Ms. Beverly Kent Sarasota 
County 
Transportation 

Sarasota County Sarasota County Transportation 
Authority - Section 5310 Program 
Grant - Paratransit Bus 
Replacement.

Federal Transit 
Administration

$407,030.00 Regionally Significant 
and Consistent

Monday, April 06, 2009 Page 1 of 1
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Review in Progress

SWFRPC # First Name Last Name Location Project Description Funding 
Agent

Funding 
Amount

Council 
Comments

2008-002 Collier County FDEP - Bureau of Beaches & 
Coastal Systems - Doctor's Pass 
North Jetty Rehabilitation in Collier 
County, Florida.

Review in Progress

2008-003 Collier County FDEP - Bureau of Beaches & 
Coastal Systems - Hideaway Beach 
Groins and Beach Fill Modification in 
Collier County, Florida.

Review in Progress

2008-028 Collier County FDEP - Corkscrew Field Wildcat 
Drilling Permit Application No. 1335 
in Collier County, Florida.

Review in Progress

2008-030 Collier County FDEP - Oil and Gas Section - 
Raccoon Point - Pad 5 Oil Well 
Drilling Permit Application No. 
1331AH.

Review in Progress

2008-035 Lee County Lee County Department of Parks 
and Recreation - National Park 
Service - Land and Water 
Conservation Fund Grants - Prairie 
Pines Preserve Improvements 
Project in Lee County, Florida.

Review in Progress

2008-038 Collier County FDEP - Bureau of Mine 
Reclamation - Raccoon Point-Pad 5 
Oil Well Drilling Permit Application 
No. 1332.

Review in Progress

Monday, April 06, 2009 Page 1 of 3
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SWFRPC # First Name Last Name Location Project Description Funding 
Agent

Funding 
Amount

Council 
Comments

2008-041 Collier County FDEP - Raccoon Point - Pad 5 Oil 
Well Drilling Permit Application # 
1333 in Collier County, Florida.

Review in Progress

2008-045 Lee County U.S. Coast Guard - Notification of 
Intent - Construct a new pier 
extension to connect two existing 
piers at U.S. Coast Guard Station 
Fort Myers - Fort Myers Beach, Lee 
County, Florida.

Review in Progress

2008-047 Sarasota County FDEP - Environmental Permitting 
Section - Bureau of Beaches & 
Coastal Systems - Joint Coastal 
Permit #0270032-001-JC - Lido Key 
Nourishment Project, City of 
Sarasota, Sarasota County, Florida.

Review in Progress

2009-014 Hendry County Collier Resourcees Company - 
FDEP Oil & Gas Geophysical Permit 
G-163-09 in Hendry County, Florida.

Review in Progress

2009-016 Lee County Lee County Port Authority - Design 
and construct Parallel Runway 6R-
24L to include ARFF facility and 
ATCT at Southwest Florida 
International Airport in Lee County, 
Florida.

Federal Aviation 
Administration

$571,676,134.00 Review in Progress

2009-017 Charlotte County Charlotte County Transit Division - 
49 USC Section 5911 Grant 
Application - To provide operating 
and capital assistance in the amount 
of $147,098.

Federal Transit 
Administration

$147,098.00 Review in Progress

Monday, April 06, 2009 Page 2 of 3
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SWFRPC # First Name Last Name Location Project Description Funding 
Agent

Funding 
Amount

Council 
Comments

2009-018 Charlotte County Charlotte County Transit - 49 USC 
Section 5307 ARRA Grant 
Application - Purchase of transit 
buses.

Federal Transit 
Administration

$1,979,000.00 Review in Progress

2009-019 Collier County FDEP - Oil Well Drilling Permit 
Application No. 1199BH - Newport 
Energy Corporation to drill Alico 32-
1BH Well located in the Corkscrew 
Oil and Gas Field in Collier County, 
Florida.

Review in Progress

2009-020 Charlotte County Charlotte County Application for 
State of Florida Neighborhood 
Stabilization Program.

Review in Progress

Monday, April 06, 2009 Page 3 of 3
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TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED LOCAL COORDINATING BOARDS- 

MEMBER APPOINTMENTS AND CERTIFICATIONS FOR  
THE GLADES AND HENDRY COUNTY JOINT LOCAL COORDINATING BOARD 

 
 
Pursuant to Chapter 427, Florida Statutes, Rule 41-2, Florida Administrative Code, and at the  
request of the respective count ies, the Southw est Florida Re gional Planning Council is the 
Designated Official P lanning Agency for the Tr ansportation Disadvantaged (TD) Program  in 
Glades and in Hendry County, which is now a  joint service area.  As the Planning Agency the  
Council is responsible for the appointm ent of  m embers to serve on the Local Coordinating 
Board.   
 
The individuals listed below have been recommended to serve on the Local Coordinating Board.  
The Certification form  provided in Attachment A lists the f ull membership of the Joint Loca l 
Coordinating Board and highli ghts the new nom inees’ nam e or  other changes in bold.  The 
Planning Agency m ust certify the Local Coordi nating Board m embership each fiscal year an d 
any time the Local Coordinating Board membership changes.   
 
Council staff is pursu ing nominees to fill ex isting vacancies on th e Local Coordinating Board.   
Staff may provide additional nom inations at the Board m eeting.  Staff has received assurances 
from the respective County Comm issioners representing the Local Coordi nating Board that the 
appointment process is satisfactory.  
 
The Local Coordinating Board is establis hed to oversee the appointed Community 
Transportation Coordinator (CTC),  in its  ro le of  c oordinating the provision of transportation 
service.  Some of the basic duties of the Board include: 
 
1) Develop, review and approve the annual Transportation Disadvant aged Service Plan 

(TDSP), including the  Mem orandum of  Agreem ent, prior to its s ubmittal to  the  
Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged (CTD); 

 
2) In cooperation with the CTC, the Board shall review and provide recommendations to the 

Commission for the Transporta tion Disadvantaged on funding a pplications affecting the 
transportation disadvantaged; 

 
3) Review the coordination strategies of  service provision to the transportation 

disadvantaged in the designated service area; 
 
4) Conduct the required annual evaluation of the CTC. 
 
The Glades and Hendry County Jo int Local Coordinating Board ty pically meets on a quarterly 
basis.  The next m eeting of the Joint Local Co ordinating Board is sche duled for April 20th in 
LaBelle. 
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RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: 
 
 
 1. Appoint to the Glades & Hendry Joint LCB: 
 

A. Commissioner Karson Turner as the Hendry County Co-Chairman. 
B. Cyndy Cooper as the voting member to serv e as the local represen tative 

of the Florida Department of Elder Affairs. 
C. Rita Zimmer as the alternate m ember to se rve as the loca l representative 

of the Florida Department of Elder Affairs. 
D. Marilyn Gregory as the alternate m ember to s erve as the local 

representative of the Florida Department of Elder Affairs. 
 

  
 2. Authorize the Chairman to endorse th e LCB certification form for the Joint LCB 

as provided in Attachment A. 
 
 
 
 4/2009 
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GLADES-HENDRY JOINT LOCAL COORDINATING BOARD MEMBERSHIP CERTIFICATION 

 
Planning Agency Name:  Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council; 1926 Victoria Ave.; Ft. Myers, FL 33901          

   
The Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council named above hereby certifies to the following: 
1. The membership of the Joint Transportation Disadvantaged Local Coordinating Board serving the joint service area of Glades 

County and Hendry County, established pursuant to Rule 41-2.012(3), FAC, does in fact represent the appropriate parties as 
identified in the following list; and 

2. The membership represents, to the maximum extent feasible, a cross section of the local community.     
 

Signature:__________________________________________ Date:   April 16, 2009  
      SWFRPC Chairperson 

 The Joint Glades-Hendry LCB has a Representative of: Voting Member Term 
Expires 

Alternate’s Name Term 
Expires 

  1 

The MPO or DOPA shall appoint one elected official to serve as the official 
Chairperson for all Coordinating Board meetings. 

Donna Storter-
Long* (Glades 
County Co-
Chairperson) 

 Karson Turner* 
(Hendry County 
Co-Chairperson) 

 

2 
A.  A local representati ve of the Florida Department of Transportation 
(DOT) 

Julia B. Davis Agency Richard Shine Agency 

3 
B.  A local representati ve of the Fl orida Department of Children and 
Families (DCF) 

(Vacant) Agency  Agency 

4 

C.     A local representative of the Public Education Community which could 
include, but not be lim ited to, a repres entative of the District Sch ool Board, 
School Boar d Transportat ion Office, or Headstart P rogram in ar eas wher e 
the School District is responsible 

Scott Bass** 

(Glades County 
Vice-Chairman) 

 

 

Agency 

 

 

Jim Way 

 

 

Agency 

5 

D.  In areas where they exist, a lo cal representa tive of the Division of 
Vocational Rehabilitation Services or the Division of Blind Services, 
representing the Department of Education 

Vacant Agency Vacant Agency 

  6 

E.  A person recommended b y t he local Vet erans Service Office,  
representing Veterans of the county Agency appointing 

member 

Agency 

 

Millard Wagnon Agency 

  7 

F.  A person recognized by the Florida Association for Community Action 
representing the economically disadvantaged  

Marcy D. Woznick  

Agency 

 

Vacant 

 

Agency 
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 The Joint Glades-Hendry LCB has a Representative of: Voting Member Term 
Expires 

Alternate’s Name Term 
Expires 

  8 
G. A person representing the Elderly in the county Rosemarie Slowley May 2010 Vacant  

  9 

H.  A person with a disability representing the disabled in the county Muriel Green January 
2010 

Vacant  

10 
I--1.[One of Two] Citizen Advocates in the County 

Helen McVitty          

 

April 2009 

 

Deborah Grant 

 

April 2009 

11 

I--2. [One of two] Citizen Advocates this one must be a person who uses the 
transportation service( s) of the sy stem a s their  primary  means o f 
transportation. Vacant 

  

Vacant 

 

 

12 
J.  A local representative for children at risk 

Judith Paskvan 
January 
2010 

Sherry Shupp January 
2010 

13 

K.  In areas where they exist, the Ch airperson or designee of the local Mas s 
Transit or Public Transit System’s Board, except in cases where they are also 
the Community Transportation Coordinator. 

Does not exist  Does not exist  

14 
L.  A local representative of the Florida Department of Elder Affairs 

Cyndy Cooper 
Agency Rita Zimmer 

Marilyn Gregory 
Agency 

15 

M.  An e xperienced representative  of the local private for profit 
transportation industry.  In areas where such representative is not available, a 
local private non-profit representative will be appoi nted, except where said 
representative is also the Community Transportation Coordinator   Vacant 

  

 

Vacant 

 

16 
N.    A lo cal repre sentative of th e Florida Agency  for Health Care  
Administration Joe Martinez 

Agency Claude Herrington Agency 

17 
O.  A representative of the Regional Workforce Development Board 
established in Chapter 445, Florida Statutes 

Vacant Agency Vacant Agency 

18 

P.  A representative of the local medical community, which may include, but 
not be limited to, kidney dialysis centers, long term care facilities, hospitals, 
local health department or other home and community based services, etc. 

Vacant  Vacant  
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Big Cypress DRI - 

Request for Sufficiency 

Response Extension 
 

3e 
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4a 

 

Lower West Coast Watersheds 
Subcommittee – Implementation 
Status Presentation 

 
4a 

 
4a 
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Nutrients
(Nitrogen & Ortho-

phosphate)

Addressing 
Major 
Environmental 
Problems 
of Southwest 
Florida with the 
Lower West 
Coast 
Watersheds 
Subcommittee

Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council
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Implementation

• Adopted SWFRPC Resolutions

• Local Governments Adopted 
Ordinances and Development Review 
Standards

• SWFRPC Adopted Stronger Review 
Standards of Development of 
Regional Impact
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Six Resolutions

• Fertilizers on Developed 
Landscapes

• Wastewater Treatment 
Plants

• Package Treatment Plants
• On-site Wastewater 

Treatment Facilities (Septic 
and Aerobic)

• Stormwater Treatment for 
New Development and Re-
Development 

• Stormwater Treatment for 
Retrofit Development 

• (07-01) March 15, 2007

• (07-02) May 17, 2007
• (07-05) October 18, 2007
• (08-02) May 15, 2008

• (08-011) August 28, 2008

• (08-012) January 15, 2008
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F. Please identify any water bodies using the FDEP Water Body 
Identification  label (WBID) that occur within, abutting, or 
downstream of the site, that have been identified by the Florida
Department of Environmental Protection to have a water 
quality impairments. 

G. Describe the timing of fertilizer application; content and 
application rate of fertilizer application; and the buffer zones
for wetlands and waters which will be used to mitigate (or 
avoid where possible) potential adverse effects upon ground 
and surface water quality, including any resources identified in
Sub question F.

QUESTION 17 QUESTION 17 -- WATER SUPPLYWATER SUPPLY
See State Comprehensive Plan (Chapter 187, F.S.) GOAL ( 8); POLISee State Comprehensive Plan (Chapter 187, F.S.) GOAL ( 8); POLICIES ( 1),( 5),(11)GOAL (16); POLICIES ( CIES ( 1),( 5),(11)GOAL (16); POLICIES ( 

1),( 2),( 6)GOAL (18); POLICIES ( 1),( 2),( 3),( 4),( 6)      AD1),( 2),( 6)GOAL (18); POLICIES ( 1),( 2),( 3),( 4),( 6)      ADOPTED LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARD: OPTED LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARD: 
EXISTING LEVEL OF SERVICE:  LEVEL OF SERVICE AFTER PROJECT BUILDEXISTING LEVEL OF SERVICE:  LEVEL OF SERVICE AFTER PROJECT BUILDOUT:OUT:

Implementation 
in DRI Reviews 
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D. Where is the off-site treatment facility located?
E. Please identify any water bodies using the FDEP Water Body Identification  label 
(WBID) that occur within, abutting, or downstream of the off-site treatment facility (in the 
answer to question D), that have been identified by the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection to have a water quality impairments. 
F. . Does the off-site treatment facility (in the answer to question D) meet the following 
standards?

a. Target goal effluent discharge standards for southwest Florida rivers and 
streams shall be 5 mg/l Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD), 5 mg/l of 
Total Suspended Solids (TSS), 0.9 mg/l Total Nitrogen, and 0.04 ug/l 
Total Phosphorus.

b. Target goal effluent discharge standards for southwest Florida lakes and 
reservoirs shall be 5 mg/l Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD), 5 mg/l of 
Total Suspended Solids (TSS), 1.27 mg/l Total Nitrogen, and 0.02 ug/l 
Total Phosphorus.

c. Target goal effluent discharge standards for southwest Florida estuaries 
shall be 2.7 mg/l Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD), 8 mg/l of Total 
Suspended Solids (TSS), 1 mg/l Total Nitrogen, and 0.06 ug/l Total 
Phosphorus

QUESTION 18 - WASTEWATER MANAGEMENT 
See State Comprehensive Plan (Chapter 187, F.S.) GOAL ( 8); POLICIES (12),(13)GOAL (13); POLICY 

(11)GOAL (16); POLICY ( 1)GOAL (18); POLICIES ( 1),( 2),( 3),( 4),( 6),(10)EXISTING LEVEL OF SERVICE: 
ADOPTED LEVEL OF

Implementation 
in DRI Reviews 
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G. Does the off-site treatment facility (in the answer to question D) 
plan to upgrade Advanced Wastewater Treatment (AWT), or 

WQBEL limits, whichever is more stringent. If so, when?
H. Does the off-site treatment facility (in the answer to question D) 

utilize deep well injection of domestic wastewater effluents? If so:
a. Is the effluent of require reuse quality treatment.
b. Does the effluent meet the treatment standards for 

discharges of treated effluent to ground water aquifers of 
5 mg/l TSS and high level disinfection, which is 1 mg/l 
chlorine residual?

c. Does the off-site treatment facility (in the answer to 
question D) utilize cooperative use of wells through 
interconnects in order to reduce the total number of wells 
utilized. 

QUESTION 18 - WASTEWATER MANAGEMENT 
See State Comprehensive Plan (Chapter 187, F.S.) GOAL ( 8); POLICIES (12),(13)GOAL (13); POLICY 

(11)GOAL (16); POLICY ( 1)GOAL (18); POLICIES ( 1),( 2),( 3),( 4),( 6),(10)EXISTING LEVEL OF SERVICE: 
ADOPTED LEVEL OF

Implementation 
in DRI Reviews 
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I. Does the off-site treatment facility (in the answer to question D) provide Public access reuse effluent? 
If so

a. Does the effluent meet the standards of 5 mg/l TSS and high level disinfection? 
b. Does the off-site treatment facility (in the answer to question D) utilize cooperative use of  

the reuse resource through interconnects,
J. Indicate how the project will reduce to a minimum the amount of direct discharge to surface waters by 

distributing wastewater effluent into reuse and storage applications.
K. If septic tanks will be used on site, indicate the number of units to be served, general locations and any 

plans for eventual phase-out.
L. If septic tanks will be used on site, indicate how the septage sludge will be disposed. Describe the 

geographic location, timing and application rate of the sludge application; and the buffer zones for 
wetlands and waters which will be used to mitigate (or avoid where possible) potential adverse effects 
upon ground and surface water quality, including any resources identified in Sub question K.       

M. Please identify any water bodies using the FDEP Water Body Identification  label (WBID) that occur 
within, abutting, or downstream of the site and the septage sludge disposal site of the project, that have 
been identified by the Florida Department of Environmental Protection to have a water quality 
impairments. 

QUESTION 18 - WASTEWATER MANAGEMENT 
See State Comprehensive Plan (Chapter 187, F.S.) GOAL ( 8); POLICIES (12),(13)GOAL (13); POLICY 

(11)GOAL (16); POLICY ( 1)GOAL (18); POLICIES ( 1),( 2),( 3),( 4),( 6),(10)EXISTING LEVEL OF SERVICE: 
ADOPTED LEVEL OF

Implementation 
in DRI Reviews 
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Future Plans: Further 
Implementation of the 
Resolutions
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Concentrate on Non-Point Pollution

• Address stormwater and fertilizer issues

• Utilize the Sarasota County Low Impact 
Development Manual as a model for the 
Region

• Educate the public with programs like the 
Town of Fort Myers Beach PRISM and 
NEP Bay Repair Kit documents
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Future Plans: Basin 
Management Action Plans for 

Impaired Waters
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Educational Ecosystem Poster – Shelly Castle

Questions?
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Sarasota County Low Impact Development page 
 
http://www.scgov.net/EnvironmentalServices/Water/SurfaceWater/LowImpactDevelopm
ent.asp 
 
EPA Low Impact Development page 
 
http://www.epa.gov/nps/lid/ 
 
PRISM page 
 
http://www.fortmyersbeachfl.gov/DocumentView.asp?DID=70 
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TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED SERVICE PLAN (TDSP) 
MAJOR UPDATE 

 
Planning Agency staff has provided a Draft of the TDSP in the agenda packet for the Southwest Florida 
Regional Planning Council members to review.   The TDSP will be brought to the Glades/Hendry Joint 
Local Coordinating Board meeting on April 20, 2009.  The final version of the TDSP will be submitted to 
the Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged by April 30, 2009. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Recommend the Council approve the Draft TDSP document.   
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Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan 
A Five‐year Plan  

for the 
Glades‐Hendry County Joint Service Area 
Proposed Major Update April 2009  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Prepared By:  
Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council (Designated Official Planning Agency), 
Glades‐Hendry Joint Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation Disadvantaged 

and  
Good Wheels, Inc., 

Glades County and Hendry County Community Transportation Coordinator 
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TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED SERVICE PLAN, TDSP 
The Five‐Year Plan for the Glades‐Hendry Joint Service Area 

Major Update, April 2009 
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COMMISSION FOR THE TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED 

GLOSSARY OF TERMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

The  following  glossary  is  intended  to  coordinate  terminology within  the  Florida  Coordinated  Transportation 

System.    It  is  imperative  that when  certain words  or  phrases  are  used,  the  definition must  be  universally 

acknowledged. 

Accidents:   when  used  in  reference  to  the  AOR,  the  total  number  of  reportable  accidents  that 

occurred whereby the result was either property damage of $1000.00 or more, or personal  injury 

that required evacuation to a medical facility, or a combination of both. 

(AER)   Actual Expenditure Report: an annual  report completed by each  state member agency and each 

official planning agency, to inform the Commission in writing, before September 15 of each year, of 

the specific amount of funds the agency expended for transportation disadvantaged services. 

Advance Reservation Service: shared or individual paratransit service that is readily delivered with 

at least prior day notification, seven days a week, 24 hours a day. 

Agency:    an  official,  officer,  commission,  authority,  council,  committee,  department,  division, 

bureau,  board,  section,  or  any  other  unit  or  entity  of  the  state  or  of  a  city,  town, municipality, 

county, or other local governing body or a private non‐profit transportation service providing entity. 

(ADA)   Americans with Disabilities Act: a federal law,  P .L. 101‐336, signed by the President of the United 

States on July 26, 1990 providing protection for persons with disabilities. 

(AOR)   Annual Operating Report:  an annual report prepared by the community transportation coordinator 

detailing its designated service area operating statistics for the most recent operating year. 

(APR)   Annual Performance Report:   an annual  report  issued by  the Commission  for  the Transportation 

Disadvantaged that combines all the data submitted  in the Annual Operating Reports and the CTD 

Annual Report. 

(ASE)   Automotive Service Excellence: a series of tests that certify the skills of automotive technicians in a 

variety of maintenance areas. 

Availability:   a measure of the capability of a transportation system to be used by potential riders, 

such as the hours the system is in operation, the route spacing, the seating availability, and the pick‐

up and delivery time parameters. 

Bus:  any  motor  vehicle  designed  for  carrying  more  than  10  passengers  and  used  for  the 

transportation of persons for compensation.  
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Bus Lane:   a street or highway  lane  intended primarily for buses, either all day or during specified 

periods, but used by other traffic under certain circumstances. 

Bus Stop:  a waiting, boarding, and disembarking area, usually designated by distinctive signs and by 

curbs or pavement markings. 

(CUTR)   Center  for Urban  Transportation  Research:  a  research  group  located  at  the University  of  South 

Florida’s College of Engineering. 

(CMBE)   Certified Minority Business Enterprise: any small business concern which is organized to engage in 

commercial transactions, which  is domiciled  in Florida, and which  is at  least 51 percent owned by 

minority  persons  and whose management  and  daily  operations  are  controlled  by  such  persons.  

These businesses should be certified by the Florida Department of Management Services. 

Chapter  427,  Florida  Statutes:    the  Florida  statute  establishing  the  Commission  for  the 

Transportation Disadvantaged and prescribing its duties and responsibilities. 

Commendation:   any documented compliment of any aspect of the coordinated system,  including 

personnel, vehicle, service, etc. 

(CDL)   Commercial Driver’s  License: a  license  required  if a driver operates a commercial motor vehicle, 

including a vehicle that carries 16 or more passengers (including the driver), or a vehicle weighing 

more than 26,000 pounds. 

Commission:    the  Commission  for  the  Transportation  Disadvantaged  as  authorized  in  Section 

427.013, Florida Statutes. 

(CTD)   Commission  for  the Transportation Disadvantaged:     an  independent agency  created  in 1989  to 

accomplish  the  coordination  of  transportation  services  provided  to  the  transportation 

disadvantaged.  Replaced the Coordinating Council on the Transportation Disadvantaged. 

(CTC)  Community  Transportation  Coordinator:    (formerly  referred  to  as  “coordinated  community 

transportation provider”) a  transportation entity  competitively procured or  recommended by  the 

appropriate official planning agency and local Coordinating Board and approved by the Commission, 

to ensure that safe, quality coordinated transportation services are provided or arranged  in a cost 

effective manner to serve the transportation disadvantaged in a designated service area. 

Competitive  Procurement:    obtaining  a  transportation  operator  or  other  services  through  a 

competitive process based upon Commission‐approved procurement guidelines. 

Complaint:   any documented  customer  concern  involving  timeliness, vehicle  condition, quality of 

service, personnel behavior, and other operational policies.  
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Complete (or Full) Brokerage:  type of CTC network in which the CTC does not provide any on‐street 

transportation  services  itself,  but  contracts  with  transportation  operators  or  coordination 

contractors for the delivery of all transportation services. 

Coordinated  Transportation  System:  includes  the  CTC,  the  transportation  operators  and 

coordination  contractors  under  contract  with  the  CTC,  the  official  planning  agency,  and  local 

Coordinating Board involved in the provision of service delivery to the transportation disadvantaged 

within the designated service area. 

Coordinated Trips:   passenger trips provided by or arranged through a CTC. 

Coordinating Board:   an entity  in each designated service area composed of  representatives who 

provide  assistance  to  the  community  transportation  coordinator  relative  to  the  coordination  of 

transportation disadvantaged services.   

Coordination:    the arrangement  for  the provision of  transportation services  to  the  transportation 

disadvantaged  in  a manner  that  is  cost  effective,  safe,  efficient,  and  reduces  fragmentation  and 

duplication  of  services.    Coordination  is  not  the  same  as  total  consolidation  of  transportation 

disadvantaged services in any given service area. 

Coordination Contract:  a written contract between the community transportation coordinator and 

an agency who  receives  transportation disadvantaged  funds and performs  some,  if not all of,  its 

own services, as well as services  to others, when such service has been analyzed by  the CTC and 

proven to be a safer, more effective and more efficient service from a total system perspective.  The 

Commission’s standard contract reflects  the specific  terms and conditions that will apply  to those 

agencies who perform their own transportation, as well as  joint utilization and cost provisions for 

transportation services to and from the coordinator. 

Deadhead:   the miles or hours that a vehicle travels when out of revenue service.   From dispatch 

point  to  first  pick‐up,  and  from  last  drop‐off  to  home  base,  or movements  from  home  base  to 

maintenance garage or fuel depot, and return. 

Demand  Response:    a  paratransit  service  that  is  readily  delivered  with  less  than  prior  day 

notification, seven days a week, 24 hours a day.   This service can be either an  individual or shared 

ride. 

Designated Service Area:  a geographical area subject to approval by the Commission, which 

defines the community where coordinated transportation services will be provided to the 

transportation disadvantaged. 
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Disabled Passenger:  anyone with a physical or mental impairment that substantially limits at least 

one  of  the  major  life  activities  (i.e.,  caring  for  one’s  self,  walking,  seeing,  hearing,  speaking, 

learning). 

Dispatcher:  the person responsible for having every scheduled run leave the yard or garage on time 

and maintain a schedule, matching the work force with the work load on a minute‐by‐minute basis.  

In demand‐response transportation, the person who assigns the customers to vehicles and notifies 

the appropriate drivers. 

Driver Hour:    the period  of one hour  that  a person works whose main  responsibility  is  to drive 

vehicles. 

Economies  of  Scale:      cost  savings  resulting  from  combined  resources  (e.g.,  joint  purchasing 

agreements that result in a lower cost per gallon or quantity discount for fuel). 

Effectiveness Measure:   a performance measure that indicates the level of consumption per unit of 

output. Passenger trips per vehicle mile is an example of an effectiveness measure. 

Efficiency Measure:    a  performance measure  that  evaluates  the  level  of  resources  expended  to 

achieve a given  level of output.   An example of an efficiency measure  is operating cost per vehicle 

mile. 

Emergency: any occurrence, or threat thereof, whether accidental, natural or caused by man, in war 

or in peace, which results or may result in substantial denial of services to a designated service area 

for the transportation disadvantaged. 

Emergency Fund:   transportation disadvantaged trust fund monies set aside to address emergency 

situations and which can be utilized by direct contract, without competitive bidding, between  the 

Commission and an entity to handle transportation services during a time of emergency. 

Employees:  the total number of persons employed in an organization. 

Fixed Route: (also known as Fixed Route/Fixed Schedule)  service in which the vehicle (s) repeatedly 

follows  a  consistent  time  schedule  and  stopping  points  over  the  same  route,  whereby  such 

schedule, route or service is not at the users request (e.g. conventional city bus, fixed guideway). 

(FAC)   Florida Administrative Code: a set of administrative codes regulating the state of Florida. 

(FCTS)   Florida Coordinated Transportation System:  a transportation system responsible for coordination 

and  service  provisions  for  the  transportation  disadvantaged  as  outlined  in  Chapter  427,  Florida 

Statutes. 
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(FDOT)   Florida Department Of Transportation: a governmental entity.  The CTD is housed under the Florida 

Department of Transportation for administrative purposes. 

(FS)   Florida Statutes: the laws governing the state of Florida. 

(FTE)   Full Time Equivalent:  a measure used to determine the number of employees based on a 40‐hour 

work week.  One FTE equals 40 work hours per week. 

(FAC)   Fully  Allocated  Costs:    the  total  cost,  including  the  value  of  donations,  contributions,  grants  or 

subsidies,  of  providing  coordinated  transportation,  including  those  services which  are  purchased 

through transportation operators or provided through coordination contracts. 

General Trips:  passenger trips by individuals to destinations of their choice, not associated with any 

agency program. 

Goal:  broad conditions that define what the organization hopes to achieve. 

Grievance Process:  a formal plan that provides a channel for the adjustment of grievances through 

discussions at progressively higher levels of authority, culminating in mediation, if necessary. 

In Service:    the  time a vehicle begins  the  route  to provide  transportation service  to  the  time  the 

route is completed. 

In‐Take Clerk/Reservationist:   an  individual whose primary responsibility  is to accept requests  for 

trips, enter dates on requests, determine eligibility and provide customer service. 

Latent Demand:    demand  that  is  not  active  (i.e.,  the  potential  demand of persons who  are not 

presently in the market for a good or service). 

Limited Access:  the inability of a vehicle, facility or equipment to permit entry or exit to all persons.  

Lack of accessibility of vehicle, facility or other equipment. 

Load Factor:  the ratio of use to capacity of equipment or a facility during a specified time period. 

Local Government:   an elected and/or appointed public body existing to coordinate, govern, plan, 

fund, and administer public services within a designated, limited geographic area of the state. 

Local Government Comprehensive Plan:  a plan that meets the requirements of Sections 163.3177 

and 163.3178, Florida Statutes. 

(LCB)   Local Coordinating Board:   an entity  in each designated service area composed of representatives 

appointed by  the official planning agency.    Its purpose  is  to provide assistance  to  the community 

transportation coordinator concerning the coordination of transportation disadvantaged services. 
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(MIS)   Management  Information  System:  the mechanism  that  collects  and  reports  key  operating  and 

financial information for managers on a continuing and regular basis. 

(MOA)   Memorandum  of  Agreement:    the  state  contract  included  in  the  transportation  disadvantaged 

service  plan  for  transportation  disadvantaged  services  purchased  by  federal,  state,  or  local 

government transportation disadvantaged funds.   This agreement  is between the Commission and 

the  community  transportation  coordinator  and  recognizes  the  community  transportation 

coordinator  as  being  responsible  for  the  arrangement  of  the  provision  of  transportation 

disadvantaged services for a designated service area. 

(MPO)   Metropolitan  Planning Organization:    the  area‐wide organization  responsible  for  conducting  the 

continuous,  cooperative  and  comprehensive  transportation  planning  and  programming  in 

accordance with the provisions of 23 U.S.C. s. 134, as provided in 23 U.S.C. s. 104(f)(3).  Also serves 

as the official planning agency referred to in Chapter 427, F.S. 

Network type:  describes how a community transportation coordinator provides service, whether as 

a complete brokerage, partial brokerage, or sole provider. 

Non‐coordinated Trip: a trip provided by an agency, entity, or operator who  is  in whole or  in part 

subsidized by local, state, or federal funds, and who does not have coordination/operator contract 

with the community transportation coordinator. 

Nonsponsored  Trip:    transportation  disadvantaged  services  that  are  sponsored  in whole  by  the 

Transportation Disadvantaged Trust Fund.  

Objective:   specific, measurable conditions that the organization establishes to achieve its goals. 

Off Peak:   a period of day or night during which travel activity  is generally  low and a minimum of 

transit service is operated. 

(OPA)   Official Planning Agency:      the official body or agency designated by the Commission to fulfill the 

functions of transportation disadvantaged planning.   The Metropolitan Planning Organization shall 

serve as the planning agency in areas covered by such organizations. 

Operating  Cost:    the  sum  of  all  expenditures  that  can  be  associated  with  the  operation  and 

maintenance of the system during the particular period under consideration. 

Operating Cost per Driver Hour:  operating costs divided by the number of driver hours, a measure 

of the cost efficiency of delivered service. 
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Operating Cost per Passenger Trip:  operating costs divided by the total number of passenger trips, 

a  measure  of  the  efficiency  of  transporting  riders.    One  of  the  key  indicators  of  comparative 

performance of transit properties since it reflects both the efficiency with which service is delivered 

and the market demand for the service. 

Operating  Cost  per  Vehicle Mile:      operating  costs  divided  by  the  number  of  vehicle miles,  a 

measure of the cost efficiency of delivered service. 

Operating  Environment:    describes whether  the  community  transportation  coordinator  provides 

service in an urban or rural service area. 

Operating  Expenses:  sum  of  all  expenses  associated with  the  operation  and maintenance  of  a 

transportation system. 

Operating  Revenues:    all  revenues  and  subsidies  utilized  by  the  operator  in  the  provision  of 

transportation services. 

Operating Statistics: data on various characteristics of operations, including passenger trips, vehicle 

miles, operating costs, revenues, vehicles, employees, accidents, and roadcalls. 

Operator Contract: a written  contract between  the  community  transportation  coordinator and a 

transportation operator to perform transportation services. 

Organization Type:   describes the structure of a community transportation coordinator, whether it 

is a private‐for‐profit, private non‐profit, government, quasi‐government, or transit agency. 

Paratransit:    elements  of  public  transit  that  provide  service  between  specific  origins  and 

destinations selected by the individual user with such service being provided at a time that is agreed 

upon between the user and the provider of the service.  Paratransit services are provided by sedans, 

vans, buses, and other vehicles. 

Partial  Brokerage:    type  of  CTC  network  in  which  the  CTC  provides  some  of  the  on‐street 

transportation  services and  contracts with one or more other  transportation operators,  including 

coordination  contractors,  to  provide  the  other  portion  of  the  on‐street  transportation 

disadvantaged services, including coordination contractors. 

Passenger Miles:  a measure  of  service  utilization  which  represents  the  cumulative  sum  of  the 

distances ridden by each passenger.  This is a duplicated mileage count.  For example:  If 10 people 

ride together for 10 miles, there would be 100 passenger miles. 
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Passenger Trip:  a unit of service provided each time a passenger enters the vehicle, is transported, 

then exits  the vehicle.   Each different destination would constitute a passenger  trip.   This unit of 

service is also known as a one‐way passenger trip. 

Passenger Trips per Driver Hour: a performance measure used to evaluate service effectiveness by 

calculating the total number of passenger trips divided by the number of driver hours. 

Passenger Trips per Vehicle Mile:  a performance measure used to evaluate service effectiveness by 

calculating the total number of passenger trips divided by the number of vehicle miles. 

Performance Measure:   statistical representation of how well an activity, task, or function is being 

performed.   Usually computed from operating statistics by relating a measure of service output or 

utilization to a measure of service input or cost. 

Potential TD Population:   (formerly referred to as TD Category I) includes persons with disabilities, 

senior citizens,  low  income persons, and high risk or at risk children.   These persons are eligible to 

receive certain governmental and social service agency subsidies for program‐related trips. 

Program Trip:   a passenger trip supplied or sponsored by a human service agency for the purpose 

of transporting clients to and from a program of that agency (e.g., sheltered workshops, congregate 

dining, and job training). 

Public  Transit:   means  the  transporting  of  people  by  conveyances  or  systems  of  conveyances 

traveling on  land or water,  local or regional  in nature, and available  for use by  the public.   Public 

transit systems may be governmental or privately owned.   Public transit specifically  includes those 

forms of transportation commonly known as paratransit. 

Purchased  Transportation:    transportation  services provided  for  an  entity  by  a public or  private 

transportation provider based on a written contract. 

(RFB)   Request for Bids:  a competitive procurement process. 

(RFP)   Request for Proposals:  a competitive procurement process. 

(RFQ)  Request for Qualifications:  a competitive procurement process. 

Reserve Fund:  transportation disadvantaged trust fund monies set aside each budget year to insure 

adequate cash  is available for  incoming reimbursement requests when estimated revenues do not 

materialize. 

Revenue  Hours:    total  vehicle  hours  used  in  providing  passenger  transportation,  excluding 

deadhead time. 
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Revenue  Miles:  the  total  number  of  paratransit  service  miles  driven  while  TD  passengers  are 

actually riding on  the vehicles.   This  figure should be calculated  from  first passenger pick‐up until 

the last passenger drop‐off, excluding any breaks in actual passenger transport.  For example: if 10 

passengers rode 10 miles together, there would be 10 revenue miles. 

Ridesharing:   the sharing of a vehicle by clients of two or more agencies, thus allowing for greater 

cost efficiency and improved vehicle utilization. 

Roadcall:   any in‐service interruptions caused by failure of some functionally necessary element of 

the vehicle, whether the rider is transferred or not. Roadcalls exclude accidents. 

Rule 41‐2, F.A.C.:    the  rule adopted by  the Commission  for  the Transportation Disadvantaged    to 

implement provisions established in Chapter 427, F.S. 

Scheduler:   a person who prepares an operating  schedule  for vehicles on  the basis of passenger 

demand,  level  of  service,  and  other  operating  elements  such  as  travel  times  or  equipment 

availability. 

Shuttle:  a transit service that operates on a short route, or in a small geographical area, often as an 

extension to the service of a longer route. 

Sole Source:  (also referred to as Sole Provider) network type  in which  the CTC provides all of the 

transportation disadvantaged services. 

Sponsored Trip:   a passenger trip that  is subsidized  in part or  in whole by a  local, state, or federal 

government funding source (not including monies provided by the TD Trust Fund). 

Standard:  something established by authority, custom, or general consent as a model or example. 

Stretcher Service: a form of non‐emergency paratransit service whereby the rider is transported on 

a  stretcher,  litter, gurney, or other device  that does not meet  the dimensions of a wheelchair as 

defined in the Americans with Disabilities Act. 

Subscription Service:   a regular and recurring service  in which schedules are prearranged, to meet 

the travel needs of riders who sign up for the service in advance.  The service is characterized by the 

fact that the same passengers are picked up at the same location and time and are transported to 

the same location, and then returned to the point of origin in the same manner. 

(SSPP)   System  Safety Program Plan:     a documented organized approach and guide  to accomplishing a 

system safety program set forth in Florida Rule 14‐90. 
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Total Fleet: this  includes all revenue vehicles held at the end of the  fiscal year,  including  those  in 

storage, emergency contingency, awaiting sale, etc. 

(TQM)   Total Quality Management: a management philosophy utilizing measurable goals and objectives to 

achieve quality management practices. 

Transportation Alternative: those specific transportation services that are approved by rule to be 

acceptable transportation alternatives, and defined in s. 427.018, F. S. 

(TD)   Transportation Disadvantaged: those persons, including children as defined in s. 411.202 F.S., who 

because of physical or mental disability, income status, or inability to drive due to age or disability 

are  unable  to  transport  themselves  or  to  purchase  transportation  and  have  no  other  form  of 

transportation available.  These persons are, therefore, dependent upon others to obtain access to 

health care, employment, education, shopping, or medically necessary or life‐sustaining activities. 

Transportation Disadvantaged Funds:   any  local government, state or available federal funds that 

are for the transportation of the transportation disadvantaged.  Such funds may include, but are not 

limited  to,  funds  for  planning, Medicaid  transportation,  transportation  provided  pursuant  to  the 

ADA,  administration  of  transportation  disadvantaged  services,  operation,  procurement  and 

maintenance  of  vehicles  or  equipment,  and  capital  investments.  Transportation  disadvantaged 

funds do not include funds expended by school districts for the transportation of children to public 

schools or to receive service as a part of their educational program. 

Transportation  Disadvantaged  Population:  (formerly  referred  to  as  TD  Category  II)  persons, 

including  children, who,  because  of  disability,  income  status,  or  inability  to  drive  due  to  age  or 

disability are unable to transport themselves. 

(TDSP)   Transportation  Disadvantaged  Service  Plan:  a  three‐year  implementation  plan,  with  annual 

updates developed by  the CTC and  the planning agency which  contains  the provisions of  service 

delivery  in the coordinated transportation system.   The plan shall be reviewed and recommended 

by the local Coordinating Board. 

Transportation  Disadvantaged  Trust  Fund:    a  fund  administered  by  the  Commission  for  the 

Transportation  Disadvantaged  in  which  all  fees  collected  for  the  transportation  disadvantaged 

program  shall be deposited.    The  funds deposited will be  appropriated by  the  legislature  to  the 

Commission to carry out the Commission’s responsibilities.  Funds that are deposited may be used 

to subsidize a portion of a transportation disadvantaged person’s transportation costs which are not 

sponsored by an agency.  
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Transportation Operator: a public, private  for profit, or private non‐profit entity engaged by  the 

community  transportation  coordinator  to  provide  service  to  the  transportation  disadvantaged 

pursuant  to an approved coordinated  transportation system  transportation disadvantaged service 

plan. 

Transportation  Operator  Contract:    the  Commission’s  standard  coordination/operator  contract 

between the community  transportation coordinator and the  transportation operator that outlines 

the terms and conditions for any services to be performed. 

Trend Analysis:   a common technique used to analyze the performance of an organization over a 

period of time. 

Trip Priorities:  various methods for restricting or rationing trips. 

Trip Sheet:  a record kept of specific information required by ordinance, rule or operating procedure 

for a period of time worked by the driver of a public passenger vehicle in demand‐response service. 

Also known as a driver log. 

(UPHC)   Unduplicated Passenger Head Count: the actual number of people that were provided paratransit 

transportation  services,  not  including  personal  care  attendants,  non‐paying  escorts,  or  persons 

provided fixed schedule/fixed route service. 

Unmet  Demand:    the  number  of  trips  desired  but  not  provided  because  of  insufficient  service 

supply. 

Urbanized Area:   a city  (or  twin cities)  that has a population of 50,000 or more  (central city) and 

surrounding incorporated and unincorporated areas that meet certain criteria of population size of 

density. 

(USDHHS)   U.S. Department of Health and Human Services:   a  federal agency  regulating health and human 

services. 

(USDOT)   U.S. Department of Transportation:  a federal agency regulating the transportation field. 

Van  Pool:   a prearranged  ride‐sharing  service  in which a number of people  travel  together on a 

regular  basis  in  a  van.    Van  pools  are  commonly  a  company‐sponsored  van  that  has  a  regular 

volunteer driver. 

Vehicle  Inventory:    an  inventory  of  vehicles  used  by  the  CTC,  transportation  operators,  and 

coordination contractors for the provision of transportation disadvantaged services. 
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Vehicle Miles:  the  total distance  traveled by  revenue  vehicles,  including both  revenue miles and 

deadhead miles.  

Vehicle Miles per Vehicle:  a performance measure used to evaluate resource utilization and rate of 

vehicle  depreciation,  calculated  by  dividing  the  number  of  vehicle miles  by  the  total  number  of 

vehicles. 

Vehicles:     number of vehicles owned by the transit agency that are available for use  in providing 

services. 

Volunteers:  individuals who do selected tasks for the community transportation coordinator or its 

contracted operator, for little or no compensation. 

Will‐Calls: these are trips that are requested on a demand response basis, usually for a return trip.  

The  transportation  provider  generally  knows  to  expect  a  request  for  a will‐call  trip,  but  can  not 

schedule the trip  in advance because  the provider does not know the exact  time a passenger will 

call to request his/her trip. 
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TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED SERVICE PLAN 
LOCAL COORDINATING BOARD ROLL CALL VOTE 

 

Representation  Member  Voted For 
Voted 
Against 

Absent From 
Voting 

1.     Chairperson         

2.     Elderly         

3.     Disabled         

4.     Citizen Advocate         

5.     Citizen Advocate/User         

6.     Children at Risk         

7.     Community Action         

8.     Public Education         

9.     Dept. of Transportation         

10.   Dept. of Children &          

11.   Dept. of Elder Affairs         

12.   Dept. of Education         

13.   Dept. of Health Care         

14.   Regional Workforce Dev.          

15.   Veteran Services         

16.   Local Mass Transit         

17.   Transportation Industry         

18.   Local Medical Community         

The Coordinating Board hereby certifies that an annual evaluation of this Community Transportation 
Coordinator was  conducted  consistent with  the  policies  of  the  Commission  for  the  Transportation 
Disadvantaged  and  all  recommendations  of  that  evaluation  have  been  incorporated  in  this 
Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan.   We  further certify  that  the  rates contained herein have 
been thoroughly reviewed, evaluated and approved.   This Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan 
was reviewed in its entirety and approved by this Board at an official meeting held on April 10, 2009. 
 

 

_______________________________  _____________________________________________________ 
Date            Coordinating Board Chairperson 
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I. DEVELOPMENT PLAN 

A. Introduction of Service Area 

1. Background of the Transportation Disadvantaged Program 

 
Transportation Disadvantaged 
The  purpose  of  this  section  is  to  provide  information  about  the  organization  and  development  of 
Florida’s  Transportation  Disadvantaged  Program  in  the  joint  service  area  of  Glades  and  Hendry 
Counties.  This Plan shall serve as the Coordinated Public Transit – Human Services Transportation Plan 
under the federal Safe Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act:   A Legacy For Users 
(SAFETEA‐LU). 
 
The transportation disadvantaged are defined in Chapter 427, Florida Statutes as: 
 

“those  persons who  because  of  physical  or mental  disability,  income  status,  age  are 
unable  to  transport  themselves  or  purchase  transportation  and  are,  therefore, 
dependent on others to obtain access to health care, employment, education, shopping, 
social  activities, or other  life‐sustaining  activities or  children who  are handicapped or 
high‐risk or at risk as defined in Section 422.202, Florida Statutes.” 
 

The 1979 Florida Legislature passed  the Transportation Services Act,  (Chapter 427, Florida Statutes), 
which  called  for  the  coordination  at  the County  level  of  all  Federal  and  State  expenditures  for  the 
“transportation  disadvantaged”.    At  that  time,  the  Coordinating  Council  of  the  Transportation 
Disadvantaged (CCTD) was formed.  Besides overseeing the coordination of state and federally funded 
programs  that  provided  or  purchased  transportation  for  its  clients,  the  Council  also  provided 
evaluation and identification of policies, laws and rule changes to improve mobility for those people in 
need of access to transportation for their daily living. 
 
In  1989,  the  Florida  Legislature  reviewed  Chapter  427,  Florida  Statutes,  according  to  the  State’s 
Regulatory Sunset Act, Chapter 11.61, Florida Statutes.   During this  legislative review, the Legislature 
reenacted Chapter 427,  Florida  Statutes, with major  revisions.   As  a  result,  the Commission  for  the 
Transportation  Disadvantaged  is  the  agency  authorized  to  implement  the  transportation 
disadvantaged  program  in  Florida.    Through  Chapter  427,  Florida  Statutes,  and  Rule  41‐2,  Florida 
Administrative  Code,  the  Commission  for  the  Transportation  Disadvantaged  is  responsible  for 
accomplishing  the  coordination of  transportation  services provided  to  transportation disadvantaged 
individuals in the State of Florida. 
 
The  following  sections  identify  each  of  the  major  components  of  Florida’s  Transportation 
Disadvantaged Program. 
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Florida Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged (CTD) 
The Florida Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged  is an  independent commission housed 
administratively within the Florida Department of Transportation and reports to the Governor and the 
Legislature.    The  purpose  of  the  Commission  is  to  accomplish  the  coordination  of  transportation 
services to the transportation disadvantaged.  The Commission is responsible for establishing policies, 
procedures  and  standards  for  the  delivery  of  statewide  coordinated  transportation  disadvantaged 
services; administering the Transportation Disadvantaged Trust Fund; providing statewide training and 
technical  assistance  to  local  partners  in  establishing  coordinated  transportation  systems, managing 
contracts,  and  developing  a  five‐year  plan  to  address  the  transportation  needs  of  transportation 
disadvantaged persons.  The Commission works cooperatively with state, local and federal agencies to 
assure that state agencies purchase transportation services from within the coordinated system unless 
a more cost‐effective provider outside the system can be found.  Currently, all of Florida’s 67 counties 
have  coordinated  systems managed  by  49  community  transportation  coordinators.    Some  of  these 
community transportation coordinators serve regional areas. 
 
The Florida Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged (CTD) is comprised of 7 members all of 
whom are appointed by the Governor.   Five of the members must have significant experience  in the 
operation of a business, and it is the intent of the Legislature that, when making an appointment, the 
Governor selects persons who reflect the broad diversity of the business community  in this state, as 
well as the racial, ethnic, geographical and gender diversity of the population of this state.  Two of the 
members must have a disability and use the transportation disadvantaged system. 
Each member shall represent the needs of the transportation disadvantaged throughout the state.   A 
member may not  subordinate  the needs of  the  transportation disadvantaged  in general  in order  to 
favor the needs of others residing in a specific location in the state. 
 
Members are appointed to a term of four years and may be reappointed for one (1) additional four‐
year term.   According to Florida Statute 427.012, at any given time, at  least one member must be at 
least 65 years of age.  The Governor may remove any member of the Commission for cause. 
 
The Chairperson shall be appointed by the Governor and the Vice‐Chairperson of the Commission shall 
be elected annually from the membership of the Commission. 
 
Designated Official Planning Agencies (DOPA) 
The Designated Official Planning Agency  is responsible for transportation disadvantaged planning  in a 
given  area.    In  the  urbanized  areas  of  the  state,  the  planning  agencies  are metropolitan  planning 
organizations  (MPOs).    In  the  rural  areas  of  the  state,  organizations which  are  eligible  to  serve  as 
planning agencies are: 

 County or city governments; 

 Regional Planning Councils; 

 Metropolitan planning organizations; 

 Local  planning  organizations  that  are  currently  performing  planning  activities  in  the  service 
area. 
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The  planning agency is responsible for: 

 Preparing a Transportation Improvement Program that includes a TD element. 

 Recommending a Community Transportation Coordinator to the TD Commission. 

 Appointing a Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation Disadvantaged. 

 Providing staff support to the Local Coordinating Board. 

 Preparing and submitting grant applications to the Commission. 

 Preparing  and  submitting  the  Coordinated  Transportation Development  Plan,  (TDSP)  and  its 
annual updates to the Commission. 

 
The Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council  is the designated official planning agency for Glades 
and Hendry Counties.  
 
Local Coordinating Board ‐ (LCB)   
The Designated Official  Planning Agency  is  responsible  for  appointing  a  local  coordinating  board  in 
each  county.    The  purpose  of  the  coordinating  board  is  to  provide  advice  and  direction  to  the 
Community  Transportation  Coordinator  concerning  the  coordination  of  transportation  services.  
According  to Rule 41‐2 of  the Florida Administrative Code,  there are 16 members appointed  to  the 
local  coordinating board.   The Designated Official Planning Agency appoints an elected official  from 
both Hendry and Glades Counties to serve as the official co‐chairperson for all local coordinating board 
meetings.  The Co‐Vice‐Chairpersons are elected annually by the voting members of the Board. 
The duties of the Local Coordinating Board include: 

 Review and approve the Memorandum of Agreement and the Service Plan drafted by the CTC, 
prior to submittal to the Commission. 

 Evaluate services provided by the CTC under the approved service plan. 

 In  cooperation with  the  CTC,  review  and  provide  recommendations  to  the  Commission  on 
funding applications affecting the transportation disadvantaged. 

 Review the coordination strategies of service provision to the transportation disadvantaged  in 
the designated service area. 

 Evaluated multi‐county or regional transportation opportunities. 

 Appoint a Grievance Committee to serve as a mediator. 

 Prepare a consolidated Annual Budget Estimate. 

 Review and approve the Coordinated Transportation Development Plan (TDSP) and its updates 
for consistency with approved guidelines, goals and objectives of the Local Coordinating Board. 

 Work  in  conjunction  with  the  planning  agencies  in  the  recommended  selection  of  the 
Community Transportation Coordinator. 
 

The Glades and Hendry County Local Coordinating Boards became the Joint Local Coordinating Board 
for  the Transportation Disadvantaged Program  for  the Glades and Hendry County  Joint Service Area 
through  a  local  initiative  which  was  adopted  by  the  Florida  Commission  for  the  Transportation 
Disadvantaged November 16, 2000 and  then  locally enacted December 15, 2001 by  the Glades and 
Hendry Local Coordinating Boards, Glades and Hendry County Commissions and the Southwest Florida 
Regional Planning Council. 
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Community Transportation Coordinator (CTC) 

The Community Transportation Coordinator  is the agency or organization  in each county responsible 
for  ensuring  that  coordinated  transportation  services  are  provided  to  serve  the  transportation 
disadvantaged.    The  Community  Transportation  Coordinator  may  provide  all  or  a  portion  of 
transportation  disadvantaged  service  in  a  designated  service  area.    Community  Transportation 
Coordinators  may  also  subcontract  or  broker  services  if  it  is  cost  effective  and  efficient.    The 
Community Transportation Coordinator (CTC)  is responsible for the short‐range operational planning, 
administration, monitoring,  coordination, arrangement and delivery of  transportation disadvantaged 
services originating within their designated service area on a full‐time basis.  In that context they have 
the following powers and duties: 

 Develop,  implement  and  monitor  an  approved  Coordinated  Transportation  Development 
Service Plan. 

 Execute uniform contracts for service. 

 Collect annual operating data for submittal to the TD Commission. 

 Review annually all transportation operator contracts. 

 Maximize  the utilization of  school bus  and public  transportation  services  in  accordance with 
Chapter 427.0158. 

 In  cooperation  with  a  functioning  Coordinating  Board,  review  all  applications  for  local 
government,  federal  and  state  transportation  disadvantaged  funds,  and  develop  and 
implement cost effective coordination strategies. 

 In cooperation with the Coordinating Board, develop and  implement and monitor a one‐ year 
approved service plan. 

 In  cooperation  with  the  Coordinating  Board,  develop  and  negotiate  a  Memorandum  of 
Agreement outlining the services planned for submittal to the Commission. 

 Have  full  responsibility  for  the  delivery  of  transportation  services  for  the  transportation 
disadvantaged as outlined in Chapter 427.015(2), F.S. 

 
Based on either negotiations or a competitive proposal process, the designated official planning agency 
selects a Community Transportation Coordinator (CTC) for recommendation to the Florida Commission 
for the Transportation Disadvantaged which has final approval. 
 
Good Wheels,  Inc.  is  the  designated  CTC  for  the  Glades  and  Hendry  Joint  Service  Area.    The  CTC 
contracts out some of the service to transportation operators. 
 

2. Community Transportation Coordinator Designation Date/History  
The history of Glades and Hendry Counties’ Transportation Disadvantaged Program  is varied.    In  the 
early years, service was provided through Tri‐County Senior Services.  Later, Tri‐County Senior Services 
was designated the Community Coordinated Transportation Provider and continued to provide service 
until 1990.   From January of 1990 until May of 1991 no agency served  in the coordinator role for the 
program.   It was not until May of 1991 that Goodwill of Southwest Florida, Inc. was appointed as the 
Community Transportation Coordinator.         Goodwill  formed a  separate organization, Good Wheels, 
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Inc.  to perform  the coordination duties of  the TD program.     Good Wheels served as  the CTC  in  the 
Glades and Hendry service area from FY 1990 to FY 1999.  During FY 1999, Good Wheels restructured 
its management team. 
 
During  the  1999‐2000  FY,  the  SWFRPC  conducted  a  competitive  procurement  process  for  a  partial 
brokerage  community  transportation  coordinator.    Through  that  process,  on  May  18,  2000  the 
Commission  for  the  Transportation Disadvantaged  designated Good Wheels,  Inc.  to  be  the  CTC  for 
Glades and Hendry County for a three‐year contract starting July 1, 2000. 
 
During the 2002‐2003 FY, the SWFRPC conducted a competitive procurement process for a community 
transportation  coordinator.    Through  that  process,  on  April  25,  2003  the  Commission  for  the 
Transportation Disadvantaged  designated Good Wheels,  Inc.  to  be  the  CTC  for Glades  and Hendry 
County for a three‐year contract starting July 1, 2003. 
 
Pursuant to the Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged Director Order issued on September 
22, 2003, all Memorandum of Agreements (MOAs) are now extended two years – bringing the MOA in 
Glades and Hendry to a close June 30, 2008.   
 
During  the  2007‐08  FY,  the  Southwest  Florida  Regional  Planning  Council  conducted  a  competitive 
procurement process for a community transportation coordinator.  Through that process, on June 20, 
2008, the Commission  for the Transportation Disadvantaged designated Good Wheels,  Inc. to be the 
CTC for the Joint Service Area of Glades and Hendry County for a five‐year contract for the period of 
July 1, 2008 through June 30, 2013.   
 
Existing Unemployment Conditions in Glades and Hendry Counties 
 
As of  January 2009,  the preliminary unemployment  rate  in Glades County  is 7.8%, up  from 4.9%  in 
January 2008.  For Hendry County, the unemployment rate in January 2009 is 10.7%, up from 7.2% in 
January 2008.  For comparison, the State of Florida’s unemployment rate in January 2009 is 8.8% and 
in January 2008 is 4.7%.  Both Counties have been added to the economically distressed list that is on 
the Federal Highway’s website, which is based on the rapidly deteriorating economy.    
 

3. Organization Chart 

Exhibit A identifies all those involved in the provision of transportation disadvantaged service in Glades 
and Hendry Counties.   
 

4. Consistency Review of Other Plans 

Rather than just providing a page listing plans and stating that the TDSP is consistent with each in this 
TDSP, we have begun to  identify at the  least a summary of what  is contained  in each of the relevant 
plans, so that readers can become aware of how the issues of provision of paratransit and rural public 
transportation  are  presently  addressed.    It must  be  emphasized  that  because  of  the  increasingly 
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“regional’  aspects  of  travel  patterns  and  employment  opportunities  in  the  counties  of  Southwest 
Florida, that transportation must be viewed as part of a larger picture. 
 

a) Local Government Comprehensive Plans 

The Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan  is consistent, to the maximum extent feasible, 
with the Glades County Comprehensive Plan and with the Hendry County Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Glades 
In the Traffic Circulation Element of the 1991 Comprehensive Plan for Glades County Amended 
September 6, 1992,  it  indicates that “Glades County does not have any mass transit program, 
nor is there any proposed.  The county does provide a number of services to some of its elderly 
and handicapped population through social service agencies.” 
 
Hendry 
The  “Draft Hendry County Comprehensive Plan, Adopted March 5, 1991 and amended 1993; 
1994 and 1997 Draft Update Transmitted April 13, 1999 contains a Traffic Circulation Element, 
the  purpose  of which  “is  to  establish  the  actions  necessary  to  provide  and maintain  a  safe, 
convenient and efficient traffic circulation system  in Hendry County, to meet the needs of the 
County’s existing development and projected future growth.  The Traffic Circulation Element is 
composed  of  goals,  objectives  and  policies  for  a  locally  desirable  road  circulation  system.”  
Although the Traffic Circulation Element addresses roads and bicycle and pedestrian access, it is 
not  a  requirement  to  address public  transportation  facilities nor other mobility  issues  in  the 
Comprehensive Plans. 

b) Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council’s “Strategic Regional Policy Plan” 

The Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan  is consistent, to the maximum extent feasible, 
with  the  Strategic  Regional  Policy  Plan  of  the  Southwest  Florida  Regional  Planning  Council, 
1995, as amended in September 2001 (as a draft) and as revised in March 2002.  The Regional 
Transportation Element  is contained  in Volume Two at pages 75‐91 of  the Strategic Regional 
Policy  Plan  and  includes  an  acronym  list.    There  are many  issues  identified  and  each  issue 
contains goals and strategies, which have actions and indicators. 

 

c) Transit Development Plans (where applicable) 

Since neither Glades nor Hendry Counties are recipients of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 
Section 5307  funds  for public  transportation, neither  county  is  required  to develop a Transit 
Development Plan.   However, because of the  increasingly “regional” aspects of travel patterns 
and employment opportunities  in the counties of Southwest Florida, the Transit Development 
Plans of the counties surrounding Glades and Hendry should be reviewed. 
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d) Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged 5 year/20 year Plan 

The Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan is consistent, to the maximum extent feasible, 
with the Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged’s 5 year/20 year Plan. 

 

e) MPO Long Range Plan (where applicable) 

Not applicable. 
 

f) Transportation Improvement Plans (Where applicable) 

Not applicable. 
 
Special Studies: 
Glades/Hendry Counties Transit Development Project for Good Wheels, Inc., June 2003, by the 
Community Transit Association of America (CTAA) 
In 2001, Good Wheels became a recipient of a U.S. Department of Agriculture funded study conducted 
by  the Community Transit Association of America,  (CTAA)  to  study  the  feasibility of  (and needs  for) 
public transit services in Glades and Hendry Counties.  This study determined in June 2003 that there is 
some need for service [from places  in Hendry or Glades County], “to Fort Myers and Lehigh Acres for 
medical and educational needs.  Other agencies felt increased transportation around the two counties 
was needed for those who do not qualify for the current Transportation Disadvantaged service being 
offered  by  Good Wheels.”    This  study  presented  several  options  for  service  development.    These 
included  fixed  route  service,  demand  responsive  service,  route  deviation,  checkpoint  service,  zone 
service  and  taxi  service.    The  study  further  refined  its  recommendations  to  offer  several  ‘options’ 
utilizing fixed route or shuttles.  In response to this study, in January 2005, Good Wheels initiated the 
“Dial‐A‐Ride” program with FTA 5311 funds. 
 
Rural Transit Planning and Marketing Assessment 
In  2004‐05,  the  Florida  Department  of  Transportation,  District  1  Office  of  Modal  Development, 
contracted  with  the  Center  for  Urban  Transportation  Research  at  the  University  of  South  Florida 
(CUTR) to conduct a Rural Transit Planning and Marketing Assessment study of the rural areas within 
its district.    It was anticipated  that  through  this effort a number of  characteristics would be  further 
defined,  including the volume of the services needed to meet the needs of the communities served; 
opportunities  for  the  inter‐county/cross  jurisdictional  service  arrangements;  identification of  service 
enhancements that may enable local transportation service providers to better meet the needs of their 
service areas; and marketing efforts that will educate local residents and visitors of the transportation 
options that are currently available and those that may be added as a result of the study.   The study 
area included all of Glades and Hendry Counties, as well as the other rural counties of FDOT’s District 
One.  The findings in this study concerning the need for public transit include: 

 There are specific populations where the need for public transit service is critical.  There 
is significant variation among the need for public transit service among the residents of 
the study area. 

 Public transit should be part of a county’s comprehensive planning process; 
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 Health care and work trips are most critical; 
 
And findings specific to the Glades and Hendry areas where public transit is needed include: 

 Service from LaBelle to Fort Myers, with an emphasis placed on medical and shopping 
trips and service to the airport. . . using smaller vehicles and increased frequency. 

 Service in and around LaBelle to satisfy medical needs. 
 
Florida  Department  of  Transportation,  District  One,  Intermodal  Systems  Development  /  Modal 

Development Office, Heartland Rural Mobility Plan Project Status and Overview, March 24, 2009 

 The Heartland Rural Mobility Plan (HRMP) is a comprehensive multi‐jurisdictional planning effort the 
Florida Department of Transportation, District One, Intermodal Systems Development/ Modal 
Development Office is completing in partnership with the Florida Heartland Rural Economic 
Development Initiative, Inc. (FHREDI).  
 

 The two partners inaugurated this project in March of 2007. 
 

 The Center for Urban Transportation Research (CUTR) at the University of South Florida is conducting 
the planning effort for District One, with the assistance of a subcontracted planning firm. 
 

 The project includes an extensive public involvement process including workshops and regional forums.   
FHREDI staff assisted with public outreach.   
 

 The purpose of the Heartland Rural Mobility Plan is to develop and implement a comprehensive mobility 
improvement process, with an emphasis on passenger transportation and commuter services, for the six 
counties and four communities included in the FHREDI region, referred to as the “Heartland.”   The six 
counties are DeSoto, Glades, Hardee, Hendry, Highlands, and Okeechobee (in District One).  The four 
communities include Belle Glade, Pahokee, and South Bay in Palm Beach County (in District Four) and 
Immokalee in Collier County (in District One).   
 

 Districts One and Four staffs are coordinating on this effort, and linking this initiative with other projects 
of regional significance. 
 

 District One is developing a strategic approach to meet the mobility needs of the Heartland, including 
employment transportation. 
 

 The Heartland Rural Mobility Plan project is designed to meet the requirements of Florida Statutes, 
associated with Transportation Development Plans (Reference: Chapter 341.071). 

 

 This planning effort is establishing a sound business foundation for the resulting mobility improvement. 
 

 Results will define: 
 

1. The mobility needs of the Heartland area, especially within economic development and land use 
frameworks, and  
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2. Recommend a governing structure that could include a regional mobility entity, including a finance 
plan. 

 

 The Center for Urban Transportation Research will present final Heartland Rural Mobility Plan findings 
and recommendations to the FHREDI area counties and communities beginning in the second calendar 
quarter of 2009. 
 

 For more information, please contact Richard Shine, District Transit Programs Administrator, Florida 
Department of Transportation, District One, Modal Development Office, at 239‐461‐4300 or at 
Richard.Shine@dot.state.fl.us. 

 

Job Access and Reverse Commute (JARC)/New Freedom (NF) Grant Programs 

The JARC provides grants for projects that transport low‐income individuals to/from work and for projects that 

assist with reverse commuting (people living in the city but commuting outside the city for employment).  The 

NF program provides grants for projects that provide transportation services or alternatives that go beyond the 

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements.  One the next page is the JARC grant request from Good 

Wheels for four replacement buses in the amount of $312,694.00, however, Good Wheels did not submit a New 

Freedom grant proposal. 
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5. Public Participation   

The Glades and Hendry Joint Service Area Transportation Disadvantaged Coordinating Board  includes 
representatives of public, private and non‐profit transportation and human services providers as well 
as  the public  to participate  in  the development and update of  the Glades and Hendry County  Joint 
Service Area Transportation Disadvantaged  Service Plan.    The Transportation Disadvantaged  Service 
Plan  is  developed  through  input  of  the  Glades  and  Hendry  Joint  Service  Area  Transportation 
Disadvantaged Board whose membership includes citizens and human service providers. 
 
The  Local Coordinating Board meetings  are held  in  accessible  locations  and open  to  the public.    In 
addition  to  the  membership  listed  above,  the  mailing  list  for  the  LCB  quarterly  agendas  include 
transportation  partners,  transportation  disadvantaged  passengers  and  advocates,  human  service 
organizations, faith‐based and community based organizations,  local school districts and others.   The 
Glades and Hendry LCB seeks input from the public at all its meetings and makes a concerted effort to 
include  many  community  partners  and  advocacy  groups  in  the  planning,  evaluation  and  service 
development  processes  throughout  the  year.      In  addition,  an  annual  public  hearing  is  held  and 
advertised to the public as required under the CTD regulations.   
 

B. Service Area Profiles/Demographics (Glades County) 

1. Service Area Description 

Good Wheels,  Inc.  serves  as  the Community  Transportation Coordinator  (CTC)  for  both Glades  and 
Hendry Counties.   Therefore, a  Joint Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan  is being prepared  to 
address  their  common  transportation  needs.    From  the  initial  planning  stages  of  the  start‐up  for 
transportation under the Transportation Disadvantaged Program, the Counties have been treated as a 
single service area.  There are several reasons that support this planning approach.  First, the Counties 
share a common border around which many residents of each county  live.   Because of their general 
proximity, these residents often patronize the same service facilities, such as medical clinics, hospitals 
or schools, in Fort Myers and Belle Glade as well as other areas.  Another reason is that a majority of 
social service agencies that currently serve the transportation disadvantaged groups provides services 
in both counties. 
 
It  is  these  factors  that provide a basis  for developing a  joint TDSP  for Glades and Hendry Counties.  
Each  of  the  sections  throughout  this  plan  has  been  developed  to  address  the  transportation 
disadvantaged needs in both counties.   
 
In order  to ensure  that  the TDSP  is grounded on a  factual analysis of each County’s planning area’s 
population  and  economy,  existing  data  in  the  form  of  research  studies,  census  data,  planning  and 
operations  documents  of  various  agencies  were  collected  and  analyzed  to  develop  an  accurate 
demographic and economic data base.    It  is from this data base that projections for the TDSP period 
were developed. 
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Glades County 
Glades County is located in the southern part of Florida, adjacent to the west side of Lake Okeechobee.  
Glades County is bordered on the south by Hendry County, on the west by Charlotte County, and to the 
north by Highlands County.   Glades County  is approximately 763  square miles, of which 185  square 
miles  are  covered  by  water,  45  square  miles  belong  to  the  Brighton  Indian  Reservation,  and 
approximately one square mile to the City of Moore Haven.  The County is generally divided in half by 
Fisheating Creek, which runs in an east to west direction.   The Caloosahatchee River creates a similar 
but more  southerly  division  along  the  County’s  southern  border.   Main  transportation  arteries  in 
Glades County  include State Roads 78 and 80  running east  to west adjacent  to  the Caloosahatchee 
River on the northern and southern banks, respectively, and US 27 running north to south into Moore 
Haven. 
 

2. Demographics 

a) Land Use 

Glades County can be characterized as being a rural area with  large areas of  land allotted  for 
sugar  and  citrus  production,  as well  as  for  cattle  rangelands.    There  are  also  large  areas  of 
unimproved wetlands and commercial forest  lands.   There are also  large tracts of vacant  land 
which is only second in total land area after rangelands.   
 
Two areas of the County deserve special classifications transcending land use designations.  The 
first  in  Brighton  Indian  Reservation which  could  be  considered  “Federal  Public Ownership.”  
Since  the uses  common  to  the  site  are  similar  to  the County  as  a whole, however,  they are 
included in the County totals.  Glades County has no land use authority within the reservation. 
 
The second area  that deserves special notice are  the  lands and waters contained within Lake 
Okeechobee  Canal  and  dike  systems.    These  areas  are  either  the  lake  itself,  overflow  lands 
(lands expected  to  flood) or public works  area  (dikes or other  filled  lands).   These  lands  are 
either  owned  outright  by  as  public  agency  (usually  the  South  Florida  Water  Management 
District or the Florida Department of Environmental Protection) or are covered by an easement 
prohibiting most uses.  The easement is also usually held by a public agency.  Consequently, the 
County does not have final land use authority over these properties. 
 
The  Federal  Indian Reservation,  the  Lake Okeechobee  “lands,” and  the City of Moore Haven 
comprise the properties within Glades County over which the County does not have final  land 
use authority.  The Reservation measures some 35,800 acres, the Lake’s land measures 146,624 
acres, and the City some 640 acres for a total of 183,064 acres. 
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b) Population/Composition 

TABLE 1 

Population Estimates 
Estimates 

Base 
Census 
2000 

  July 1, 
2007 

July 1, 
2006 

July 1, 
2005 

July 1, 
2004 

July 1, 
2003 

July 1, 
2002 

July 1, 
2001 

July 1, 
2000 

April 1, 
2000 

April 1, 
2000 

Glades 
County 

11,109  11,244  11,293  11,149  10,973  10,938  10,787  10,588  10,576  10,576 

Hendry 
County 

39,611  39,248  38,526  37,254  36,461  36,292  36,201  36,336  36,210  36,210 

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Data Set: 2007 Population Estimates

 
Education 

The Glades County School District is the second smallest school district in Florida and is directed 
by an elected school board and superintendent.   The district has about 1,448 unweighted  full 
time  equivalent  students,  68  teachers,  14  teacher  aides,  9  instructional  support  staff,  7 
transportation workers, 7 food service workers, 12 facilities staff and 15 administrative staff. 

 
TABLE 2 

School Enrollment of Three Years and Over in School 

Nursery school, preschool  171 

Kindergarten  129 

Elementary school (grades 1‐8)  1,063 

High School  565 

College or Graduate School  285 
Source:  U.S. Census Bureau 
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TABLE 3 
Education Attainment 

Population 25 Years And Over 

Less than 9th grade  715 

9th to 12th grade, no diploma  1,518 

High school graduate (includes 
equivalency) 

2,727 

Some college, no degree  1,380 

Associate degree  335 

Bachelor’s degree  412 

Graduate or professional degree  316 

Percent high school graduate or 
higher 

69.8% 

Percent bachelor’s degree or higher 9.8% 
Source:  U.S. Census Bureau

 
According to the Florida Census, the 2000 population for Glades County was 10,576.  The 2004 
population of Glades County was estimated at 10,733.    Population density in the County was 
14  persons  per  square mile.    The  current  population  distribution  of Glades  County  has  two 
major  nodes,  one  at  Buckhead  Ridge  and  the  other  at Moore Haven.    There  are  also  other 
lightly populated areas distributed along State Road 78 in the southwest section of the county.  
The  county  seat,  Moore  Haven,  with  a  population  of  1,600  in  2001,  is  located  in  the 
southeastern  section  of  the  County  along  Lake Okeechobee.   Using  population  density  as  a 
criterion,  the  area  of  greatest  concentration  is  Buckhead  Ridge,  with  Moore  Haven  being 
second.    Both  areas  have  population  densities  of  greater  than  1,000  per  square mile.    The 
population of unincorporated Glades County was 8,952 or 84.6% of the total population.   The 
unincorporated portion of the county’s population has been growing since 1990. 
 
Trends 
From  its creation  in 1922, Glades County has experienced a trend of slow population growth.  
However, over the past several decades, the population has increased in excess of the national 
average growth by three times.   The population has  increased from 3,669  in 1070 to 5,992  in 
1980 to 7,591 in 1990 to 10,576 in 2000.  This represents an increase of 188% during the three 
decade period.  Glades County is projected to continue to grow over the next 20 years as shown 
below  in  Table 1.    By 2010,  the population of  the County  is expected  to  increase  to 12,821 
persons for an increase of 21.2% from 2000. 

 
TABLE 4 

Historic and Projected Glades County Population 

Year  1970  1980  1990  2000  2010  2020  2030 

Population  3,669  5,992  7,591  10,576  12,821  14,961  15,000 
Sources:  A.     Bureau of Economic and Business Research, March 1997; 1980, 1990, U.S. 
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Census of Population 
Table  1  –  “Population  Forecasts  with  percentage  change  from  previous  decade,”  from  the 
Comprehensive Economic Development Studies  (CEDS)  June 2002, SWFRPC.   Their 1990 data 
from  Table  DP‐1,  “Profile  of  General  Demographic  Characteristics:    1990”  U.S.  Census.  
Projections  from  the  Florida  Statistical  Abstract  2000  Table  1.84,  “Projections:    Population 
Estimates April 1, 1999 and Projections, Specified Years, April 1, 2005 through 2030 in the State 
and Counties of Florida.” 
 
Housing Unit Estimates  
A study of the number of Housing Units  is provided  in Table 5.   The number of Housing Units 
increased  in Glades County from 1,443 units  in 3,475  in 1980 to 4,624  in 1990 and to 5,790  in 
2000. 
 
The Housing Unit Estimates  for Glades County are shown  in Table 5 below.   Glades County  is 
ranked 61st in the State of Florida.  Estimates are provided from July 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007.   

 

TABLE 5 

Rank 
Geographic 

Area 

Housing Unit Estimates 
Estimates 

Base 
Census 
2000 

July 1, 
2007 

July 1, 
2006 

July 1, 
2005 

July 1,
2004 

July 1, 
2003 

July 1,
2002 

July 1,
2001 

July 1, 
2000 

April 1, 2000 
April 1, 
2000 

61  Glades County  6,067  6,024  5,940  5,878  5,853  5,843  5,821  5,794  5,790  5,790 

48  Hendry County  13,306  13,081  12,678  12,525  12,455  12,416  12,383  12,309  12,294  12,294 

Source:  US Census Bureau 2008 
 

 

Household size 
Density  in  the  county  can  also  be  determined  from  the  number  of  households  that  exist.  
Density has a direct bearing on transportation operations.   (Persons per household figures are 
also used to calculate the economically disadvantaged persons within Glades County, discussed 
below.)  Table 6 provides the number and density of households in Glades County. 
 
The number of households  in 1990 was 2,885, while  in 1980 there were 2,224, an  increase of  
29.7% or 661 households.     The 1980 Census estimated the average household size for Glades 
County at 2.69.  By 1990, this average had slipped to 2.57.  This trend suggests that the average 
household size will continue  to diminish, while  the absolute number of households  in Glades 
County will  continue  to  grow.    This decrease may be due  in part  to Glades County having  a 
substantial number of older people, who are retired and living in smaller households. 

 
   

135 of 402



TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED SERVICE PLAN, TDSP 
The Five‐Year Plan for the Glades‐Hendry Joint Service Area 

Major Update, April 2009 
 

TABLE 6 
Glades County Households 

Year  Number of Households  Number of Persons/Household 

1970  1,115  3.24 

1980  2,224  2.69 

1990  2,885  2.57 

1995  3,340  2.56 

Source:  BEBR, 1995; 1980, 1990 Census 

 
Poverty 
In 2004, over 120,000 Southwest Floridians reportedly earned below the poverty threshold, 
which is approximately 9% of households.  Both Hendry and Glades Counties have higher 
percentages, 17% and 12% of the population, respectively, earned below the poverty level. 

 
TABLE 7 

Poverty Data 

County  2000  2004  2006 

Charlotte  9.0  8.1  7.5 

Collier  8.9  8.8  9.7 

Glades*  15.5  12.1  12.5 

Hendry*  19.5  16.7  18.3 

Lee  9.4  8.9  9.0 

Sarasota  9.1  8.9  9.3 

Florida  11.7  11.9  12.6 
Source:  U.S. Census Bureau, Data Integration Division, Small Area 
Estimates branch and 2006 American Community Survey. 
*Glades and Hendry Counties 2006 figures are SWFRPC estimates 
based on 2006 BEBR population estimates and Southwest Florida 
poverty trends. 

 
Median Age and Cohort Studies 
As Glades County’s population has grown, the median age has also been  increasing.   This can 
influence the demand for TD services since it is the elderly cohort, eligible for TD services by just 
its elderly status that is growing more rapidly in relation to the younger age ranges.  Elsewhere 
in the TDSP, the issues of elders and driving are addressed.   
 
In 1970, the median age for the county was 27.1 which increased to 35.4 by 1980, with the 60 
plus age cohort representing 21.8% of the total population.  The median age again rose in 1990 
to 40.0 with the same cohort now representing 27.2% of the county population.  In 2000, with 
the median age now at 40.2,  the  cohort  (now age 65+)  is 18.8% of  the population.   Table 4 
provides Glades Population Distribution by Age Group (2000 Census). 
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c) Employment 

Per  statistics  from  the  Comprehensive  Economic  Development  Strategy  2007‐1012  by  the 
Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council  in September 2007, Glades and Hendry counties 
experienced the highest unemployment rates for the region.   In July 2007, the unemployment 
rate for Glades County was 6.2% and 9.9% for Hendry County. 

 
TABLE 8 

July 2007 Unemployment Rates 

County 
Percentage of 

Unemployment 

Charlotte  5.5% 

Collier  4.9% 

Glades  6.2% 

Hendry  9.9% 

Lee  4.7% 

Sarasota  4.4% 
Source:  Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy 
2007‐2012, September 2007, SWFRPC 

 
Places of Employment 
Table 9 provides a listing of the top private employers in the joint service area of Glades County 
and  in Hendry County.   Some of the companies on the  listing have a centralized employment 
center, e.g., one big office.  In future editions of the TDSP, the locations of these companies will 
be mapped, in order to show specific areas where work trips are clustered. 

 
TABLE 9 

Major Private Sector Employers – Glades County 
 
 
 

 

Name  Type  Employees 

Moore Haven Correctional 
Facility 

Corrections  219 

Lykes Brothers  Agriculture  100 

Brighton Seminole Bingo  Gaming  80 

Glades Electric Co‐Op  Electricity  65 

A. Duda & Sons  Agriculture  25 

Thomas Grinding  Manufacturing  21 

Greenleaf Mulch  Mulch  19 

Florida Favorite Fertilizer Co. Fertilizer  15 

Florida Rock, Witherspoon 
Sand Mine 

Mining  15 

Source:  Glades County Economic Development Council, Inc., 2008
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d) Major Trip Generators/Attractors  

Many trips taken by persons who are transportation disadvantaged are for purposes other than 
employment.    In  fact,  the   Commission  for  the Transportation Disadvantaged=s 2004 Annual 
Performance Report, (APR) states that Medical trips are the highest percentage,  41% compared 
to Employment at 6%, or Education/Training/Daycare at 30%.   See the trip purposes shown  in 
Table 2. 

 
TABLE 10 

  2007 Trips by Purpose, In the Joint Service Area of Glades County and in Hendry County 

Purpose  Number of trips  Percent 

Medical  99,894  41.% 

Employment  14,729  6% 

Education/Training/Daycare  71,850  30% 

Nutritional  8,013  3% 

Life sustaining/Other  48,139  20% 

TOTAL TRIPS  242,625  100% 
Source: CTD’s Annual Performance Report, January 1,  2007

 
TABLE 11 

Major Trip Generators/Attractors 

Brighton Seminole Reservation 

Cypress Knee Museum 

Fisheating Creek 

Gatorama 

Lone Cypress Tree 

Ortona Indian Mounds Park 
Source:  Enterprise Florida, Inc. 2008

 

C. Service Area Profiles/Demographics (Hendry County) 

1. Service Area Description 

 

Hendry County 
Hendry  County  is  located  in  the  southern  part  of  the  Florida  adjacent  to  Lake  Okeechobee.    It  is 
bordered on the north by Glades County, the south by Collier County, the west by Lee County and the 
east by Palm Beach and Broward Counties.  The County is some 1,163 square miles in size, virtually all 
of  it undeveloped or  agricultural  land.   The Caloosahatchee River  runs  generally  along  the  county’s 
northwestern  border,  and  separates  the  county’s  northwestern  corner  from  the  remainder  of  the 
county.  Most of the county’s settled areas are also located along this northern border.   
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Most of  the population of Hendry County  is  concentrated  in  and  around  the  incorporated  cities of 
Clewiston  and  LaBelle.  Like Glades County,  the percentage of  the population  in  the unincorporated 
sections of Hendry County, continues to increase. 
 
There are a few subdivisions in other areas of Hendry County and the large Port LaBelle development 
lies  just east of  the City of  LaBelle.   There  is  little  residential urban  sprawl  in  the  traditional  sense.  
There  is  little concentration of commercial uses, except  in reasonable proximity  to  residential areas.  
Strictly defined, industrial uses are few and small.  The largest industrial‐type facilities are agricultural 
uses, serving sugar cane and citrus. 
 

2. Demographics 

 

a) Land Use 

The land use and economy are dominated by agricultural activity:  primarily sugar cane, citrus, 
vegetable and cattle raising.  Sugar refining and citrus processing are also a part of the County’s 
agricultural  economy.    Hendry  County  has  several  land  owners  with  vast  agricultural  land 
holdings.  The development of citrus agriculture has been particularly rapid in recent years.  The 
intensity of  land development from citrus agriculture, and the conversion of other agricultural 
uses to citrus growing, will begin to place some pressures on Hendry County’s facilities, services 
and  resources.    Citrus  products must  be  processed, must  be moved  to markets,  and  new 
workers and satellite industries are to be expected.   

 

b) Population/Composition 

 
TABLE 12 

Hendry County Population 

Population Statistics 

Year  Population Figures 

1980  18,599 

1990  25,773 

2000  36,210 

2003  37,064 
Source:    Hendry  County  Economic  Development  Council 
2008 
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TABLE 13 
Hendry County Population Projections 

Population Projections 

Year  Population Figures 

2010  45,800 

2020  55,500 

2030  64,900 
 Source:  Hendry County Economic Development Council 2008

 
TABLE 14 

              Components of Population Change       

Natural Change  2,511 

Net Migration  2,024 

Total  4,535 
Source:  Hendry County Economic Development Council 2008

 
TABLE 15 

Population Age Breakdown 

0‐15  25% 

16‐54  57% 

55‐84  17% 

85+  1% 
Source:  Hendry County Economic Development Council 2008

 
TABLE 16 

Hendry County Elementary/High School Education 

Public Schools  15 

Nonpublic Schools  3 

Public School Teachers  330 

Nonpublic School Teachers  15 
Source:  Hendry County Economic Development Council 2008

 
TABLE 17 

Post Secondary Education Serving Hendry County 

Colleges/Universities 

Nova University 

Florida Atlantic University 

Florida Gulf Coast University 
Source:  Hendry County Economic Development 
Council 2008 
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Besides the above mentioned post secondary educational universities, the Edison State College in Fort 
Myers, Florida and Palm Beach Community College in West Palm Beach are located within 50 miles of 
Hendry County.   
 

c) Employment 

 
TABLE 18 

Major Private Sector Employers 

Employer  Product or Service  # of Employees 

U.S. Sugar Corporation  Sugar & Citrus Processing  1800 

Wal‐Mart  Retail  438 

A. Duda & Sons  Citrus Processing  250 

Southern Gardens  Citrus Processing  228 

Hendry County Hospital 
Authority 

Health Care  140 

Alico, Inc.  Citrus/Cattle  115 

Bob Paul Citrus  Citrus  35 
Source:  Hendry County Economic Development Council 2008

 

TABLE 19 
County Non‐Farm Employment by Industry 

Agriculture Services  6,625 

Trade/Retail & Wholesale  2,232 

Trans/Comm/Public Utilities  286 

Manufacturing  1,105 

Construction  276 

Fin. Ins. Real Estate  275 

Services  1,296 

Other  45 

TOTAL  12,140 
Source:  Hendry County Economic Development Council 2008
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TABLE 20 
Employment Status & Labor Force  

Subject  Number  Percent 

Population 16 years and over  26,600  100.0 

In Labor Force  15,908  59.8 

Civilian labor force  15,814  59.5 

Employed  14,579  54.8 

Unemployed  1,235  4.6 

Unemployed % of civilian labor  7.8  Not applicable 

Armed Forces  94  0.4 

Not in labor force  10,692  40.2 
 Source:  U.S. Census Bureau 2000

 
TABLE 21 

Commuting To Work – Workers 16 Years of Age and Older 

Subject  Number  Percent 

Car, truck or van – drive alone  9,113  63.7 

Car, truck or van – carpooled  3,227  22.6 

Public transportation (including 
taxicab) 

1,139  8.0 

Walked  264  1.8 

Other means  293  2.0 

Worked at home  271  1.9 

Mean travel time to work (Minutes) 26.5  Not applicable 
 Source:  U.S. Census Bureau 2000

 

d) Inventory of Available Transportation Services 

 
The following is a list of transportation operators in the Glades and Hendry Joint Service Area: 

Good Wheels, Inc. 
10075 Bavaria Road 

Fort Myers, FL  33919 
Contact:  Gary Bryant 

Blue Bird Taxi, Inc. 
3252 Palm Ave. 

Fort Myers, FL  33901 

Contact:  Phil Griffin 

Phone: 239‐275‐8294 

Coordination Contractor: 

Hendry/Glades Mental Heatlth 

601 W. Alverdez Avenue 

Clewiston, FL   33440 

Contact:  Joe Hosick  

Phone:  863‐983‐1423 
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D. Service Analysis 

This section provides estimates of the need and demand for transportation services within the 
Transportation Disadvantaged (TD) population in Glades and Hendry County, Florida, Florida 
 

1. Forecasts of Transportation Disadvantaged Population 

 
TD Population Forecasts 
There are two categories of TD population in the State of Florida – “Potential TD Population” a/ka TD 
Category  I.   This category  includes disabled, elderly,  low‐income persons and children who are “high‐
risk” or “at risk”. 
 
TD Category II includes persons who are unable to transport themselves or to purchase transportation.  
These individuals are eligible to receive the same subsidies as those in Category I, plus they’re eligible 
to receive TD Trust Fund monies for non‐sponsored general trips.   
 
Tables 12, 13 and 14 break down the two categories of the TD population in the State of Florida. 

 
TABLE 22 

Forecasts of TD Population in Glades County, Florida 

TD Population Figures 
Year 

2008  2009  2010  2011  2012  2013  2014 

Category I  4827  4918  5009  5104  5199  5298  5397 

Category II  851  866  881  898  913  930  947 
Source:  http://www.dot.state.fl.us/ctd 

 
TABLE 23 

Forecasts of TD Population in Hendry County, Florida 

TD Population Figures 
Year 

2008  2009  2010  2011  2012  2013  2014 

Category I  14167  14459  14756  15062  15374  15694  16023 

Category II  3461  3526  3592  3660  3729  3800  3871 
Source:  http://www.dot.state.fl.us/ctd 
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TABLE 24 
2008 Glades County Potential Transportation 

Disadvantaged Population (Category I) Estimates 

Segments  Population Estimates 

Disabled, Non‐Elderly, Low Income  173 

Disabled, Non‐Elderly, Non‐Low Income  898 

Disabled, Elderly, Low‐Income  75 

Disabled, Elderly, Non‐Low Income  831 

Non‐Disabled, Elderly, Low Income  140 

Non‐Disabled, Elderly, Non‐Low Income  1549 

Non‐Disabled, Non‐Elderly, Low Income  1161 

Total Potential Transportation Disadvantaged 
Population 

4827 

Source:  http://www.dot.state.fl.us/ctd 

 
Table 25 

2008 Glades County Potential Transportation 
Disadvantaged Population (Category II) Estimates 

Segments  Population Estimates 

Transportation Disabled, Non‐Elderly, Low Income  48 

Transportation Disabled, Non‐Elderly, Non‐Low 
Income 

249 

Transportation Disabled, Elderly, Low Income  26 

Transportation Disabled, Elderly, Non‐Low Income  293 

Non‐Transportation Disabled, Low Income, No Auto, 
No Fixed‐Route Transit 

235 

Total Transportation Disadvantaged Population  851 
Source:  http://www.dot.state.fl.us/ctd
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TABLE 26 
2008 Hendry County Potential Transportation 

Disadvantaged Population (Category I) Estimates 

Segments  Population Estimates 

Disabled, Non‐Elderly, Low Income  476 

Disabled, Non‐Elderly, Non‐Low Income  2004 

Disabled, Elderly, Low‐Income  383 

Disabled, Elderly, Non‐Low Income  1828 

Non‐Disabled, Elderly, Low Income  692 

Non‐Disabled, Elderly, Non‐Low Income  3309 

Non‐Disabled, Non‐Elderly, Low Income  5475 

Total Potential Transportation Disadvantaged 
Population 

14167 

Source:  http://www.dot.state.fl.us/ctd

 
TABLE 27 

2008 Hendry County Potential Transportation 
Disadvantaged Population (Category II) Estimates 

Segments  Population Estimates 

Transportation Disabled, Non‐Elderly, Low Income  161 

Transportation Disabled, Non‐Elderly, Non‐Low Income  676 

Transportation Disabled, Elderly, Low Income  167 

Transportation Disabled, Elderly, Non‐Low Income  796 

Non‐Transportation Disabled, Low Income, No Auto, 

No Fixed‐Route Transit 
1661 

Total Transportation Disadvantaged Population  3461 
Source:  http://www.dot.state.fl.us/ctd
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2. Needs Assessment 

The  purpose  of  this  section  is  to  assess  the  transportation  needs  and  demand  for  individuals with 
disabilities, elderly, low income and high risk and at risk children.  This section attempts to identify any 
gaps in transportation services that are needed in the service area. 
 

Project  Location  Estimated Cost  Funding Source 

Operating expenses for Dial‐A‐
Ride transportation services for 

non‐urbanized areas. 

Glades and Hendry 
Counties 

$238,600 

U.S.C. Section 5311 

FDOT 

Local funds 

Purchase 6 replacement vehicles 
for high level service to the 
elderly and persons with 

disabilities. 

Glades, Hendry, Lee 
Counties 

$850,526 

U.S.C. Section 5310 

FDOT 

Local funds 

 
 

3. Barriers to Coordination 

The main barrier to coordination  in Hendry/Glades County  is the Transportation Disadvantaged non‐
sponsored  funding  restrictions.    This  funding  restriction  causes  extreme  stress  on  the  system  and 
hinders the CTC’s ability to coordinate transportation. 
 
Another barrier  to coordination  is  that caused by  the  separation of  services provided by purchasing 
agencies.   This separation by purchasing agencies,  including the provision of funds, trips or reporting 
activities, and  the duplicative nature of  reports, monitoring efforts and evaluations  is a problem.    If 
these practices were rolled together and streamlined, then the Community Transportation Coordinator 
could denote more of its resources to the day to day job of providing trips.  The Hendry/Glades County 
Local Coordinating Board recommends that the Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged re‐
examine this issue. 
 
Equal  program  knowledge  and  development  among  the  local  coordinating  board,  the  CTC,  the 
purchasers of service, and operators is one of the keys to coordinated transportation.  Education and 
training must be made  available  to  all entities  and  they must,  in  turn,  take  full advantage of  these 
opportunities if coordinated transportation is to be achieved.  The CTC and local agencies must partner 
in order to help educate all parties and stakeholders concerned. 

E. Goals, Objectives and Strategies 

 
Goal 1:   Coordination of Service. 
1.1 The CTC will continue to communicate and coordinate with state and local governments, 

planning  agencies,  Local  Coordinating  Boards,  social  service  agencies  and  others who 
provide  subsidy  and/or  planning  or  technical  assistance  and/or  who  purchase 
transportation service. 

146 of 402



TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED SERVICE PLAN, TDSP 
The Five‐Year Plan for the Glades‐Hendry Joint Service Area 

Major Update, April 2009 
 

1.2 The CTC will  continue  to  communicate  and  coordinate with CTCs  in other  counties  to 
promote ride‐sharing practices and formulate cost efficient and effective transportation 
arrangements. 

1.3 The CTC will continue to communicate and coordinate with people who schedule trips in 
order to provide timely and cost‐efficient and effective transportation service. 

1.4 The  CTC  will  work  toward  establishing  accessible  transfer  facilities  to  enhance 
coordination,  reduce  duplication  of  service  and  enable  the  safe,  convenient  and  cost 
efficient and effective transfer of passengers between transportation systems.   The CTC 
will update the LCB through reports to the planning agency, on the status of the transfer 
facilities. 

1.5 The  CTC will  on  a  quarterly  basis,  provide  the  local  TD  planning  staff with  a monthly 
report  that  includes  the  number  of  sponsored  and  non‐sponsored  passenger  trips 
coordinated by  the CTC which shows  the number of passenger  trips delivered  for each 
funding source.  Local TD planning staff will provide these reports to the LCB at their next 
meeting. 

1.6 The  CTC  will  continue  to  utilize  wheelchair  accessible,  air  conditioned,  comfortable 
vehicles or modes best suited to passengers’ needs in orer to better serve all riders.    

 
Goal 2:  Provision of Service 
Strategy 2:  Provide a comfortable, cost‐efficient and cost‐effective coordinated transportation 
service that meets the needs of the transportation disadvantaged within funding limitations. 

   
2.1 As  new  resources  become  available,  the  CTC  will  increase  transportation  service  to 

areas/people/hours/days of the week not currently being served. 
2.2 The CTC will provide on‐time  service, pursuant  to definition of On‐Time  in  the Service 

Plan.  
2.3 Should  the need  for  additional  capacity  arise,  as determined by  the  LCB,  the CTC will 

initiate a competitive procurement process and sub‐contract with suitable operators to 
provide needed service. 

 
Goal 3:  Service Quality 
Strategy  3:    Assure  that  quality  transportation  service  is  being  provided  through  periodic 
monitoring and evaluations. 

 
3.1 The CTC will  conduct  random  sample  ridership  surveys  in  order  to  evaluate  customer 

satisfaction with transportation service.  The CTC will provide the surveys to the planning 
agency, within a month after the survey is conducted.  Planning staff will (with assistance 
from the LCB committee, if necessary) tabulate the surveys and provide the report to the 
LCB’s at their next meetings. 

3.2 The CTC will handle complaints and grievances in a timely fashion as detailed in the CTC’s 
Complaint and Grievance Procedures.   
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3.3 The CTC will, on a quarterly basis, provide monthly to the  local TD planning staff of the 
number  of  complaints  and  grievances  received,  the  nature  of  the  complaints  and 
grievances, and a summary of how they were resolved. 

 
Goal 4:  Training about and Marketing of Service 
Strategy 4:   Continue to train participants and  to market and promote transportation service 
that can be provided within the limits of available resources. 
 
4.1 The CTC will  carry out  a public  information program  to  assist  current  and prospective 

riders in the proper use of the transportation system. 
4.2 The  CTC  will  have  brochures,  reservation  information,  complaint  and  grievance 

procedures  and  other  useful  information  available  to  riders  on  all  vehicles  and  at 
agencies. 

4.3 The CTC will  provide  opportunities  designed  to  educate  the  community  regarding  the 
need for sponsored transportation, the services available and the need for the expansion 
of services, by speaking to clubs and other networks. 

4.4 The CTC shall ensure that all staff and local board members and advisors are aware of the 
different services and programs Good Wheels provides. 

4.5 Carry  out  appropriate  training  programs  fo  all  driving  personnel  including  sensitivity 
training, basic First Aid and CPR. 

4.6 Investigate and implement new training programs, as appropriate. 
 

Goal 5:  Resource Management 
Strategy 5:  Maximize the use of human and financial resources and equipment. 
 
5.1 Increase  revenue by  identifying  and  taking  advantage of existing  and new private  and 

public funding sources. 
5.2 To  reduce  and/or  control  expenses,  continue  to  monitor  and  analyze  the  cost  of 

administration and operations. 
5.3 Plan  for  the acquisition of air conditioned, comfortable and ADA accessible vehicles  to 

replace an aging fleet or to expand services. 
5.4 The CTC is to continue purchasing fuel as a public agency, qualify for tax rebates. 
5.5 The  CTC  is  to  continue  locating  its  vehicles  in  Hendry  or  Glades,  in  order  to  reduce 

deadhead miles. 
5.6 The CTC  is  to  prepare  a Resource Acquisition Report  on  a  quarterly  basis  for  the  LCB 

which identifies efforts to locate additional sources of revenues. 
 

Goal 6:  Safety 
Strategy 6:  Continue to operate a safe transportation system as set forth in the CTC’s Systems 
Safety Program Plan (SSPP). 
 
6.1 Update the SSPP at least on an annual basis. 
6.2 Continue to make safety and loss prevention the responsibility of all personnel. 
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6.3 Continue to conduct annual safety checks on all equipment. 
6.4 Continue  to  provide  a  hazard‐free  environment  and  a  safe,  drug  and  alcohol  free 

workplace. 
6.5 Require physical examinations for all personnel as set forth in the SSPP. 
6.6 Continue  drug  and  alcohol  testing  as  set  forth  in  the  Substance  Abuse  Policy  (an 

addendum to the SSPP). 
6.7 Expand safety and training program. 
6.8 Continue to maintain vehicles in accordance with Florida Department of Transportation’s 

recommended Preventive Maintenance and Safety Programs. 
 

F. Implementation Schedule 

The  Implementation  Schedule  is  tied  directly  into  the  goals,  objectives  and  strategies.    The 
implementation schedule is updated annually. 
 

Strategy  Implementation Date 

1.1 The CTC will continue to communicate and 
coordinate with state and local governments, planning 
agencies, Local Coordinating Boards, social service 
agencies and others who provide subsidy and/or 
planning or technical assistance and/or who purchase 
transportation service. 

Ongoing 

1.2 The CTC will continue to communicate and 
coordinate with CTCs in other counties to promote ride‐
sharing practices and formulate cost efficient and 
effective transportation arrangements. 

Ongoing 

1.3 The CTC will continue to communicate and 
coordinate with people who schedule trips in order to 
provide timely and cost‐efficient and effective 
transportation service. 

Ongoing 

1.4 The CTC will work toward establishing accessible 
transfer facilities to enhance coordination, reduce 
duplication of service and enable the safe, convenient 
and cost efficient and effective transfer of passengers 
between transportation systems.  The CTC will update 
the LCB through reports to the planning agency, on the 
status of transfer facilities. 

Ongoing 
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1.5 The CTC will on a quarterly basis, provide the local TD 
planning staff with a monthly report that includes the 
number of sponsored and non‐sponsored passenger 
trips coordinated by the CTC which shows the number of 
passenger trips delivered for each funding source.  Local 
TD planning staff will provide these reports to the LCB at 
their next meeting. 

Quarterly 

1.6 The CTC will continue to utilize wheelchair 
accessible, air conditioned, comfortable vehicles or 
modes best suited to passengers’ needs in order to 
better serve all riders. 

Ongoing 

2.1 As new resources become available, the CTC will 
increase transportation service to 
areas/people/hours/days of the week not currently 
being served. 

As Needed 

2.2 The CTC will provide on‐time service, pursuant to the 
definition of on‐time in the Service Plan. 

Ongoing 

2.3 Should the need for additional capacity arise, as 
determined by the LCB, the CTC will initiate a 
competitive procurement process and subcontract with 
suitable operators to provide needed service. 

Ongoing 

3.1 The CTC will conduct random sample ridership 
surveys in order to evaluate customer satisfaction with 
transportation service.  The CTC will provide the surveys 
to the planning agency within a month after the surveys 
are conducted.  Planning staff will (with assistance from 
the LCB committee if necessary) tabulate the surveys 
and provide the report to the LCB at its next meeting. 

Monthly 

3.2 The CTC will handle complaints and grievances in a 
timely fashion as detailed in the CTC Complaint and 
Grievance Procedures. 

Ongoing 

3.3 The CTC will, on a quarterly basis, provide monthly, 
quarterly and cumulative reports to the Planning Agency 
staff of the number of complaints and grievances 
received the nature of the complaints and grievances 
and a summary of how they were resolved. 

Quarterly 

4.1 Carry out a public information program to assist 
current and prospective riders in the proper use of the 
transportation system. 

Ongoing 

4.2 Have brochures, reservation information, complaint 
and grievance procedures and other useful information 
available to riders on all vehicles at agencies. 

Ongoing 
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4.3 Provide opportunities designed to educate the 
community regarding the need for sponsored 
transportation, the service available and the need for 
the expansion of services, by speaking to clubs and other 
networks. 

Ongoing 

4.4 The CTC shall ensure that all staff and the local board 
members and advisors are aware of the different 
services and programs Good Wheels provides. 

Ongoing 

4.5 Carry out appropriate training programs for all 
driving personnel including sensitivity training, basic First 
Aid and CPR. 

Ongoing 

4.6 Investigate and implement new training programs as 
appropriate. 

Ongoing 

5.1 Increase revenue by identifying and taking advantage 
of existing and new private and public funding sources. 

Ongoing 

5.2 To reduce and/or control expenses, continue to 
monitor and analyze the cost of administration and 
operations. 

Annually 

5.3Plan for the acquisition of air conditioned, 
comfortable and accessible vehicles to replace and aging 
fleet or to expand services. 

Annually 

5.4 The CTC is to continue purchasing fuel as a public 
agency, qualify for tax rebates. 

Ongoing 

5.5 The CTC is to continue locating its vehicles in Glades 
or Hendry Counties in order to reduce deadhead miles. 

Ongoing 

5.6 The CTC is to prepare a Resource Acquisition Report 
on a quarterly basis for the LCB which identifies efforts 
to locate additional sources of revenue. 

Quarterly 

6.1 Update the SSPP at least on an annual basis.  Annually 

6.2 Continue to make safety and loss prevention the 
responsibility of all personnel. 

Ongoing 

6.3 Continue to conduct annual safety checks on all 
equipment. 

Ongoing 

6.4 Continue to provide a hazard‐free environment and a 
safe drug and alcohol free workplace. 

Ongoing 

6.5 Require physical examinations for all personnel as 
set forth in the SSPP. 

Ongoing 

6.6 Continue drug and alcohol testing as set forth in the 
Substance Abuse Policy. 

Ongoing 

6.7 Expand the safety and training program.  As Needed 

6.8 Continue to maintain vehicles in accordance with 
Florida Department of Transportation’s recommended 
Preventative Maintenance and Safety Programs. 

As Needed 
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5‐Year Transportation Disadvantaged Capital Improvement Program 
The TD Transportation Capital Improvement Program identifies transportation improvements in the 
way of purchases, such as vehicles and communications equipment.  It groups improvements into 
staging periods and includes realistic estimates of costs and revenues for the program period.  This 
section will be updated on an annual basis. 
 
5‐Year Transportation Disadvantaged Capital Improvement Program 
The TD Transportation Capital Improvement Program identifies transportation improvements in the 
way of purchases, such as vehicles and communications equipment.  It groups improvements into 
staging periods and includes realistic estimates of costs and revenues for the program period.  This 
section will be updated on an annual basis. 
 

5‐Year Transportation Disadvantaged Capital Improvement Program 

Implementation 
Date 

Estimated 
Cost 

Description of 
Purchase 

Anticipated 
funding 
source 

New or 
replacement 

Date Priority 
established 

2007‐08  $307,160  4 Wide Body  5310  Replacement  February 2008 

2008‐09  $383,950  5 Wide Body  5310  Replacement  June 2008 

2009‐10  $422,345  5 Wide Body  5310  Replacement  June 2009 

2010‐11  $464,580  5 Wide Body  5310  Replacement  June 2010 

2011‐12  $511,037  5 Wide Body  5310  Replacement  June 2011 

II. SERVICE PLAN 

A. Operations Element 

1. Types, Hours and Days of Service 

a) Types of Service 
 

Provider 
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Good Wheels  √  √    √  √  √    √ 

Lee Trans  √  √    √  √    √   

Blue Bird Taxi, 
Inc. 

√      √  √  √     

West Florida  √      √  √  √     
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Transportation 
Group‐Metro Cab 

b) Group Trips 

A group trip is defined as five or more individuals traveling on a vehicle at the same time. 
 

c) Subscription Service 

Subscription service is defined as a regular and recurring service in which schedules are 
prearranged to meet the travel needs of riders who sign up for the service in advance.  The 
service is characterized by the fact that the same passengers are picked up at the same location 
and time and are transported to the same location and then returned to the point of origin in 
the same manner. 
 
Passengers must  submit  requests  for  subscription  service no  later  than noon  the day before 
service  is  to  start  (72 hour advance notification  is  required  for Medicaid Program  sponsored 
trips).    The  purchaser  or  passenger  shall  submit  Good Wheels with  timely  revisions  to  the 
subscription service request in writing.  Standing orders are encouraged for regularly scheduled 
Medicaid trips.    

 

d) Demand Responsive Service 

Demand responsive service is generally available from 6:00 a.m. until 6:30 p.m. Monday 
through Friday. 

 

e) Non‐Emergency Medical Stretcher Service 

Requests for non‐emergency medical stretcher service must be made at least two hours before 
the required time of travel. 

 

f) Wheelchair Service 

Wheelchair service is offered countywide.  Drivers are not permitted to assist persons in 
wheelchairs up or down any steps.  When a wheelchair, scooter or other assistance device is 
needed, passengers must notify the reservationist making the trip reservation,  

 

g) Florida Agency for Health Care Administration Medicaid Program Trips 

Good Wheels is the designated Lee County Medicaid Subcontracted Transportation Provider to 
the Florida Commission  for  the Transportation Disadvantaged  (CTD). The Florida Commission 
for the Transportation Disadvantaged is the designated vendor to The Florida Agency for Health 
Care Administration Medicaid Program.   Under  this  arrangement, Medicaid pays  the CTD  to 
make sure that Medicaid trips are provided, according to Medicaid policies.     
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h) Hours and Days of Service 

Office Hours:  8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Monday through Friday excluding holidays (see below). 
 

General  service hours are 5:00 a.m.  to 8:00 p.m. Monday  through Saturday.   Passengers are 
advised to be ready for pickup one hour before their scheduled appointment time.   All return 
trips  are  scheduled  in  advance.    There  is  a  30  minute  pickup  window  for  return  trips.  
Passengers should expect their return trip to arrive at the scheduled time or up to 30 minutes 
after  their  scheduled pickup  time.   Passengers  can expect  their  return  trip  to  take up  to 90 
minutes from the time they are seated on the vehicle. 
 
Demand responsive service is generally available from 6:00 a.m. to 6:30 p.m. Monday through 
Friday. 
 
Non‐emergency medical stretcher service is available under the Medicaid Program 24 hours per 
day, seven days per week.  
 
After hours service is provided to Medicaid Program sponsored individuals.  The phone 
numbers to call for after hours service are:  239‐768‐2900 (Ft. Myers residents) or 1‐800‐741‐
1570.  Bluebird is contracted by Good Wheels to provide after hours dispatch service.  Bluebird 
is able to determine passenger eligibility and authorize transportation. 

 

2. Accessing Services 

a) Reservations: 

Requests  for  transportation  are made with Good Wheels.    Trip  reservations must  be made 
Monday  through Friday  from 8:00 a.m.  to 5:00 p.m.   Special arrangements may be made  for 
trips outside of  these hours of operation.   Trips must be  scheduled by noon  the day before 
service  is provided.   72 hour advance notification  is required for Medicaid Program sponsored 
service. 
 
Return trips must be scheduled in advance.  Passengers should also be advised that some trips 
cannot be picked up before 10:00 a.m., and  “take homes” are based on when  the vehicle  is 
available (not when the person is ready).  Passengers should be advised there will be extended 
waits for their return pickups. 
 
Peak  travel  times  are  7:30  a.m.  to  9:30  a.m.  and  3:30 p.m.  to  5:30  p.m.   Good Wheels has 
limited  capacity  to  transport  passengers  during  these  times.    Therefore,  passengers  are 
encouraged to schedule their reservations for trips during these times as soon as possible. 

 

b) Holidays: 
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Service  will  not  be  provided  on  the  following  days:    New  Year’s  Day,  Memorial  Day, 
Independence Day, Labor Day, Thanksgiving and Christmas. 

 

c) No‐Shows: 

When  the passenger  fails  to  cancel  their pick‐up arrangement more  than an hour prior  to a 
driver's arrival, then their trip is defined as a no‐show.  No‐shows effect the provision of service, 
because the no‐show takes up resources (of time, fuel, vehicles, etc.) that could be otherwise 
used to transport an actual client.   

 

d) Cancellations: 

Trip cancellations must be made to Good Wheels at least one hour prior to the driver’s arrival.  
If a passenger needs to cancel a trip, they should call Good Wheels as soon as they know this, at 
(239) 768‐2900  in Fort Myers or (800) 741‐1570, to make a cancellation.   Cancellations affect 
the efficiency  that can be achieved  through coordination.   A cancellation  is defined as a  trip 
reservation made but canceled more than an hour, prior to the drivers' arrival.  If a passenger 
does not call to cancel their trip, they may be fined. 
 

e) Fares:  

Coordinated  transportation  is  offered  to  the  general  public.    Any  individual may  call  Good 
Wheels to schedule a trip, and pay the full cost of the services provided.  Generally, the cost of 
this service is comparable to taxi service.  
 
Passengers  sponsored  by  Florida’s  Transportation Disadvantaged  Program must  pay  a  $2.00 
passenger fare.  Medicaid Non‐Emergency Program sponsored passengers must pay a $1.00 per 
trip  fare. 

 

f) Transportation Disadvantaged Program Eligibility: 

 No other means of transport 

 Age 

 Disability 

 Income  The  LCB’s  policy  is  for  the  CTC  to  provide  transportation  to  persons’ whose 
household income is at 80% of the poverty levels. 

 
Individuals  must  apply  for  Transportation  Disadvantaged  Program  eligibility  for  their 
transportation  to  be  sponsored  by  the  Florida  Commission  for  the  Transportation 
Disadvantaged.   Good Wheels shall  implement the application/eligibility process.   Exhibit B  is 
an example of the application used for Transportation Disadvantaged Program eligibility. 
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g) Transportation Disadvantaged Program Trip Priorities Policy: 

Only medical trips are provided with the Transportation Disadvantaged Trust Funds. 
 

Service Complaints: 
People with complaints can call either the Good Wheels 1‐800‐741‐1570 phone number or the 
Florida  Commission  for  the  Transportation  Disadvantaged’s Ombudsman  Hotline  number  at 
800‐983‐2435.  Both numbers are posted in the vehicles. 

 

3. Transportation Operators and Coordination Contractors 
According to Rule 41‐2, F.A.C., the CTC shall jointly develop and enter into a coordination contract with 
agencies who receive government transportation disadvantaged  funds and who,  from a total system 
approach, can meet more effectively and efficiently their own transportation needs than the CTC.  The 
contract shall include the requirements of reporting, insurance, safety, and other terms outlined in the 
MOA  that apply equally  to any  transportation operator.   The contract also shall  include any  relative 
information  regarding  joint  utilization  and  cost  arrangements  for  the  provision  of  transportation 
services to and from the coordinator.   
The CTC may provide  the  trips  itself, or  subcontract  them  to qualified operators.   The  rates paid  to 
transportation operators are negotiated between each transportation provider and the CTC.  The rates 
are covered in the sample carrier contract, a copy of which can be obtained from the CTC.   
 
The following is a list of transportation operators in the Glades and Hendry Joint Service Area: 

Good Wheels, Inc. 
10075 Bavaria Road 

Fort Myers, FL 33919 
Contact:  Gary Bryant 

Blue Bird Taxi, Inc. 
3252 Palm Ave. 

Ft. Myers, FL 33901 

Contact:  Phil Griffin 

Phone:  239‐275‐8294 

West Florida Transportation 
Group‐Metro Cab 

2459‐A Market Street 

Fort Myers, FL 33901 

Contact:  Steve Sparks 

Phone:  239‐274‐5000 

Coordination Contractor: 

Hendry/Glades Mental Health 

601 W. Alverdez Avenue 

Clewiston, FL   33440 

Contact:  Joe Hosick 

Phone:  863‐983‐1423 

4. School Bus Utilization 

School buses are not currently utilized in the coordinated system.     Lee Tran is working with the 
School Board to address joint use topics. 
 

5. Vehicle Inventory 

Vehicle inventories are shown as Exhibit C. 
 

6. System Safety Program Plan Certification 

Good Wheels Annual Safety Certification is shown as Exhibit D.   
 

156 of 402



TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED SERVICE PLAN, TDSP 
The Five‐Year Plan for the Glades‐Hendry Joint Service Area 

Major Update, April 2009 
 

7. Inter‐County Services 

Inter‐county  services  are  provided  by  local  carriers.  Medicaid  passengers  traveling  to  medical 
appointments may arrange  transportation by contacting  the CTC.   The necessity  to  travel out of  the 
service area will be verified by the CTC.  
 

8. Emergency Preparedness & Response 

Procedures for transportation in the time period before an evacuation due to natural disasters and/ or 
emergencies are addressed by the LCB’s Standard/Policy 2.11.    
 
Good Wheels,  Inc.  takes an active  role  in Lee County’s “Emergency Transportation Operations Plan” 
during emergencies. (A copy of the Plan is available upon request.)  
 
The CTC, through contractual agreements with carriers and  in the System Safety Program Plan (SSPP) 
establishes policies  for  the handling of emergencies, accidents and delays.   Carriers are  required  to 
notify the CTC and appropriate emergency personnel  immediately  if an emergency, accident or delay 
occurs.   Appropriate emergency personnel can include police, fire or ambulance.   Solicit appropriate 
medical or emergency assistance,  if an accident or other emergency occurs.   The CTC must also be 
notified of  schedule delays.   The  carrier must also  submit a written accident or  incident  report and 
management  analysis,  within  24  hours.    If  bodily  injury  and/or  property  damage  exceeds  levels 
outlined  in  U.S.  DOT,  the  driver  is  required  to  undergo  drug  and  alcohol  testing  as  per  Federal 
guidelines.  If delays occur, the CTC may reassign trips.  Where possible, passengers will be notified of 
extended delays and alternate arrangements.   
 
In  the  event  of  an  accident,  the  carrier  must  follow  up  with  a  written  accident  report  and  a 
management analysis within 24 hours.    In the event of bodily  injury or property damage  in excess of 
U.S. DOT guidelines, the driver must submit to drug and alcohol testing  in accordance with U.S. DOT 
and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) guidelines.  To handle delays, each carrier is required to have 
one back‐up vehicle  for every  six vehicles  in  service.    If delays occur,  the CTC may  reassign  trips  to 
other service providers.  If an extended delay results, the passenger will be notified and a satisfactory 
resolution will be reached.  
 

9. Educational Efforts/Marketing: 
Good Wheels  has  an  extensive  marketing  plan,  which  includes  public  information  brochures.    In 
addition  to  the brochure,  the Good Wheels Director makes  frequent public  appearances  at  various 
government, community and social service agency meetings.   Passenger newsletters are distributed.  
Good Wheels  also  utilizes media  sources  such  as  radio  advertisements  to  inform  the  public  about 
transportation services. 
 
The LCB has  identified the need for Good Wheels to keep the community  informed.   Reaching out to 
the  customary user groups of  the  coordinated  system will  continue  to be an  important part of  this 
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effort.   Good Wheels and the LCB will need to work together to keep the passengers, the sponsoring 
agencies and the public informed regarding changes in service delivery.   
 
Along with continually educating the users and the LCB, another important aspect of training will be for 
Good Wheels to maintain its program to train its employees.  The types of training required will be for 
new  employees who will  be  needed  as  the  system  expands,  and  on‐going  operations  training  for 
current  staff.   Management and administrative  staff will need  the appropriate  training  to cope with 
both a larger staff and a growing service operation. 
 
Brochures describing the coordinated transportation system briefly discussing eligibility criteria and the 
scope of the services provided have been distributed to social service agencies within the service area.   
The CTC meets with social service agencies' staff and advocacy groups on a frequent basis, to ensure 
that those individuals eligible for service use it.  
 

10. Acceptable Alternatives 
There have been no acceptable alternatives  for  the provision of  transportation service  indentified  in 
Glades or Hendry Counties. 
 

11. Service Standards 
 
 

TABLE 1 
Lee County TDSP – Policies and Standards, Evaluation and Monitoring 

Rule 41‐2.006 
(4)(a), F.A.C. 

Drug and alcohol testing for safety 
sensitive job positions within the 
coordinated system regarding pre‐
employment, randomization, post‐
accident and reasonable suspicion, 
return to duty and follow‐up as 
required by Federal Highway 
Administration (FTA). 

A review 
conducted by 
FDOT, FHWA or 
FTA will 
determine 
compliance 
with this 
standard. 

All safety sensitive job positions comply 
with the pre‐employment, 
randomization, post accident and 
reasonable suspicion testing 
requirements of the Federal Transit 
Administration. 

Rule 41‐2.006 
(4)(b), F.A.C. 

An escort of a passenger and 
dependent children are to be 
transported as locally negotiated 
and identified in the local Service 
Plan. 

This can be 
evaluated by 
vehicle 
inspection. 

In order to enhance the safety of 
passengers and drivers, children under 
age 15 or other people who, due to age 
or disabilities may be at risk to 
themselves or others, must be 
accompanied by an escort or attended 
to by an attendant.  Escorts must be 
provided by the passenger or the 
agency paying for their trip.  The escort 
must be able to provide the necessary 
assistance to the passenger.   Escorts 
are transported at no additional 
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charge.  The CTC reserves the right to 
refuse to transport a passenger or 
group of passengers if they need an 
escort, but do not have one.  The need 
for an escort is determined in advance 
of the trip.  “Traveling companions” are 
not the same as required.  Escorts that 
have to be picked up or dropped off 
before/after passengers are not 
considered escorts, but are regular 
trips.  {See notes to this policy, at end 
of Table One.} 

 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(c), 
F.A.C. 

Use of Child restraint devices shall 
be determined locally as to their 
responsibility and cost of such 
device in the local Service Plan 

Evaluated by 
inspection of 
the vehicle. 

All passengers under the age of 5 
and/or under 45 pounds will be 
required to use a child restraint device.  
This device will be provided by parent 
or sponsoring agency, or by Good 
Wheels upon arrangement. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(d), 
FAC 

Passenger property that can be 
carried by the passenger and/or 
driver in one trip and can safely be 
stowed on the vehicle shall be 
allowed to be transported with the 
passenger at no additional charge.  
Additional requirements may be 
negotiated for carrying and loading 
rider property beyond this amount.  
Passenger property does not 
include wheelchairs, child seats, 
stretchers, secured oxygen, 
personal assistive devices or 
intravenous devices. 

Evaluated by 
inspection of 
the vehicle. 

Passengers shall be allowed to have 
four pieces of personal property which 
they can place in their lap or stow 
under their seat.  Passengers must be 
able to independently carry all items 
brought onto the vehicle.  Passenger 
property does not include wheelchairs, 
child seats, stretchers, secured oxygen, 
personal assistive devices or 
intravenous devices. 

 

 

Rule 41‐2.006 
(4)(e),FAC 

Vehicle transfer points shall provide 
shelter, security and safety of 
passengers 

 

 

This standard 
can be 
evaluated by 
the inspection 
of transfer 
points. 

The CTC does not generally use 
transfers in the coordinated system, 
but if they are used, vehicle transfer 
points shall be located in a safe, 
secured place that provides shelter. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(f), 
FAC 

A local toll‐free phone number for 
complaints or grievances shall be 
posted inside the vehicle.  The local 
complaint process shall be outlined 
as a section in the Local Service Plan 
including advising the dissatisfied 
person about the Commission’s 

This standard 
can be 
evaluated by 
inspection of 
the vehicle. 

The local toll free phone number will be 
included in the complaint process.  This 
number will be posted on right visor of 
all vehicles in 3” sized numbers.  It is 
(800) 741‐1570. 
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Ombudsman Program as a step 
within the process as approved by 
the local Coordinating Board. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(g), 
FAC 

Out of service area trips shall be 
provided when determined locally 
and approved by the Local 
Coordinating Board, except in 
instances where local ordinances 
prohibit such trips. 

This standard 
can be 
evaluated by 
the inspection 
of records of 
out‐of‐service 
area trips. 

Only Medicaid recipients are 
transported out of the joint service 
area of Glades and Hendry Counties 
and then only when proven to be 
absolutely necessary.  Out of county 
trips must be verified by contacting the 
passengers’ Medicaid provider. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(h), 
FAC 

Interior of all vehicles shall be free 
from dirt, grime, oil, trash, torn 
upholstery, damaged or broken 
seats, protruding metal or other 
objects or materials which could 
soil items placed in the vehicle or 
provide discomfort for the 
passenger; (Vehicle cleanliness) 

Inspection of 
the contracted 
operators and 
CTC vehicles 
will determine 
if this standard 
is being met. 

Interior of all vehicles shall be free from 
dirt, grime, oil, trash, torn upholstery, 
damaged or broken seats, protruding 
metal or other objects or materials 
which could soil items placed in the 
vehicle or provide discomfort for the 
passenger.  All vehicles shall be cleaned 
(interior and exterior) on a regular 
schedule. 

Rule 41‐
2.006((4)(i), 
FAC 

Billing requirements of the 
Community Transportation 
Coordinator to subcontractors shall 
be determined locally by the Local 
Coordinating Board and provided in 
the local Service Plan.  All payments 
shall be paid to subcontractors 
within seven (7) calendar days after 
receipt of said payment by the 
Community Transportation 
Coordinator.  If the contractor (CTC) 
receives less than full payment, 
then the contractor shall be 
required to disburse only the funds 
received on a pro rata basis with 
each subcontractor receiving a 
prorated portion based on the 
amount due on the payment.  A 
Vendor Ombudsman within 
Commission of Banking and Finance 
has been established to advocate 
for vendors.  (Except in instances 
where the Community 
Transportation Coordinator is a 
non‐governmental entity) 

The LCB will be 
able to evaluate 
this standard 
based on the 
evaluation of 
[records of] 
payments made 
to operators. 

The CTC pays carriers on the 15th and 
the 30th of each month.  These are NOT 
partial payments, but, payments run 45 
days behind, thus on the 15th of August, 
they are paid for all trips found to be 
eligible, from 16 June to 30 June. 

Task I‐C of the TD Planning Grant states 
that the Planning Agency shall ensure 
that operator payments are addressed 
as a standard LCB agenda item. 
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Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(j), 
FAC 

Passenger/trip database must be 
maintained or accessible by the 
Community Transportation 
Coordinator on each rider being 
transported within the system. 

Review of 
random sample 
of records. 

For each passenger transported within 
the system, the CTC will collect the 
name, phone number, address, funding 
source eligibility and special 
requirements on each passenger in a 
database.  See 2.10 (2.15) for HIPPA 
Compliance. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(k), 
FAC 

Adequate seating for paratransit 
services shall be provided to each 
rider and escort, child or personal 
care attendant, and no more 
passengers than the registered 
passenger seating capacity shall be 
scheduled or transported in a 
vehicle at any time.  For transit 
services provided by transit 
vehicles, adequate seating or 
standing space will be provided to 
each rider and escort, child or 
personal care attendant, and no 
more passengers than the 
registered passenger seating or 
standing capacity shall be 
scheduled or transported in a 
vehicle at any time. 

Random 
inspection of 
vehicles. 

Vehicle seating should not exceed the 
manufacturer’s recommended 
capacity. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(i), 
FAC 

Drivers for paratransit services, 
including coordination contractors, 
shall be required to announce and 
identify themselves by name and 
company in a manner that is 
conducive to communications with 
the specific passenger, upon pickup 
of each rider, group of riders or 
representative, guardian, or 
associate of the rider, except in 
situations where the driver 
regularly transports the rider on a 
recurring basis.  Each driver must 
have photo identification that is in 
view of the passenger. Name 
patches, inscriptions or badges that 
affix to driver clothing are 
acceptable.  For transit services, the 
driver photo identification shall be 
in a conspicuous location in the 
vehicle. 

This standard 
may be 
measured at 
the time of 
vehicle 
inspection 
(Route 
supervision). 

Drivers shall be required to announce 
and identify themselves by name and 
company in a manner that is conducive 
to communications with specific 
passengers, upon pickup except in 
situations where the driver regularly 
transports the rider on a recurring 
basis.  All drivers will have a name 
badge displayed at all times when 
transporting passengers. 
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Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(m), 
FAC 

The paratransit driver shall provide 

the passenger with boarding 
assistance, if necessary or 
requested, to the seating portion of 
the vehicle.  The boarding 
assistance shall include opening the 
vehicle door, fastening the seatbelt 
or utilization of wheelchair 
securement devices, storage of 
mobility assistive devices, and 
closing the vehicle door.  In door‐
through‐door paratransit service 
categories, the driver shall also be 
required to open and close doors to 
buildings, except in situations in 
which assistance in opening/closing 
building doors would not be safe 
for passengers remaining on the 
vehicle.  Assisted access must be in 
a dignified manner.  Drivers may 
not assist wheelchair up or down 
more than one step, unless it can 
be performed safely as determined 
by the passenger, guardian and 
driver. 

This standard 
may be 
evaluated upon 
inspection of 
the vehicle. 

All drivers shall provide the passenger 
with boarding assistance, if necessary 
or requested, to the seating portion of 
the vehicle.  The boarding assistance 
shall include holding hands, or allowing 
the passenger to hold an arm; opening 
the vehicle door, fastening the seat belt 
or utilization of wheelchair securement 
devices, storage of mobility assistive 
devices and closing the vehicle door.  
Other assistance may be provided as 
needed and accepted.  Assisted access 
must be in a dignified manner.  Drivers 
may not assist wheelchair up or down 
any steps; only ramps are to be used. 

 

 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(n), 
FAC 

Smoking is prohibited in any 
vehicle.  Requirements for drinking 
and eating on board the vehicle will 
be addressed in the local Service 
Plan. 

This standard 
may be 
evaluated upon 
inspection of 
the vehicle. 

There will be no smoking on any 
vehicles in the coordinated system.  
Eating and drinking on board the 
vehicles is prohibited. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(o), 
FAC 

The Community Transportation 
Coordinator and the Local 
Coordinating Board shall jointly 
develop a policy on passenger no 
shows.  Assessing fines to 
passengers for no shows is 
acceptable but such policy and 
process shall be identified in the 
local Service Plan. 

A policy which 
defines no‐
shows and 
establishes a 
procedure by 
which the no‐
shows will be 
handled should 
be developed 
and addressed 
in the service 
plan. 

 

 

Passenger no‐shows are defined as 
trips not canceled one hour before 
scheduled pickup.  When a passenger is 
considered a no‐show, the driver will 
attempt to communicate with them 
through CTC dispatch.  They will be 
notified through the use of a door 
hanger which notes the time the driver 
arrived.  For a TD Grant non‐sponsored 
trip, upon the third no‐show, the CTC 
will send a letter to the person to 
advise that their service will be 
suspended for thirty days.  {See copy of 
CTC's “no‐show” letter.}  For trips 
sponsored by other funding sources, 
the CTC shall contact the agency when 
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a no‐show occurs.  Agencies should also 
contact the CTC when they become 
aware of cancellations or no‐show 
situations. 

 

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐  The Medicaid policy on no‐
shows is incorporated into this policy 
by reference. 

 

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ The Policy on no‐shows shall 
be communicated to the passengers 
and agencies by the CTC when adopted, 
and thereafter to all newly enrolled 
passengers.  The information shall be 
distributed to all newly enrolled 
passengers.  The information shall be 
distributed in the appropriate format 
and shall be available in alternative 
formats upon request. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(p), 
FAC 

All vehicles ordered or put into 
service after the adoption of this 
section of the Rule, and providing 
service within the coordinated 
system, shall be equipped with two‐
way communications in good 
working order and be audible to the 
driver at all times to the base.  All 
vehicles that are not equipped with 
two‐way communications shall 
have two years to be in compliance 
after May 1, 1996. 

This standard 
can be 
evaluated by 
inspection of 
the vehicles. 

All vehicles are equipped with two‐way 
radios or cell phones. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(q), 
FAC 

All vehicles ordered or put into 
service after the adoption of this 
section of the rule and providing 
service within the coordinated 
system, shall have working air 
conditioners and heaters in each 
vehicle.  Vehicles that do not have a 
working air conditioner or heater 
will be scheduled for repair or 
replacement as soon as possible.  
All vehicles that are not equipped 
with an air conditioner and/or 
heater shall have two years to be in 
compliance after May 1, 1996. 

This standard 
can be 
evaluated at 
the time of 
vehicle 
inspection. 

All vehicles in the coordinated system 
shall have working air conditioning and 
heating.  Vehicles that do not have a 
working air conditioner and heater will 
be scheduled for repair or replacement 
as soon as possible.  Should a vehicle 
incur a problem, it will be repaired as 
soon as possible.  The owner/operator 
is responsible for repair.  The priority of 
the LCB is that the CTC provide 
transportation.  If a vehicle’s air 
conditioning or heating is not 
functioning properly, and if there are 
no other vehicles available, the 
passengers will be transported. 
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Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(r), 
FAC 

First Aid policy shall be determined 
locally and provided in the local 
Service Plan. 

Inspection of 
the drivers’ 
records. 

All drivers will be trained in First Aid 
every two years.  All vehicles are 
equipped with a First Aid kit. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(s), 
FAC 

Cardiopulmonary Resuscitation 
[CPR] policy shall be determined 
locally and provided in the local 
service plan. 

This standard 
can be 
evaluated by an 
inspection of 
the drivers’ 
records. 

All drivers will be trained in 
Cardiopulmonary Resuscitation [CPR] 
every two years. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(t), 
FAC 

Driver criminal background 
screening shall be determined 
locally, dependent upon purchasing 
agencies’ requirements and 
provided in the local Transportation 
Disadvantaged Service Plan. 

This standard 
can be 
evaluated by  
an inspection of 
the drivers’ 
records. 

All drivers in the coordinated system 
have a favorable FDLE background, 
(“favorable” according to the 
Department of Children and Families 
policies and procedures.) 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(u), 
FAC 

In areas where fixed route 
transportation is available, the 
Community Transportation 
Coordinator should jointly establish 
with the Local Coordinating Board 
(LCB) a percentage of total trips 
that will be placed on the fixed 
route system.  (Fixed‐Route 
Utilization) 

In areas where 
fixed route 
transportation 
is available, the 
performance 
indicator will be 
used to 
measure the 
effective use of 
public transit 
systems within 
the coordinated 
system. 

Not applicable. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(v), 
FAC 

The Community Transportation 
Coordinator should establish and 
address the passenger pick‐up 
window in the local Transportation 
Disadvantaged Service Plan.  This 
policy should also be 
communicated to contracted 
operators, drivers, purchasing 
agencies and passengers. 

This can be 
measured by a 
sampling of 
trips and 
through a 
review of 
customer 
complaints  
This Policy does 
not apply to 
ADA trips. 

Passengers are not given a set pick‐up 
time.  Instead, they are told to be ready 
for their ride to arrive up to an hour 
before their APPOINTMENT time.  The 
CTC may negotiate special pick‐up 
arrangements with the customer, in 
advance, as the situation dictates. 

Passengers will be dropped off at their 
appointment before the appointment 
with certain exceptions negotiated in 
advance. 

All return trips are scheduled in 
advance. There is a 30‐minute window.  
Passengers should expect their return 
vehicle to arrive at the scheduled time, 
up to 30 minutes after the scheduled 
return time. 
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Passengers can expect their return trip 
to take up to 90 minutes from the time 
they are seated on the vehicle. 

(Policy amended 04‐02‐2004) 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(w), 
FAC 

The Community Transportation 
Coordinator and the LCB should 
jointly establish and address the 
percentage of trips that will be on‐
time in the local Transportation 
Disadvantaged Service Plan.  This 
performance measure should be 
communicated to contracted 
operators, drivers, purchasing 
agencies and passengers. 

This can be 
measured by a 
sampling of 
trips and 
through a 
review of 
customer 
complaints.  
This Policy does 
not apply to 
ADA trips. 

The CTC will have an 85% on‐time 
performance rate for all completed 
trips. 

The Evaluations of the CTC’s on‐time 
performance will be measured based 
upon the time the person is to be 
dropped off for their appointment and 
the time the person is to be picked up 
on a scheduled return trip.  These are 
considered separate trips. 

 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(x), 
FAC 

The Community Transportation 
Coordinator should establish and 
address in the local Transportation 
Disadvantaged Service Plan a 
minimum 24 hour advanced 
notification time to obtain services.  
This policy should also be 
communicated to contracted 
operators, drivers, purchasing 
agencies and passengers. 

Not identified. 

There will be a minimum 24 hour notice 
requirement for all trips scheduled 
within the coordinated system.  (72 
business hours for Medicaid trips.)  
Non‐Medicaid reservations must be 
made before Noon the day before the 
requested trip.  Passengers with an 
urgent need to travel should call the 
CTC.  Same day trip requests cannot be 
guaranteed, however, the CTC will 
attempt to assist the passenger. 

 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(y), 
FAC 

The Community Transportation 
Coordinator and the LCB should 
jointly establish and address in the 
service plan a performance 
measure to evaluate the safety of 
the coordinated system.  This 
measure should be used in the 
Community Transportation 
Coordinator’s evaluation of its 
contracted operators and the LCB’s 
evaluation of the Community 
Transportation Coordinator.  This 
measure should be used in the 
Community Transportation 
Coordinator’s evaluation of its 
contracted operators and the LCB’s 
evaluation of the Community 
Transportation Coordinator. 

This 
information can 
be gathered 
from the AOR. 

The standards for accidents will be 1.2, 
or fewer, accidents per 100,000 miles 
for the evaluation period, based on the 
AOR definitions of accidents. 
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Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(z), 
FAC 

The Community Transportation 
Coordinator and the LCB should 
jointly establish and address in the 
local service plan a performance 
measure to evaluate the reliability 
of the vehicles used in the 
coordinated system.  This measure 
should be used in the Community 
Transportation Coordinator’s 
evaluation of its contracted 
operators and the LCB’s evaluation 
of the Community Transportation 
Coordinator. 

This 
information can 
be obtained 
from the AOR. 

The standard for roadcalls will be an 
average of 10,000 miles or more 
between each road call (e.g., the 
system wide total, not each individual 
vehicle). 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(aa), 
FAC 

This performance measure can be 
used to address the accessibility of 
the service.  The Community 
Transportation Coordinator and the 
LCB should jointly determine if a 
standard for call hold time is 
needed in the coordinated system 
and address this in the local service 
plan.  If determined to be 
necessary, this standard should be 
included in the LCB’s evaluation of 
the Community Transportation 
Coordinator. 

The Call Hold 
Time standard 
can only be 
evaluated with 
computerized 
phone systems. 

The customer should not be put on 
hold for more than 3 minutes on 
average. 

Rule 41‐
2.006(4)(bb), 
FAC 

The Community Transportation 
Coordinator and the LCB should 
jointly establish and address in the 
local service plan a performance 
measure to evaluate the quality of 
service provided within the 
coordinated system.  This measure 
should be used in the Community 
Transportation Coordinator’s 
evaluation of its contracted 
operators, and the LCB’s evaluation 
of the Community Transportation 
Coordinator.  

Complaint files.  
Service 
Complaints are 
defined in the 
Quality 
Assurance 
Component; 
Service 
Complaint and 
Formal 
Grievance 
Procedures 
Section of the 
TDSP. 

Complaints shall not exceed 1% of total 
trips provided during the evaluation 
period.  The LCB should evaluate the 
CTC based upon the number of 
complaints that are resolved, versus 
unresolved.  A noticeable increase in 
the number of complaints as reported 
in the quarterly report to the LCB, shall 
be discussed by the LCB. 

 
TABLE 2 
Standards 

 

 

 

 

 

2.01  Service Effectiveness 

2.01a – Expense 

2.01b – Revenue 

The data for measuring 
these standards can be 
found in the CTC’s 

CTC:  The CTC shall continually look for 
methods to:  1. Increase the number of 
passenger trips per driver hour; 2) 
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2.01c – Subsidy 

2.01d – Ridership 

2.01.e – Service Quality 

2.01f – Level of Service 

2.01g ‐‐ Safety 

Annual Report (AOR)  Minimize any yearly increase to the cost 
per passenger trip; and 3) Minimize any 
yearly increase to the cost per Driver 
Hour. 

2.02  Contract Monitoring  Review of the CTC’s 
operators monitoring 
files. 

The CTC monitors its contracted 
operators.  The CTC will perform an 
annual evaluation of the contracted 
operators using the Local Coordinating 
Board evaluation process, using applicable 
portions of the evaluation materials, and 
provide a copy of the annual evaluation of 
the operators, to the DOPA. 

2.03  Ride time  The CTC needs to 
document which 
agencies have ride time 
limits and other 
exceptions.  Community 
Care for the Elderly 
(CCE) = 90 minutes.  This 
Policy does not apply to 
ADA trips. 

The CTC will make every effort to abide by 
funding agencies stated ride times.  
Passengers can expect to return home 
within two hours of their pick up.  In 
situations where it becomes apparent that 
the ride time will exceed two hours 
(accidents and vehicular breakdowns), the 
CTC will make every effort to contact the 
families of the passengers by telephone. 

2.04   Voice Mail Changes  Voice mail changes—
make sure the recording 
says, “We have recently 
changed “xyz” or “we 
will be changing xyz on a 
date in the future.” 

Voice Mail Changes – The CTC must 
ensure that customers are provided with 
sufficient notification of pending MAJOR 
changes to the phone system for 
scheduling trips or for reporting 
complaints.  The recording should offer in 
English and in Spanish, the date of the 
change (and providing a thirty‐day notice, 
if possible) and describing the changes 
that will take place. 

2.05  Contracts – 
standardization of 
transportation operator 
and coordination 
contracts.  Transportation 
Operator Contracts:  Rule  

Contract file will be 
reviewed during the 
annual review of the 
CTC. 

The suggested contract format is used. 

2.06  Eligibility Criteria  Not addressed  The CTC will transport the general public 
who shall be charged the going rate for 
trips.  Persons are eligible for 
transportation if their trip is sponsored by 
a funding agency.  If no funding agency is 
available, and if the person meets the 
definitions of transportation 
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disadvantaged, then they are eligible for 
transportation.  The LCB’s policy is for the 
CTC to provide transportation to persons 
whose household income is at 80% of the 
poverty levels.  Persons wishing to be 
transported shall contact the CTC.   

2.07  Prioritization of Trips  Evaluated by review of 
records on file 

See Prioritization Policy at the end of 
Table 2. 

2.08   Insurance  The CTD requires that 
the Community 
Transportation 
Coordinators carry 
$100,000 per 
person/$200,000 per 
incident in insurance, 
pursuant to Rule 41‐
2.006, Florida 
Administrative Code.      
Monitor:  files 

The CTC carries $1 million per County 
regulations.  The CTC only requires its 
subcontracted operators to carry 
$100/$200.  The subcontractors must 
have the CTC named as an additional 
insured.  Insurance requirements for 
subcontractors are covered in more detail 
in the operators’ contracts. 

2.09  System Safety Program 
Plans (SSPP) 

See Chapter 
341.061(2)(a) Florida 
Statutes, and Rule 14‐
90, Florida 
Administrative Code. 

Updated annually. 

2.10  LCB’s Policy on the $2.00 
fare co‐payment on the 
non‐sponsored trip grant; 
other copayment issues. 

Not addressed.  The CTC charges a $2.00 fare on each non‐
sponsored trip.  The monies collected are 
to be used for the local match for the trip 
grant, to in effect purchase more trips.  All 
co‐payments are $2.00 except Medicaid, 
which has a $1.00 copayment. 
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2.11  LCB’s Policy on 
Transportation during 
“storms.” 

Presence of letters on 
file; 

Copies of Agencies’ 
contingency plans on 
file with the CTC; CTC is 
to monitor storm 
warnings and weather 
conditions. 

The LCB has a policy regarding provision of 
transportation to persons during storms.  
Components of the policy include:  1.  The 
CTC is closed when Lee Tran is closed; 
when ADA services stop.  The CTC 
becomes a member of the Lee County 
Emergency Operations Team.  2.  The CTC 
has the right to not transport (out) clients 
of a center, if they believe that they will 
not be able to get a person back.  [The 
CTC has the right to cancel trips.]  3.  The 
program director (at a center) has the 
right to call the CTC the morning of the 
trip, and cancel trips for the day, if they 
feel the weather is too severe.  Their 
signal shall be if the Lee County Schools 
are not transporting that day.  [On 
weekends, or days when schools are shut, 
the CTC shall use its best judgment.]  4.  
Centers must work with the CTC to 
develop a Contingency Plan that outlines 
what the center will do with its clients, in 
the event that the CTC cannot come pick 
the clients up at the “normal time,” due to 
severe storms.  The contingency plan 
should be developed with the 
understanding that the delay may be for 
an unknown length of time.  Centers 
should make sure that the family 
members of clients receive a copy of the 
contingency plan (or a page that outlines 
what the family members should expect.)  
5.  The features in 2, 3 and 4 should free 
up enough trips to allow the CTC to go get 
people who were transported out to a 
location without a contingency plan.  6.  
Clients at centers will be picked up as 
soon as it is safe to do so, and as soon as 
there are trips available.  7.  For the 
purpose of this policy, a storm was 
defined as “sustained wind of 39 miles per 
hour or more, and/or major flooding of 
streets.”  “Gale force” winds are 39 to 46 
mph. 
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2.12  Distribution of 
replacement vehicles 
acquired through grants. 

The CTC will provide the 
TDSP with an annually 
updated vehicle 
inventory of all vehicles 
used in the coordinated 
transportation system. 

02‐09‐2001:  Vehicles received through 
any grant funding source will be used to 
replace existing ADA‐compliant or non‐
ADA regulation compliant vehicles 
currently in the system, according to the 
following priorities:  1.)  Gasoline vehicles 
with over 175,000  miles, or diesel 
vehicles with over 225,000 miles, or 
vehicles over 5 years old; 2.)  Non‐ADA 
accessible vehicles; 3.)  All other vehicles 
including sedans, standard vans, and other 
accessible vehicles.  It is the goal to have 
each vehicle in our system ADA compliant. 

2.13  Required use of seatbelts  CTC will ensure that all 
appropriate vehicles are 
equipped with 
functioning seatbelts. 

Adopted 05‐11‐2001.  Passengers riding 
vehicles equipped with seatbelts will be 
required to use them.  Persons utilizing 
wheelchairs will have the chair restrained, 
and will be required to utilize a personal 
securement device to ensure that they 
stay in the chair.  All wheelchairs for 
transport must be complete and well 
maintained and in good working order to 
include fully operational brakes.  Section 
37.165©(3) of the DOT’s ADA regulations 
allows a transit operator to establish a 
policy that requires all riders to have their 
common wheelchairs secured while 
aboard a transit vehicle.  Therefore, 
service will be denied to a rider who 
refuses to allow his or her common 
wheelchair to be secured.  Wheelchairs 
will be adequately secured or stored.  If a 
passenger refuses to be secured, the 
passenger will not be transported.   The 
CTC is to implement this policy 
immediately, and communicate it to all 
passengers and funding agencies.  Under 
Section 37.5 of the DOT’s ADA regulations, 
a transit operator is not permitted to 
mandate the use by wheelchair users of 
seatbelts and shoulder harnesses, unless 
the operator mandates the use of these 
devices by all passengers, including those 
sitting in vehicle seats.  All passengers are 
required to use seatbelts. 
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2.14  CTC’s right to refuse to 
transport persons with 
disruptive behavior. 

This is monitored 
through a review of 
accident records. 

When an agency has an existing policy 
regarding behavioral problems, the CTC 
abides by the agencies’ existing policy.  
Unless such behavior endangers other 
passengers, the driver or other motorists.  
In that case, the CTC may take whatever 
action is necessary to insure the safety of 
all concerned. 

If no policy exists, the CTC will deal with 
behavioral problems including, but not 
limited to:  fighting, intoxication and 
abusive behaviors as follows: 

1.  First incident, a written warning to 
advise the person or his/her parent, 
guardian or responsible agency that an 
incident has occurred.  (Unless the First 
Incident is of a serious, life threatening 
nature, then skip immediately to Step #3.  
It is also understood that the Driver may 
call 911 or the Police as needed.).    2.  
Second incident shall be reported to the 
person or his/her parent, guardian or 
sponsoring agency in writing for possible 
corrective action. 

3.  Third Incident, the CTC will meet with 
all concerned parties and decide if 
transportation on the paratransit system 
is appropriate. 

 

2.15  Compliance with HIPPA  (Not addressed)  The CTC is compliant with HIPPA 
regulations. 

2.16  Use of “scooter” type 
mobility devices 

Daily Observation  Good Wheels is unable to transport clients 
in scooters because they cannot be 
secured safely in our vehicles.  Passengers 
who ride in scooters must be able to 
transfer to a seat or use an approved 
wheelchair when being transported by 
Good Wheels, Inc.  This is a safety issue 
and we are concerned for your safety as 
well as other passengers and our driver. 

2.17  Definition of “group trip”    A group trip shall be defined as 5 
individuals. 
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12. Local Service Complaint and Formal Grievance Procedure/Process 

The  LCB has a  service  complaint procedure, and a  formal grievance procedure.   This  section of  the 
TDSP has four parts, and is reviewed annually:   
 
First, a summary of the Service Complaint process is provided.   
Then, a summary of the Formal Grievance Procedures is provided.   
 
The  summaries  are  designed  to  fit  on  brochures.    The  CTC must make  its  brochures  available  in 
alternative formats, upon request. 
 
Then, the Service Complaint Process is provided in full, and lastly, the Formal Grievance Procedures are 
provided in full.  
 
The LCB’s complete Service Complaint and Formal Grievance Procedures as contained in the TDSP are 
consistent with  the  Commission  for  the  Transportation Disadvantaged’s Uniform  Service  Reporting; 
January 1996;  this document  is available upon  request  from  the Commission  for  the Transportation 
Disadvantaged. 
 
Existence of Complaint Policy and Procedures: 
In  the  joint  service  area  of Glades  County  and  in Hendry  County  Local  Coordinating  Board  for  the 
Transportation Disadvantaged has adopted procedures for the Community Transportation Coordinator 
to  use  to  address  complaints  from  agencies,  users,  potential  users,  subcontractors,  and  other 
interested parties.  The policies  are  to be  followed by  the Community  Transportation Coordinator – 
Good Wheels, Inc. – (CTC) CTC and any of its operators.  These procedures provide definitions of terms 
used in the process, identify how complaints are received by the CTC; provide a process and forms for 
the  CTC  to  record  complaints,  and  how  the  complaints were  resolved;  explains  how  the  CTC  is  to 
collect monthly and annual data for reporting to the LCB, and explains what to do when a complaint 
cannot be resolved.  The procedures also provide contact names and addresses. 
 
Definitions:  
Service inquiries are requests for information about the service and can occur once or several times in 
the course of a day's service.   An example of a service  inquiry  is when a customer calls the CTC and 
says,  “My  bus  is  a  few minutes  late, where  is  it?”    Service  inquiries  are  reported  to  the  driver  or 
dispatcher or to other  individuals  involved with the daily operations, and are usually resolved by the 
CTC immediately or within the course of a reasonable time period suitable to the complainant.  Service 
inquiries do not have to be ‘recorded’ as a complaint. 
 
Service  complaints  are  routine  incidents  that  occur  on  a  daily  basis,  are  reported  to  the  driver  or 
dispatcher,  or  to  other  individuals  involved with  the  daily  operations,  and  are  resolved within  the 
course  of  a  reasonable  time  period  suitable  to  the  complainant.      Service  complaints  should  be 
recorded as ‘complaints.’   The CTC  is to total these service complaints on a yearly basis for the CTD’s 
Annual Operating Report, (AOR). 
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If  unresolved,  a  routine  service  complaint  can  result  in  a  formal  grievance;  the  Local  Coordinating 
Board  has  a  separate  “Formal  Grievance  Procedure,”  contained  in  the  TDSP.    Please  review  it  for 
additional  information.]    Local  service  complaints  are  driven  by  the  inability  of  the  community 
transportation coordinator or transportation operators to meet local service standards established by 
the community transportation coordinator and local coordinating board.   
 
Introduction  
The In the joint service area of Glades County and in Hendry County Local Coordinating Board for the 
Transportation  Disadvantaged  has  established  the  following  rules  and  procedures  to  address 
grievances from agencies, users, potential users, subcontractors, and other interested parties. 
 
Authority 
According  to  Rule  41‐2.012(5)(c),  Florida  Administrative  Code,  the  Local  Coordinating  Board  shall 
“appoint a Grievance Committee to serve as a mediator to process and  investigate complaints,  from 
agencies, users, potential users of the system and the Community Transportation Coordinator  in the 
designated service area, and make recommendations  to  the Coordinating Board  for  improvement of 
service.  The Coordinating Board shall establish procedures to provide ... opportunities for issues to be 
brought before such committee and to address them in a timely manner...” 
 
It  should  be  noted  that  there  is  a  difference  between  “hearing”  a  grievance  and  “hearing  and 
determining”  a  grievance.   Neither  the Grievance Resolution Committee nor  the  Local Coordinating 
Board has the authority to “hear and determine” a grievance.  They only have the authority to “Hear” 
and advise.   When an entity makes a determination of the rights, duties, privileges, benefits, or  legal 
relationships of a specified person or persons, it is exercising “adjudicative” or “determinative” powers.  
Deciding a grievance between two  independent parties may  fall within these parameters, depending 
on  the  nature  of  the  grievance.    Chapter  427,  Florida  Statutes,  grants  no  adjudicative  powers  to 
anyone. 
 
Even though the Local Coordinating Board does not have determinative authority, the recognition of 
problems by the various members of the Local Coordinating Board  is a very useful method to resolve 
many issues.  In addition, it should be noted that since the Local Coordinating Board is involved in the 
development and approval of the Community Transportation Coordinator’s Service Plan, and since the 
Local  Coordinating  Board  also  conducts  the  annual  evaluation  of  the  Community  Transportation 
Coordinator,  there  are  significant  opportunities  for  the  Local  Coordinating  Board  to make  changes 
where needed. 
 
   

174 of 402



TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED SERVICE PLAN, TDSP 
The Five‐Year Plan for the Glades‐Hendry Joint Service Area 

Major Update, April 2009 
 

Formal Grievance Policy and Procedures: 
Section 1: Creation 
1.1 There is hereby created a formal grievance procedure for the In the joint service area of Glades 

County  and  in  Hendry  County  transportation  disadvantaged  program  as  specified  by  the 
Commission  for  the Transportation Disadvantaged pursuant  to Chapter 427, Florida Statutes, 
and  Rule  41‐2.012,  Florida  Administrative  Code,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Grievance 
Process.    The  following  rules  and  procedures  shall  constitute  the  grievance  process  to  be 
utilized  in  the Coordinated Community  Transportation  System  in  In  the  joint  service  area of 
Glades County and in Hendry County. 

 
Section 2:  Definitions 
2.1 As used in these rules and procedures the following words and terms shall have the meanings 

assigned therein.  Additional transportation disadvantaged program definitions can be found in 
Chapter 427, Florida Statutes, and Rule 41‐2, Florida Administrative Code.  

 
A. Community  Transportation  Coordinator:  (CTC)  Means  a  transportation  entity 

recommended  by  a  Metropolitan  Planning  Organization  or  by  the  appropriate 
designated official planning agency as provided for in Chapter 427 Florida Statutes, in an 
area outside the purview of a Metropolitan Planning Organization and approved by the 
Commission  for  the  Transportation  Disadvantaged,  to  ensure  that  coordinated 
transportation  services  are  provided  to  serve  the  transportation  disadvantaged 
population in a designated service area. 

B. Designated  Official  Planning  Agency  (DOPA)  means  the  official  body  or  agency 
designated  by  the  Commission  for  the  Transportation  Disadvantaged  to  fulfill  the 
functions  of  transportation  disadvantaged  planning  in  areas  not  covered  by  a 
Metropolitan  Planning  Organization.    The  Metropolitan  Planning  Organization  shall 
serve as the designated official planning agency in areas covered by such organizations. 

C. Transportation  Disadvantaged  (TD)  user  of  the  system,  means,  427.0___    “Those 
persons who because of physical or mental disability, income status, or age, or who for 
other reasons are unable to transport themselves or to purchase transportation, and are 
therefore,  dependent  upon  others  to  obtain  access  to  health  care,  employment, 
education, shopping, social activities, or other  life sustaining activities, or children who 
are disabled or high risk or at risk as defined in Chapter 411.202, Florida Statutes. 

D. Agency:  Means  an  official,  officer,  commission,  authority,  council,  committee, 
department, division, bureau, board, section, or any other unit or entity of the state or 
of a city, town, municipality, county, or other local governing body or a private nonprofit 
entity providing transportation services as all or part of its charter. 

E. Transportation Operator: Means one or more public, private for‐profit or private non‐
profit entities engaged by the community transportation coordinator to provide service 
to  transportation disadvantaged persons pursuant  to  a  Transportation Disadvantaged 
Service Plan, (TDSP). 

F. Service Complaint: events that may occur on a daily basis and are reported to the driver 
or dispatcher or other  individuals  involved with the daily operations, and are resolved 
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within  the course of a  reasonable  time period suitable  to  the complainant.   For more 
information, see the Local Coordinating Board’s policy on Complaints, [elsewhere in the 
TDSP]. 

G. Formal Grievance documents any concerns regarding the operation or administration of 
Transportation Disadvantaged services by the transportation operator, the Community 
Transportation  Coordinator,  the  Designated  Official  Planning  Agency,  or  the  Local 
Coordinating Board.  A formal grievance may also be a service complaint that has been 
left unresolved  for more  than 45 days.   The  formal  grievance  should demonstrate or 
establish their concerns as clearly as possible.   Formal Grievances may  include but are 
not limited to: 

 

 Recurring or unresolved Service Complaints.  (see above definition;) 

 Violations of specific laws governing the provision of TD services i.e. Chapter 427 
F.S., Rule 41‐2 F.A.C. and accompanying documents, Sunshine Law, Americans 
with Disabilities Act, (ADA;) 

 Coordination disputes; 

 Agency compliance; 

 Conflicts of interest; 

 Supplanting of funds; 

 Billing and/or accounting procedures; 

 Policies  of  the  Local  Coordinating  Board  (LCB),  particularly  the  Prioritization 
Policy. 

 
H. Administrative Hearing process: Chapter 120, Florida Statutes. 
I. Ombudsman Program means a toll free phone number established and administered by 

the  Commission  for  the  Transportation  Disadvantaged  to  enable  persons  to  access 
information  and  /or  file  complaints  or  grievances  regarding  transportation  services 
provided  under  the  coordinated  effort  of  the  community  transportation  coordinator.  
See contact information for phone numbers.  

 
Section 3: Objectives  
3.1 The  objective  of  the  local  coordinating  board’s  grievance  process  shall  be  to  process, 

investigate and make recommendations in a timely manner on formal grievances that are not 
resolved between the grievant and the other party (or parties.)  It is not the objective of the 
grievance process to have “adjudicative” or “determinative” powers. 

3.2 The community transportation coordinator and its service operators and other transportation 
subcontractors must post  the  contact person’s name  and  telephone number  regarding  the 
reporting of complaints [and the reporting of grievances]  in each vehicle. 

3.3 The grievance procedures and all documents pertaining to the grievance process will be made 
available to the grieving party. 

3.4 The grievance procedures and all documents pertaining to the grievance process will be made 
available, upon request, in a format accessible to persons with disabilities. 
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3.5 Other  than  this  grievance  process,  aggrieved  parties with  proper  standing may  also  have 
recourse  through  Chapter  120,  Florida  Statutes,  the  Administrative  Hearing  Process,  or 
through the judicial court system. 

 
Section 4: Membership 
4.1 The local coordinating board’s ad hoc grievance resolution committee shall be composed of a 

minimum  of  three  (3)  voting  members  or  alternates  of  the  local  coordinating  board.  
Members  shall  be  appointed  to  the  Ad  hoc  grievance  resolution  committee  by  the  LCB 
chairperson or his/her designee.    The Ad hoc  grievance  resolution  committee membership 
shall  include  a  representative  of  users  of  the  coordinated  transportation  system.    The  LCB 
chairperson  or  his/her  designee  reserves  the  right  to make  reappointments  to  the Ad  hoc 
grievance resolution committee should any conflicts of interest arise. 

4.2 The LCB chairperson or his/her designee shall appoint one member of the Ad hoc grievance 
resolution committee to serve as its chairperson. 

4.3 The  LCB  chairperson’s  designee  shall  be  a  member  of  the  TD  planning  staff  from  the 
designated  official  planning  agency.    The  TD  planning  staff  serves  as  facilitators  to  the 
grievance process.    Every effort  shall be made by  the participants of  the  ad hoc  grievance 
resolution committee to conduct the process as diplomatically as possible.  

4.4 In  cases where  a  grievance  involves  the  private  or  personal  or  professional  interests  of  a 
member  of  the  ad  hoc  grievance  resolution  committee,  such member  shall  be  disqualified 
from hearing such a grievance.  

4.5 Local  Coordinating  Board  members  who  represent  affected  agencies  will  be  invited  to 
grievance hearings as advisors.   

4.6 No member of the  local coordinating board shall appear before the Grievance Committee as 
an agent or attorney for any person.       

 
Section 5: Terms of Members 
5.1 The members of the ad hoc grievance resolution committee shall serve at the pleasure of the 

LCB  chairperson  or  his/her  designee,  for  the  duration  of  the  grievance  for which  they  are 
appointed. 

5.2 The members of the ad hoc grievance resolution committee may be removed for cause by the 
LCB chairperson or his/her designee. 

5.3 The quorum shall be a simple majority.   Meetings shall be held at such times as the ad hoc 
grievance resolution committee may determine and/or as necessitated by  the  formally  filed 
grievance. 

 
Section 6: Grievance Procedures 
6.1 Grievance  procedures  have  been  developed  by  the  Local  Coordinating  Board,  based  upon 

guidelines from the Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged. 
6.2 The Local Coordinating Board’s grievance procedures are for the purposes of  listening to the 

grievance,  providing  advise  and  making  recommendations  to  the  affected  parties  of  the 
grievance.   The Local Coordinating Board may not exercise adjudicative powers.   Aggrieved 
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parties with proper standing may also have recourse  through Chapter 120, Florida Statutes, 
Administrative Hearing Process, or the judicial court. 

6.3 When  necessary,  the  designated  official  Planning  agency’s  Transportation  Disadvantaged 
Program staff shall provide assistance to individuals to prepare written grievances. 

6.4 The  formal  grievance  process  shall  be  open  to  any  person  or  agency  wishing  to  address 
concerns  involving: purchasing agencies, users, potential users, private  for‐profit operators, 
private  non‐profit  operators,  the  Coordinator,  the  Designated  Official  Planning  Agency, 
elected officials, and drivers. 

6.5 The  administrators  of  the  grievance  process  shall  make  every  effort  to  ensure  that  the 
grieving  party  has  exercised  the  other  procedures  in  place,  including  the  LCB’s  Complaint 
procedures or the CTC’s internal complaints procedures for its subcontractors. 

 
Note:  If  it  is an unresolved service complaint,  the grievant will be asked  if  they have contacted  the 

community transportation coordinator for assistance in resolving their complaint.  The grievant 
should have made reasonable effort to have their service complaint resolved by the CTC.   The 
community transportation coordinator is responsible for resolving service complaints. 
If the CTC has an internal grievance policy, appropriate grievances will be forwarded back to the 
CTC  for  resolution, prior  to being  considered as a  formal grievance  for  the  local  coordinating 
board. 

 
Section 7:  Filing the formal grievance 
7.1 The  grievant  should  demonstrate  or  establish  their  concerns  as  clearly  as  possible.      The 

grievance should try to demonstrate or establish a clear violation of a specific law, regulation, 
or contractual arrangement.  Copies of pertinent laws and regulations may be obtained from 
the Designated Official Planning Organization’s Transportation Disadvantaged Program staff. 

7.2 The  grievance must be  filed  to  the Grievance Committee within ninety  (90) days  after  the 
occurrence of the event giving rise to the grievance.  The grievance shall be sent to: 

 
Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council 
Transportation Disadvantaged Program 

Local Coordinating Board Ad Hoc Grievance Resolution Committee 
1926 Victoria Avenue 
Fort Myers, FL 33901 
(239) 338‐2550 x 210 
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7.3 The grievance shall include: 
a) the name and address and telephone number of the grievant;  They do not have to have 

an address or phone in order to file a grievance, but they need a place which will receive 
mail for them, and a phone where we may contact them.  

b) a  statement  of  the  grounds  for  the  grievance,  supplemented  by  supporting 
documentation, made in a clear and concise manner.  This shall include a description of 
the efforts taken by the grievant to resolve the issue; and 

c) an explanation by the relief desired by the grievant. 
7.4 If  the  grievant  does  not  supply  the  above  information  to  substantiate  the  grievance(s)  no 

further action will be taken. [See  section  6.3,  above,  about  assistance  in  getting  formal 
grievances reduced to writing,]           

7.5 The date the formal grievance containing items a, b, and c, above, is received in writing  shall 
be the date the formal grievance was filed.  

7.6 Upon receipt of the formal grievance, the designated official planning agency transportation 
disadvantaged planning staff will have 10 working days to contact the grievant by telephone*, 
to discuss the materials received, and ask for additional information which may be necessary 
in order to file the grievance.  
*when  the designated official planning agency makes or attempts  to make  these  telephonic 
contacts, they will enter records of the calls into a log for that grievance.  

7.7 If  the  designated  official  planning  agency  transportation  disadvantaged  planning  staff  is 
unable to establish contact by telephone within the 10 working days; they will write a letter to 
the grievant, and  send  it by  certified mail  to  the grievant.   The  letter will  indicate  that  the 
formal grievance has been received, and that telephonic contact was unsuccessful, and that 
the grievance has either been filed, or that additional information is necessary in order to file 
the grievance.  

7.8 The designated official planning agency will have 10 working days from the date the grievance 
was filed to contact the chairperson of the local coordinating board, telephonically to inform 
of the receipt of the formal grievance, and proceed with the selection of the ad hoc grievance 
resolution committee.    If  the chairperson  is not available,  the DOPA staff may  then contact 
the vice‐chairperson. 

7.9 The  designated  official  planning  agency  will    have  10  working  days  from  the  date  the 
grievance was  filed  to  contact  the  community  transportation  coordinator  (if  the  grievance  
involves the CTC,) to inform that a formal grievance has been filed. 

7.10 The designated official planning agency will  have 10 working days from the date the LCB chair 
was  contacted  about  the  grievance  [in  Section  7.7]  to  contact  members  of  the  local 
coordinating  board  to  establish  the  membership  of  the  ad  hoc  grievance  resolution 
committee.   Pursuant to Section 4.2 of this Process, the chairperson of the ad hoc grievance 
resolution committee will be established at this time.   

7.11 After the designated official planning agency has received an agreement to serve as a member 
of the ad hoc grievance resolution committee from the sufficient amount of local coordinating 
board members, the designated official planning agency will have 10 working days to set up a 
meeting  to mediate  the  grievance.    The  grievant,  the  chairperson  of  the  ad  hoc  grievance 
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resolution committee, the designated official planning agency staff will attend the mediation.   
[The CTC will be included in this meeting, if the grievance involves the CTC.] 

7.12 After  the mediation meeting,  the designated official planning agency  shall prepare a  report 
regarding the meeting outcome.  The report shall be sent to the grievant, the LCB chairperson, 
and the chairperson (and all members) of the ad hoc grievance resolution committee within 
10 working days of the date of the meeting. 

7.13 The  Chairperson  of  the  AD‐hoc  Grievance  Committee  or  DOPA  staff  will  check  with  the 
grieving party in 10 working days, to determine whether they are resolved. 

7.14 If mediation is successful, the grievance is closed. 
 

Section 8:  If Mediation is not successful: 
8.1 If  the grievance  is not  resolved  through mediation  the grievant may  request  in writing  that 

their grievance be heard by the ad hoc grievance resolution committee.  The grievant has 10 
days from their receipt of the report (mentioned in Section 7.11) to notify the chairperson of 
the ad hoc grievance resolution committee through the designated official planning agency. 

8.2 Upon receipt of  the written notice described  in Section 8.1,  the designated official planning 
agency has 15 working days  to  contact  the  chairperson  and other members of  the  ad hoc 
grievance  resolution  committee,  the  grievant,  and  the  involved  parties,  to  set  a  grievance 
meeting date and location. 

8.3 The Grievant and all involved parties shall be notified of the meeting date and location at least 
7 working days prior to the meeting date by certified mail, return receipt requested.   

 
Section 9:  A meeting of the ad hoc grievance resolution committee is held:     
9.1 All  involved parties have a  right  to present  their views  to  the Grievance Committee, either 

orally or in writing.  In addition, all parties may present evidence. 
9.2 The Grievance Committee may  at any  time during  the  course of  the meeting question  the 

parties  and  their witnesses  on  any  facts which  it  deems material  to  the  alleged  improper 
action. 

9.3 The entire meeting shall be recorded electronically, on tape.   Any party requesting a copy of 
the transcription shall pay all costs incurred in furnishing the copy of the transcription. 

9.4 The Grievance Committee will  follow a meeting agenda  in accordance with  the procedures 
herein set forth: 

A. call to order; 
B. presentation of grievance; 

a. presentation  of  grievance  by  Grievant,  which  will  also  include  witnesses,  if 
applicable, and 

b. response of concerned parties, which will include witnesses, if applicable. 
C. discussion  of  grievance, which  shall  take  place  in  accordance with Roberts Rules  of 

Order  amongst  the  Grievance  Committee,  staff,  the  grievant  and  other  interested 
parties.  Discussion shall focus solely on the grievance as filed by the grievant; 

D. following  discussion  of  the  grievance,  the  Grievance  Committee  may  submit  a 
recommendation to the Coordinating Board in response to the grievance; and 

E. close meeting. 
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9.5 Upon conclusion of the grievance meeting, the ad hoc grievance resolution committee must 
submit  a  written  report  of  the  meeting  proceedings  to  the  chairperson  of  the  local 
coordinating  board  within  10  working  days.    The  report must  outline  the  grievance,  and 
provide the findings/recommendations of the ad hoc grievance resolution committee. 

9.6 If the grievance is resolved through the Meeting process, the grievance process will end.  The 
final report will be forwarded to the members of the local coordinating board. 

 
Section 10:  If  the  grievance  is  not  resolved  through  the  meeting  of  the    ad  hoc  grievance 
resolution committee 
10.1 If  the  grievance  is  not  resolved  through  the meeting  of  the    ad  hoc  grievance  resolution 

committee,  the  grievant may  request  in writing  that  their  grievance  be  heard  by  the  local 
coordinating board.   This request shall be sent to the Chairperson of the Local Coordinating 
Board, through the designated official planning agency, and must be made within 10 working 
days of  their  receipt of  the ad hoc grievance  resolution committee’s  report  (in Section 9.5)   
Immediately  following  the  meeting  of  the  ad  hoc    grievance  resolution  committee,  the 
grievant may make  their  request  that  their  grievance  be  heard    by  the  Local Coordinating 
Board, however, the time frame will “wait” until the ad hoc grievance resolution committee’s 
report is prepared and received, as described in 9.5. 

10.2 The Local Coordinating Board chairperson shall have 15 working days to set a meeting date.  
Members of the Local Coordinating Board shall have at  least 10 working days notice of such 
meeting.  The meeting of the local coordinating board shall be advertised appropriately. 

 
10.3 The grievance shall be presented at the meeting of the  local coordinating board.   The Local 

Coordinating Board will  follow a meeting agenda  in accordance with  the procedures herein 
set forth: 

A. call to order; 
B. presentation of grievance; 

a. presentation  of  grievance  by  Grievant, which will  also  include witnesses,  if 
applicable, and 

b. response of concerned parties, which will include witnesses, if applicable. 
C. discussion of  grievance, which  shall  take place  in  accordance with Roberts Rules of 

Order amongst the Local Coordinating Board, staff, the grievant and other  interested 
parties.  Discussion shall focus solely on the grievance as filed by the grievant; 

D. following  discussion  of  the  grievance,  the  Local  Coordinating  Board may  submit  a 
recommendations to the appropriate parties in response to the grievance; and 

E. close meeting. 
10.4 The results, findings and recommendations of the local coordinating board shall be outlined in 

a  final  report  to be completed within 10 working days of  the meeting.   The  report shall be 
forwarded  to  the  grievant,  members  of  the  Local  Coordinating  Board,  the  Community 
Transportation Coordinator, and all other persons/agencies directly involved in this grievance 
process. 
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10.5 If the grievance has not been resolved through these local coordinating board procedures, the 
grievant may request that their grievance be heard by the Commission for the Transportation 
Disadvantaged. 

 
Section 11:  Prohibition Against Retaliation 
11.1 No individual shall be unlawfully denied Transportation Disadvantaged services because such 

individual has  filed a grievance related to the Transportation Disadvantaged Program or has 
testified  or  is  about  to  testify  in  any  such  proceeding  or  investigation  related  to  the 
Transportation Disadvantaged Program. [This shall be monitored by the DOPA.] 

 
Appeals to the Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged 
Should a grievant remain dissatisfied with the Local Coordinating Board or Community Transportation 
Coordinator's  recommendation,  he  or  she  may  contact  the  Commission  for  the  Transportation 
Disadvantaged at the following address: 

 
Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged 

605 Suwannee Street, MS‐49 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399‐0450 

 
The  Commission  for  the  Transportation  Disadvantaged  also  has  an  Ombudsman  Program  to  assist 
individuals with complaints.  The CTD’s toll‐free Ombudsman Hotline is‐1‐800‐983‐2435. 
 
Chapter  427,  F.S.  does  not  expressly  confer  the  power  or  authority  for  the  Commission  for  the 
Transportation Disadvantaged  to “hear and determine” a grievance between  two  third parties.   The 
Commission  for  the  Transportation  Disadvantaged may  choose  to  listen  to  grievances  and  it  can 
investigate them from a fact‐finding perspective.  It cannot be the "judge" or "arbiter" of the grievance 
in the sense of determining that one party's version of the  facts  is right and the other  is wrong, and 
order the wrong party to somehow compensate the right party.  On the other hand, the grievance may 
bring to light a problem within "the system." 
However,  if  the  grievance  showed  that  one  of  the  parties  with  whom  the  Commission  for  the 
Transportation Disadvantaged contracts was acting so aberrantly as  to not be  in compliance with  its 
contract,  the Commission  for  the Transportation Disadvantaged could exercise whatever contractual 
rights  it  has  to  correct  the  problem.    Accordingly,  the  Commission  for  the  Transportation 
Disadvantaged may take part  in the grievance process,  if  it wants to, for purposes of  listening to the 
grieving parties and gathering the facts of the matter.  It may not decide the grievance, where doing so 
would amount to an exercise of adjudicative powers. 
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Grievance Resolution Contacts 

Entity  Contact Name & Address  Phone 

Community Transportation 
Coordinator 

Gary Bryant, President 

Good Wheels, Inc. 

(239) 768‐6184 customer service 

(239) 768‐2900 reservations 

(800) 741‐1570 

MPO ‐‐ Designated Official 
Planning Agency (DOPA) 

Southwest Florida Regional 
Planning Council 

 

(239) 338‐2550 x 211 

DOPA staff services  

Mr. Brian Raimondo 

TD Program Coordinator 

Southwest Florida Regional 
Planning Council   . 

1926 Victoria Avenue 

FT MYERS FL 33901 

(239) 338‐2550 x 211 

Local Coordinating Board 
Chairperson 

Hon. Donna Storter Long 

c/o Mr. Brian Raimondo  

TD Program Coordinator 

Southwest Florida Regional 
Planning Council   . 

1926 Victoria Avenue 

FT MYERS FL 33901 

(239) 338‐2550 x 211 

Commission for the 
Transportation Disadvantaged 

Ombudsman Hotline 
Phone: (800) 983‐2435 

TDD (800) 648‐4084 

 
 
CTD’s Medicaid Complaint & Grievance Procedures 
1. To  issue  a  complaint,  a  customer  must  first  contact  the  local  transportation  provider.    The 

complaint may be made  verbally over  the  telephone or may  send  the  complaint  in writing. All 
complaints, even if the problem is resolved while on the phone, must be recorded. The customer 
may obtain the  local provider’s contact  information for filing a complaint from their  local Rider’s 
Guide  or  by  calling  the  toll  free  TD  Helpline  1‐800‐  983‐2435  or  from  the  website 
www.dot.state.fl.us/ctd.  All  complaints  will  be  documented  by  the  provider  to  include  the 
date/time, customer’s name & contact  information, Medicaid ID number, subject of the concern, 
provider’s findings, response, and actions taken to resolve the concern. These complaint records 
will be forwarded to the Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged on a quarterly basis. 

2. After  the  local  transportation provider  receives  the  complaint,  the provider will  investigate  the 
complaint and inform the customer of the findings, including any actions taken (either verbally or 
in writing, or both.)  If  the customer  is not satisfied with  the  findings/actions,  the customer may 
request  to  file  a  formal  grievance with  the  local Coordinating Board.  The  local provider will be 
responsible  for providing  the customer with  the  local Coordinating Board’’s contact  information 
and an accessible copy of the local Grievance Procedures. 
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3. The  local Coordinating Board will hear all customer grievances not  resolved  satisfactorily by  the 
provider.  If  the  local  Coordinating  Board  does  not  resolve  the  grievance,  the  customer will  be 
informed of his/her  right  to  file a  formal grievance with  the Commission  for  the Transportation 
Disadvantaged. The customer may begin this   process by contacting the Commission through the 
TD  Helpline  at  1‐800‐983‐2435  or  via  mail  at:  Florida  Commission  for  the  Transportation 
Disadvantaged;  605  Suwannee  St.,  MS‐49;  Tallahassee,  FL  32399‐0450  or  by  email  at 
www.dot.state.li.us/ctd . Upon request of the customer, the Commission will provide the customer 
with an accessible copy of the Commission’s Grievance Procedures. 

4. If the Commission is unable to resolve the grievance, the customer will be referred to the Office of 
Administrative Appeals or other legal venues appropriate to the specific nature of the grievance.  

 
All of the steps above must be attempted in the listed order before a complaint or grievance will move 
to the next step. The customer should be sure to try and have as many details as possible, when filing a 
complaint, such as dates, times, names, vehicle numbers, etc.  
 
There is an Ombudsman Program, provided by the Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged, 
which  is  available  to  anyone  who  requests  assistance  in  resolving  complaints.  The  Ombudsman 
Program  may  be  reached  through  the  toll  free  TD  Helpline  at  1‐800‐983‐2435  or  via  email  at 
www.dot.state.fl.us/ctd.  By requesting assistance of the Ombudsman Program in resolving complaints, 
the complaint will still follow,  in order, all of the established steps  listed above. The Ombudsman will 
document each complaint and upon request of the customer, file the complaint with the local provider 
on the customer’s behalf, to begin the  local complaint process.  If the customer has already  filed the 
complaint locally and remains unsatisfied, the Ombudsman will assist the customer with the next step 
in the complaint or grievance process. 
 
The customer has the right to file a formal grievance with the Office of Administrative Appeals or other 
venues appropriate to the specific nature of the complaint.  
 
Medicaid Fair Hearing Requirements 

In addition,  the customer has  the  right  to  request a Medicaid  fair hearing. A Medicaid compensable 
service  provider  acting  on  behalf  of  the  customer  and  with  the  customer’s  written  consent may 
request a Medicaid fair hearing. Parties to the Medicaid fair hearing include the Commission, as well as 
the customer and his or her representative or the representative of a deceased customer’s estate. 
 

a. Request Requirements  
The customer or provider may request a Medicaid fair hearing within 90 calendar days of the date 
of  the  notice  of  action.  The  customer  or  provider  may  request  a  Medicaid  fair  hearing  by 
contacting:  

Department of Children and Families 
Office of Public Assistance Appeals Hearings, 

1317 Winewood Boulevard, Building 1, Room 309 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399‐0700. 
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b. General Plan Duties  
The Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged will:  

1. Continue the customer’s benefits while Medicaid fair hearing is pending if: 
a. The Medicaid  fair  hearing  is  filed  timely, meaning  on  or  before  the  later  of  the 

following: 

 Within 10 workdays of the date on the notice of action (add 5 workdays if the 
notice is sent via U.S. mail); and 

 The intended effective date of the plan’s proposed action. 
b. The Medicaid  fair hearing  involves  the  termination, suspension, or  reduction of a 

previously authorized course of treatment; 
c. The services were ordered by an authorized provider;  
d. The authorization period has not expires; and  
e. The customer requests extension of benefits. 

2. Ensure that punitive action is not taken against a provider who requests a Medicaid fair 
hearing on  the  customer’s behalf or  supports a  customer  request  for a Medicaid  fair 
hearing.    If  the  Commission  for  the  Transportation  Disadvantaged  continues  or 
reinstates  customer  benefits while  the Medicaid  fair  hearing  is  pending,  the  benefits 
must be continued until one of the following occurs: 
a. The customer withdraws the request for a Medicaid fair hearing. 
b. 10 workdays  pass  from  the  date  of  the  Commission’’s  adverse  decision  and  the 

customer has not requested a Medicaid  fair hearing with continuation of benefits 
until a Medicaid  fair hearing decision  is  reached.  (Add 5 workdays  if  the notice  is 
sent via U.S. mail.) 

c. A Medicaid fair hearing decision adverse to the customer is made. 
d. The authorization expires or authorized service limits are met.  

 
The Commission must authorize or provide the disputed services promptly, and as expeditiously as the 
customer’s health condition requires, if the services were not furnished while the Medicaid fair hearing 
was pending and the Medicaid fair hearing officer reverses a decision to deny, limit, or delay services.  
 
The Commission must pay for disputed services, in accordance with state policy and regulations, if the 
services were  furnished while  the Medicaid  fair hearing was pending and  the Medicaid  fair hearing 
officer reverses a decision to deny, limit, or delay services. 
 
Medicaid Beneficiary Appeals Notice (Section 10B.2.14) 

When  the  Vendor  or  its  subcontracted  transportation  provider  denies  eligibility  of  transportation 
services  to a beneficiary,  the beneficiary must be  informed of his/her  right  to appeal by sending, by 
mail, an initial decision letter outlining the reason the Vendor or subcontracted transportation provider 
is denying transportation services. This  letter shall be provided to the beneficiary no  later than seven 
(7) calendar days following such decision to deny.  
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The Vendor must establish, as part of  its  implementation plan, a  formal beneficiary appeals process 
whereby a beneficiary may bring his/her complaint for resolution prior to the beneficiary beginning the 
formal Medicaid grievance procedures.  

Beneficiary transportation cannot be limited or suspended during the review period while the appeal is 
being  reviewed.  Beneficiaries  must  be  allowed  to  schedule  and  receive  transportation  services 
throughout the appeal process. 
 
[Medicaid document received February 2005] 
 
13. CTC Monitoring Procedures of Operators and Coordination Contractors 
The Community Transportation Coordinator will perform an annual evaluation of contracted operators 
ensuring compliance with the System Safety Program Plan, locally approved standards, Commission for 
the Transportation Disadvantaged standards, annual operating data and insurance requirements. 
 
14. Coordination Contract Evaluation Criteria 
Good Wheels in cooperation with the local Coordinating Board will determine whether agencies, from 
a total system approach, can perform more effectively and more efficiently their own transportation. 
 
B.  Cost/Revenue Allocation and Rate Structure Justification 
GoodWheel’s rate structure is shown in Exhibit E.  
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III. QUALITY ASSURANCE 

A. Annual Evaluation of the Community Transportation Coordinator  

The  purpose  of  this  section  is  to  identify  process  used  by  the  Local  Coordinating  Board  and  the 
planning  agency  in  the  evaluation  of  the  Community  Transportation  Coordinator.    This  section will 
address  what  steps  the  Local  Coordinating  Board  will  take  to  monitor  and  evaluate  the  services 
provided  by  or  coordinated  through  the  Coordinator,  based  on  the  locally  established  service 
standards, and consistent with those of the Florida Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged 
Commission.  

 
Pursuant  to  Chapter  427  Florida  Statutes  427.015(2),  the  performance  of  the  coordinator  shall  be 
evaluated based on the commission’s approved evaluation criteria by the coordinating board at  least 
annually. 
 
Although  a  committee  is  not  required  by  Rule  41‐2,  Florida  Administrative  Code  (FAC)  in  order  to 
conduct the required annual evaluation, sometimes the LCB makes use of a committee to carry out the 
evaluation.  In those cases this is the process the committee follows: 
 
At  the  September  LCB meeting,  the  LCB  appoints  two  or  three members  to  a  Committee  for  the 
Evaluation of the CTC, composed of voting and advisory members of the LCB.  The Committee will be 
assisted by Planning staff and the staff of the CTC.   
 
Planning  staff  is  responsible  for providing  the  committee with  the materials needed  to  conduct  the 
evaluation.    This  includes  gathering  documents  such  as  the  annual  operating  reports,  previous 
evaluation reports, system safety plan reports, lists of contacts, and other documents, from the CTC.   
 
The CTC’s staff is responsible for conducting surveys of passengers and of agency representatives twice 
during  the course of  their  fiscal year.   The CTC  is also  responsible  for providing  the  results of  these 
surveys  to  the planning staff.   The CTC  is encouraged  to sample a random 10% of  the passengers  in 
each survey.  
 
Planning  staff  and  the CTC  also work  together on preparing  the  “blank”  evaluation booklet  for  the 
committee  to  use.      Planning  staff  locates  the  last  evaluation  report  and  updates  it  so  that  the 
“Previous Year” contains the most current  information, and the “Evaluation Year”  is blank.   Planning 
staff also  locates  the most current reports with recommendations and accompanying status reports, 
and updates the “Blank” Evaluation report in those sections.  
 
The  Evaluation  Committee meets  initially  to  conduct  the  following  tasks:      Review  the  evaluation 
process, agree to a schedule of events, review the evaluation resources and distribute the work‐load 
fairly among the participants.  The Evaluation Committee can meet any time for this initial briefing and 
could  do  so  in  the  10 minutes  just  after  the  September  LCB meeting.    However,  there  are  some 
significant constraints to when the evaluation must be completed:  Keeping in mind that the TDSP must 
be annually updated by the end of May, and that the Evaluation process feeds  into the TDSP update, 
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the Evaluation process must be completed  in time for the draft evaluation report to go to the LCB  in 
March.     Since much of  the data  for  the “Evaluation Year” column  in  the Evaluation Report  is  taken 
from the CTD’s Annual Performance Report, which is not published until January, the Evaluation must 
be completed in February.  
 
The Evaluation Committee makes use of several resources  in order to conduct the Evaluation.   These 
resources  include standardized worksheets and  reports  from  the Commission  for  the Transportation 
Disadvantaged; material  from different  sections of  the TDSP,  including  the goals and objectives and 
standards and policies, and passenger surveys compiled by the CTC, and, previous evaluations. 
 
The worksheets are  taken  from  the Commission  for  the Transportation  (CTD's)  “LCB‐CTC Evaluation 
Workbook,” July 2005 edition which has been locally modified.  It contains the following sections: 
 

Section 1A: General Questions  
  Section 1B: Reporting Timeliness and Accountability  
  Section 2: Local Standards. 
  Section 3: Competition   
  Section 4: Availability  
  Section 5: Rates and Costs. 
  Section 6: Revenues.  
  Section 7: Coordination.  
  Previous LCB review ‐‐ status report  
  Previous CTD‐QAPE Review – Status Report   
  Section 8: Summary of this Evaluation. 
 
The Worksheet  #5  on  Rates  and  Costs  is  utilized  in  the  annual  update  to  the  TDSP  Cost/Revenue 
Allocation and Rate Structure Justification Element, located in Component IV of the TDSP.   
 
The Worksheet #8 on the Summary of the Evaluation  is also used  in the annual update of the TDSP, 
and  is  inserted  in  the TDSP Quality Assurance Element,  located  in Component  III of  the TDSP.    (See 
below pp 37‐41 and pp 35‐36,) 
 
Committee members  and  Planning  staff  conduct  interviews  with  the  CTC’s  staff  to  complete  the 
Worksheets.    Then  the  Committee  evaluates  the  CTC  based  on  the  findings  obtained  during  these 
interviews.      The  Committee  communicates  findings,  suggestions,  and  develops  recommendations 
which are forwarded through planning staff to the LCB as draft final report. 
 
The  Draft  Evaluation  Report  contains  findings,  suggestions  and  recommendations.    These  are 
distributed  to  the  Local Coordinating Board,  for  its  review  and  approval.    If  the  LCB  has  additional 
recommendations, planning  staff adds  these  to  the Report, and  then Planning  staff  sends  the  LCB’s 
approved evaluation report on the Coordinator to the CTD, and uses the recommendations to prepare 
the annual update of the Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan. 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

TD Program Organizational Chart 
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Eligibility Application 
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2010 SIS STRATEGIC PLAN UPDATE 

A Comprehensive Review of Florida’s Strategic 

Intermodal System  

 

 
Florida’s Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) is a statewide system of high priority transportation 
facilities focused on moving people and freight between regions within Florida and between 
Florida, other states and the nation. The SIS includes airports, spaceport, seaports, waterways, 
rail corridors, and terminals and highways most critical to Florida’s economy and quality of life. 
 
The SIS Plan Update consists of a comprehensive review of SIS goals, objectives, and policies, 
and will develop strategies to make SIS implementation more effective. The Plan also updates 
and clarifies the criteria and thresholds used to designate SIS facilities.    
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RURAL LAND STEWARDSHIP AREA (RLSA) 

The 2001 Florida Legislature established Section 163.3177(11)(d), Florida Statutes, the Rural 
Land Stewardship Area Program, which provides that counties may designate rural land 
stewardship areas, to include all or portions of lands classified in the future land use element as 
predominantly agricultural, rural, open, open-rural, or a substantively equivalent land use. Within 
these areas, planning and economic incentives encourage the implementation of innovative and 
flexible planning and development strategies and creative land use planning techniques. 

A RLSA plan amendment must demonstrate that it furthers the statutory objective of 
identification and protection of ecosystems, habitats, and natural resources. See. Fla. Stat. 
163.3177(11)d.2. To provide this protection, it is essential to know about any threats to these 
resources. Thus, requiring data and analysis about any threats is essential to achieve the statutory 
RLSA objectives and to meet the requirements of Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes, and 
Chapter 9J-5, Florida Administrative Code, for all plan amendments. Omitting this requirement 
would be contrary to the statute and would not substantially accomplish the objectives of the 
statute to protect and preserve natural resources through the RLSA process. The Chamber letter 
does not explain how the RLSA statutory objectives will be substantially accomplished if these 
requirements are deleted.  

The Status of the Department's Rural Land Stewardship Area Rules 

The Department initiated rule development in the summer of 2007. After holding three rule 
development workshops, the Department published proposed rules on October 17, 2008 and held 
hearings on November 14, 2008. 

On December 19, 2008, the Department filed a Notice of Change containing the proposed Rural 
Land Stewardship Area rules. The proposed rules were challenged in a Petition filed by The 
Florida Land Council, The Farm Bureau, and The Florida Chamber of Commerce. The petition is 
available on the Division of Administrative Hearings' website. 

Based on public comments and the rule challenge, the Department has revised the draft rules and 
held a rule development workshop on March 16, 2009 in Tallahassee.  

Questions that have been raised regarding the RLSA program: 

1) What is the difference, if any, between the state program and local government’s RLS 
approach? 
 

2) How will RLSA affect the underlying land values-will it be different for receiving and 
sending areas? Have we had enough time for any studies to show this or this theoretical? 
 

3) Will it change the credit markets lending practices with respect land collateral overall and 
in regard to the sending and receiving designation?  
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4) Do the 1:5 densities create a “base” land value? Would a receiving area value be 
potentially higher and could a sending area designation result in a lower value? 
 

5) Has the ag/business/govt/private marketplace vetted this approach? (i.e. are sending and 
receiving designees even aware of their designation and its potential impact?)   
 

6) Why have Highlands, St Lucie et al dropped their RLS programs?  
 

7) Do RLSA programs that have a lingering old Comp Plan Amend availability really work? 
 

8) How do you opt in to the program and what is the process? 
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SOUTHWEST FLORIDA’S REGIONAL VISIONING 

“People, Prosperity, Preservation: Working Together for a better Tomorrow” is the theme of 
Southwest Florida’s community-based, regionally-oriented visioning effort for Charlotte, Collier, 
DeSoto, Glades, Hendry, Lee, Manatee and Sarasota Counties. Through People, Prosperity, 
Preservation, our region’s elected officials, civic leaders, community members, and business 
come together to chart a course for Southwest Florida’s future. 

The effort to organize a vision framework and to seek community buy-in to the process began 
last October at the Annual Meeting of the Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council. The 
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council, the Central Florida Regional Planning Council and the 
Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council joined together to present a workshop titled 
“Sustainable Solutions: A Multi-Regional Approach”. Building on the success of the workshop 
and the need to foster a multi regional approach, the Southwest Florida Regional Planning 
Council held two regional meetings to discuss how to organize and implement a vision process 
that addresses the needs, concerns, and interests of a diverse region. On December 4th at the 
Riverside Community Center in Ft Myers, the first of two forums has held; the second forum 
was held December 5th at the Sarasota-Bradenton International Airport. Over eighty elected and 
community leaders participated in the forums which were facilitated by the Bell David Planning 
Group, Inc. 

Attached is the Southwest Florida Regional Visioning Process interim report prepared by the 
Bell David Planning Group, Inc. The report was prepared to establish a foundation for going 
forward and to further discuss the vision process. As noted in the report, moving forward will be 
a multi-phased and multi-year project. As such, the report provides a “Blueprint” for the design, 
development and creation of a regional vision process. Staff will continue to discuss issues 
facing Southwest Florida and learn what citizens, business, owners, non-profit organizations, 
public and elected officials have to say about how these issues impact the region.  

In addition to our on-going dialogue, one of the tenants of the Blueprint is to establish a 
management and organizational structure that most effectively addresses the needs of a regional 
visioning process. The purpose of management and organizational partnership is to bring 
together key leaders that are at the forefront of adapting our economy, our transportation and 
infrastructure, our workforce, our environment and our open space towards a more sustainable 
future. If we are to shape our future destiny, the chances of success increase very significantly as 
we add partners who can provide individual perspective, strategies, process, tools, and 
information to help all of us compete successfully and achieve balanced growth that protects and 
enhance our natural environment while attracting job generating investment and economic 
opportunity. 
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A “GREEN” ECONOMIC STIMULUS BILL 

 
The "Green" economy received attention in the $718 million package signed by the President last 
month. The bill contained at least $62.2 billion in direct spending on green initiatives and $20 
billion in green tax incentives. The plan, seen as the first step toward Congress enacting climate 
legislation this year, includes measures to spur energy efficiency and support technology to 
capture carbon dioxide. The “discussion draft” is intended to be the basis for climate debates in 
the coming weeks as the House Energy and Commerce Committee work to draft a bill by mid-
May. 
  
The bill contains at least $62.2 billion in direct spending on green initiatives and $20 billion in 
green tax incentives, while funding for nuclear and coal projects was dropped from the final 
version. Here's the breakdown: 
 

Energy transmission and alternative energy research: 
 

 smart grid  
 $7.5 billion for renewable energy and transmission-line construction  
 $400 million for the Department of Energy's Advanced Research Project Agency for  the    
 development of alternative energy sources and efficiency 

 
Efficiency: 
 

 $4.5 billion for energy-efficiency improvements to federal buildings  
 $6.3 billion for local government energy-efficiency grants  
 $2.25 billion for energy-efficiency retrofits for low-income housing  
 $2.25 billion for the HOME Investment Partners Program to retrofit community low-  
 income housing  
 $5 billion for the Weatherization Assistance Program for efficiency in low-income  
 households  
 $510 million for energy-efficiency retrofits for Native American housing programs  
 $420 million for energy-efficiency improvements at the Department of Defense  
 $300 million for Department of Defense research on energy efficiency at military  
 installations  
 $300 million for the appliance rebate program for Energy Star products 
  

Mass transit and advanced automobiles: 
 

 $8.4 billion for transit capital assistance programs  
 $8 billion for Amtrak and intercity passenger rail  
 $300 million for the purchase of more alternative-fuel and hybrid vehicles for the federal  
 fleet  
 $300 million in grants and loans for technologies that reduce diesel emissions 
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Green jobs training: 
 

 $500 million for green jobs programs through the Workforce Investment Act 
 

Other tax incentives and energy-efficiency credits for homeowners were significantly increased. 
Tax credits are available at 30% of the cost, up to $1,500, in 2009 & 2010 (for existing homes 
only) for:  

 Windows and Doors  
 Insulation  
 Roofs (Metal and Asphalt)  
 HVAC  
 Water Heaters (non-solar) and  
 Biomass Stoves. 

Tax credits are available at 30% of the cost, with no upper limit through 2016 (for existing 
homes & new construction) for: 

 Geothermal Heat Pumps  
 Solar Panels  
 Solar Water Heaters  
 Small Wind Energy Systems  
 Fuel Cells 

There are additional credits available for Home Builders and Commercial Building owners. And 
you can still get a tax credit for hybrids from Ford, GM and Nissan. 

The State of Florida has also created a special Florida Recovery website to track progress in 
drawing down federal stimulus funds.  
  

THE ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND CONSERVATION BLOCK GRANT 
 
The EEC block grant program, funded by the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act, 
provides formula grants for projects that reduce total energy use and greenhouse gas emissions 
and improve energy efficiency. The funding formula is based on population and the first rounds 
of block grants were automatically awarded to local government. In the second round of grants, 
local governments will have to apply for the funds for specific projects on a competitive basis.  
The Energy Department guidelines were ratified in 2007 and include anything from energy 
efficient traffic signals, to retrofitting air conditioning and heating systems in government 
buildings. In addition to government use, residential and commercial uses are also eligible. Other 
possible uses include energy audits, energy efficiency retrofits, development and implementation 
of advanced building codes, creation of financial incentive programs for energy efficiency 
improvements, transportation programs that conserve energy, projects the reduce and capture 
methane and other energy efficient programs. 
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Southwest Florida received over $8 million in energy grant money from the U.S. Department of 
Energy (DOE). The awards break down as follows: 
  
 Sarasota County –  $2,524,800 
 Charlotte County- 0 
 Collier County -  $3.04 million 
 Lee County-   $3.05 million 
 Hendry County – 0 
 Glades County-  
   
 Ft. Myers -   $753,000 
 Bonita Springs - $179,600 

Cape Coral  $1,407,100 
Sarasota  $598,100 
North Port  $476,100 
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ARRA Update 
Several federal agencies have been releasing guidance and grant opportunities, deadlines and general information 
on the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA).  
 
A large number of opportunities are becoming available as federal agencies implement the ARRA. You can search, 
monitor and review grant opportunities at Grants.gov; contract opportunities at FedBizOpps.gov; and loan 
opportunities at GovLoans.gov. To learn if you are eligible to receive government benefits, visit GovBenefits.gov. 
 
Below is an updated list organized by federal agency of opportunities and information most relevant to NARC 
members. Remember to visit www.recovery.gov for ARRA general federal updates, tracking, accountability, etc. 
 

 

Department of Agriculture (USDA) 
USDA Recovery webpage - http://www.usda.gov/wps/portal/?navid=USDA_ARRA 
 
Broadband 
USDA Secretary Tom Vilsack, Acting Federal Communications Commission Chairman 
Michael Copps and U.S. Department of Commerce Senior Advisor and Acting Chief of 
Staff Rick Wade kicked off the joint broadband initiative under ARRA, holding a series of 
public meetings to help shape the broadband program.  
 
Congress appropriated $4.7 billion to establish a Broadband Technology Opportunities 
Program for awards to eligible entities to develop and expand broadband services to unserved and 
underserved areas and improve access to broadband by public safety agencies. Of these funds, $250 
million will be available for innovative programs that encourage sustainable adoption of broadband services; 
at least $200 million will be available to upgrade technology and capacity at public computing centers, 
including community colleges and public libraries. Up to $350 million of the BTOP funding is designated for 
the development and maintenance of statewide broadband inventory maps. 
 
Public Comment Opportunity: 
The coordinating federal agencies are accepting public comment to inform accelerating broadband 
deployment from ARRA in unserved, underserved, and rural areas, and to strategic institutions. The request 
for information issued jointly by the National Telecommunications Information Administration (NTIA) and 
Rural Utility Services (RUS), solicits comments from interested parties on a wide range of topics (see 
below) critical to the design and implementation of NTIA's grant program and the Rural Utility Service's 
grant and loan program, including the establishment of selection criteria for grant awards, grant mechanics, 
the role of various stakeholders, and coordination between NTIA and RUS. The request for information also 
seeks comment on the creation of a national broadband map. All of these efforts should help inform the 
cross-agency work on the national broadband plan that will shortly be initiated by the Federal 
Communications Commission.  
 
Comments will be received up to 30 days (Deadline of April 12) after publication of the RFI in the Federal 
Register. Comments may be submitted via the Web, email or mail. Commenters are strongly encouraged to 
file via the website, www.ntia.doc.gov/broadbandgrants. All material sent via the U.S. Postal Service 
(including overnight or Express Mail) is subject to delivery delays of up to two weeks due to mail security 
procedures. Detailed requirements regarding submissions are set forth in the RFI. People submitting 
comments are advised that all comments received will be posted on the public Web site at 
www.ntia.doc.gov/broadbandgrants. 
 
NARC will be submitting public comment on these grants and the overall development of this program. 
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Rural Business Enterprise Grant Programs (RBEG)  
The Rural Business-Cooperative Service (RBS), an Agency within the USDA Rural Development mission area will 
solicit applications under the provisions of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) of 2009 for the 
Rural Business Enterprise Grant (RBEG) program when funds become available.  The primary objective of the 
program is to improve the economic conditions of rural areas.  Applications submitted for ARRA funding may be 
submitted to the USDA Rural Development State Office until funds are depleted or until a date to be published in 
Fiscal Year 2010, whichever occurs earlier. 

Funding Opportunity Number: RDBCP-09-RBEG-ARRA 
Total Funding: $20 million 
Approximate Number of Awards: Estimate 200 
Average Award: $99,000 
Anticipated Award Date: Ongoing as projects are funded. 
 
Applicant Requirements: 
Applicants eligible for RBEG funds are public bodies and private nonprofit corporations, such as States, counties, 
cities, townships, and incorporated towns and villages, boroughs, authorities, districts and Indian tribes on Federal 
and State reservations which will serve rural areas. “Rural area” for this program is defined as a city, town, or 
unincorporated area that has a population of 50,000 inhabitants or less, other than an urbanized area immediately 
adjacent to a city, town, or unincorporated area that has a population in excess of 50,000 inhabitants. Applications 
will only be accepted from eligible entities. Applications will not be considered for funding if they do not provide 
sufficient information to determine eligibility or are missing required elements.  

Assistance provided to rural areas under this program may include on-site technical assistance to local and regional 
governments, public transit agencies, and related non-profit and for-profit organizations in rural areas; the 
development of training materials; and the provision of necessary training assistance to local officials and agencies 
in rural areas.  

Click here for the grant announcement. 

 

Department of Commerce (DOC) 
DOC Recovery webpage - http://www.commerce.gov/Recovery/ 
 
Coastal and Marine Habitat Restoration Project Grants 
The principal objective of these NOAA Coastal and Marine Habitat Restoration Project 
Grants is to provide Federal financial and technical assistance to "ready-to-go" (shovel-
ready) projects that meet NOAA's mission to restore marine and coastal habitats and 
that will result in near-immediate stimulation of local United States (U.S.) economies 
through the creation or retention of restoration-related jobs for work in U.S. 
jurisdictions. 
 
Funding Opportunity Number: NOAA-NMFS-HCPO-2009-2001709 
Estimated Total Program Funding: $170 million 
Award Ceiling: $20 million 
Award Floor: $500,000 
Closing Date: April 6, 2009 
 
Eligible applicants are institutions of higher education, non- profits, commercial (for profit) organizations, U.S. 
Territories, and state, local and Indian tribal governments.  

Click here for more information. 
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EDA Recovery Act Funding  
Under this federal funding opportunity (FFO) announcement, EDA is soliciting applications for the EDA ARRA 
Program under the auspices of PWEDA. Specifically, the FFO pertains to applications for funding under EDA’s 
Public Works and Economic Adjustment Assistance programs only. Under this FFO, EDA will give priority 
consideration to those applications that will significantly benefit regions “that have experienced sudden and severe 
economic dislocation and job loss due to corporate restructuring,” as stipulated under the Recovery Act. EDA 
provides financial assistance to distressed communities in both urban and rural regions.  
 
Such distress may exist in a variety of forms, including high levels of unemployment, low income levels, large 
concentrations of low-income families, significant declines in per capita income, large numbers (or high rates) of 
business failures, sudden major layoffs or plant closures, trade impacts, military base closures, natural or other 
major disasters, depletion of natural resources, reduced tax bases, or substantial loss of population because of the 
lack of employment opportunities 
 
Funding Opportunity Number: EDA03102009RECOVERYACT 
Closing Date: June 30, 2010. Funds are available for obligation until September 30, 2010; however, it takes a 

minimum of 90 days from EDA's receipt of a complete application until award, when funds are 
obligated. 

 
Eligible Applicants include: 

• State governments  
• County governments  
• City or township governments  
• Special district governments  
• Public and State controlled institutions of higher education  
• Native American tribal governments (Federally recognized)  
• Nonprofits having a 501(c)(3) status with the IRS, other than institutions of higher education  
• Private institutions of higher education  
• District Organization 
• Indian Tribe or a consortium of Indian Tribes 
• State, a city or other political subdivision of a State, including a special purpose unit of a State or local 

government engaged in economic or infrastructure development activities, or a consortium of political 
subdivisions 

• institution of higher education or a consortium of institutions of higher education 
• public or private non-profit organization or association acting in cooperation with officials of a political 

subdivision of a State 
 
Click here for the full funding announcement. 
 
 

Department of Energy (DOE) 
DOE Recovery webpage - http://www.energy.gov/recovery/ 
 
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grants (Formula Grants)  
The ARRA appropriates funding for the DOE to issue/award formula-based grants under 
the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) Program. DOE’s 
authorization for this program is set forth in Title V, Subtitle E of the Energy 
Independence and Security Act (EISA) of 2007.  
 
With the total $3.2 billion that will be allotted through the EECBG Program, its purpose is 
to assist eligible entities in creating and implementing strategies to: 

• reduce fossil fuel emissions in a manner that is environmentally sustainable and, 
to the maximum extent practicable, maximizes benefits for local and regional communities; 

• reduce the total energy use of the eligible entities; and, 
• improve energy efficiency in the building sector, the transportation sector, and other appropriate sectors. 
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Cities and counties will receive nearly $1.9 billion. States and territories will receive nearly $770 million. More than 
$54 million will flow directly to tribal governments. States will receive and administer funds for those counties and 
cities that are not large enough to qualify for direct DOE funding. In addition, up to $456 million will be made 
available for local energy efficiency projects under a separate competitive solicitation to be released at a later date. 
 
Funding Opportunity Number: DE-FOA-0000013 
Closing Date: June 25, 2009 
Expected Number of Awards: 2200 
 
Eligible applicants include: 

• states 
• U.S. territories 
• units of local government 
• Indian tribes 

 
Click here for more information. 
 
Clean Cities FY09 Petroleum Reduction Technologies Projects for the 
Transportation Sector  
Under this Area of Interest funds are being offered for cost-shared projects that expand the use of alternative fueled 
vehicles and advanced technology vehicles. The installation or acquisition of infrastructure necessary to directly 
support an alternative fueled vehicle or advanced technology vehicle is also eligible. Operation and maintenance of 
vehicles, infrastructure and other associated equipment acquired through the program are also allowable within 
specified limits. 
 
Funding Opportunity Number: DE-PS26-09NT01236-04   
Closing Date: May 29, 2009 (Round 1) and September 30, 2009 (Round 2)  
Expected Number of Awards: 20   
Estimated Total Program Funding: $300 million   
Award Ceiling: $15 million   
Award Floor: $5 million   
Cost Sharing or Matching Requirement: Yes  
 
Eligible applicants include: 

• State or local governments 
• metropolitan transportation authority 
• combinations of the above 
• must have a designated Clean Cities Coalition in order to apply to the program funding.  
• Any of these four entities may be the lead applicant. 

 
Click here for more information on grant application procedures. 
Click here for more general information on the program. 
 
Weatherization Assistance Program (Formula Grants) 
ARRA appropriates funding for the DOE to issue/award formula-based grants under the Weatherization Assistance 
Program. The purpose of the Weatherization Assistance Program is to increase the energy efficiency of dwellings 
owned or occupied by low-income persons, reduce their total residential expenditures, and improve their health and 
safety. Click here to see how the formulas are allocated. 
 
Funding Opportunity Number: DE-FOA-0000051 
Closing Date: May 12, 2009 
 
Click here for more information. 
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Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) 
HUD Recovery webpage - http://www.hud.gov/recovery/ 
 
Neighborhood Stabilization Program  
Neighborhood Stabilization Program (NSP), round 2 will award competitive grants for 
activities eligible under division B, title III of the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 
2008 (Public Law 110-289, NSP round 1), to address home foreclosure and 
abandonment and for the provision of capacity building and support for NSP grantees. 
For programmatic funding, rating factors will include grantee capacity to execute projects, 
leveraging potential, and concentration of investment to achieve neighborhood 
stabilization. HUD must issue a NOFA with application requirements no later than May 3, 
2009. Grantees will prepare an application and complete citizen participation before submitting to HUD. Applications 
will be due to HUD not later than 150 days after enactment. HUD will review applications and make awards shortly 
thereafter. Grantees must expend at least 50 percent of each grant within 2 years and 100 percent within 3 years of 
grant award. HUD may also utilize a portion of available funding for a competitive technical assistance program to 
assist NSP grantees.  
 
Funding Opportunity Number: HUD-RA-04 
Closing Date: September 01, 2009 
Estimated Total Program Funding: $1.98 billion 
 
Eligible applicants include: 

• States 
• units of general local government 
• nonprofit entities 
• consortia of nonprofit entities, which may submit proposals in partnership with for profit entities 

 
Click here for more information. 
 
Community Development Block Grants 
Click here for more information 
 
Homelessness Prevention Fund 
Click here for more information 
 
 

Department of the Interior (DOI) 
DOI Recovery webpage - http://www.doi.gov/recovery/index.html 
 
 
 
 
 

Department of Labor (DOL) 
DOL Recovery webpage - http://www.dol.gov/recovery/ 
 
Department of Labor ARRA Competitive Grant Opportunities  
The ARRA provides $750 million for a program of competitive grants for worker 
training and placement in high growth and emerging industry sectors. Of that amount, 
$500 million is targeted for research, labor exchange, and job training projects that 
prepare workers for careers in energy efficiency and renewable energy as defined in 
the Green Jobs Act: energy efficient building, construction, and retrofitting; renewable 
electric power; energy efficient and advanced drive train vehicles; biofuels; 
deconstruction and materials use; energy efficiency assessment for residential, 
commercial, or industrial sector, and manufacturing of sustainable products using 
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sustainable processes. The remaining $250 million will be for projects in other high growth and emerging industry 
sectors with a priority for projects that prepare workers for careers in the health care sector and projects that are 
tied to industry sectors where jobs are being created as a result of ARRA investments such as infrastructure 
investments.  
 
The Department of Labor (DOL) is collaborating with other Federal agencies and developing a multi-pronged 
investment approach with these funds. DOL plans to issue Solicitations for Grant Awards (SGA) no later than June 
30, 2009. The SGA will provide specific requirements for use of the funds, certification, data reporting, performance 
measures, and other necessary information.  
 
DOL will be publishing the grant opportunities on Grants.gov. Information on grant opportunities will also be 
available on DOL’s Recovery Web site: http://www.dol.gov/recovery/ .This synopsis is for information purposes only.  
 
Formula Block Grant Allocations: 
Senior Community Service Employment and Native American Employment and Training Programs 
[MS Excel] [PDF]  
Workforce Investment Act and Employment Service / Wagner-Peyser Funded Activities 
[MS Excel] [PDF]  
Senior Community Service Employment Program 
[MS Excel] [PDF]  
 
 

Department of Transportation (DOT) 
DOT Recovery webpage - http://www.dot.gov/recovery/  
 
FHWA Recovery webpage - http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/economicrecovery/index.htm 
 
FRA Recovery webpage - http://www.fra.dot.gov/us/content/2153 
 
FTA Recovery webpage - http://www.fta.dot.gov/index_9440.html 

• FTA Federal Register Notice of allocation of funds. 
  
FAA Recovery webpage - http://www.faa.gov/recovery/ 

• ARRA guidance (PDF)  
• ARRA Questions and Answers  
• Airport Projects by Category (PDF)  
• FY 2009 Cumulative Approved ARRA Grants (MS Excel)  

 
 
 
 
 

Corps of Engineers (Corps) 
Corps Recovery webpage - http://www.usace.army.mil/recovery/Pages/default.aspx 
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Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
EPA Recovery webpage - http://www.epa.gov/recovery/ 
 
Brownfields Job Training Grants 
EPA is soliciting applications from eligible governmental entities and non-profit 
organizations to provide environmental job training projects that will promote job creation 
and economic development by facilitating the assessment, remediation, or preparation of 
brownfields sites. Total funding allotted for this program is $5 million, with a project ceiling 
$500,000. EPA expects to award ten projects. 
 
Funding Opportunity Number: EPA-ARRA--OSWER-OBLR-JT. 
Deadline for submission: April 20, 2009. 
 
Eligible applicants must identify and propose to serve a community that currently receives, or has received, financial 
assistance (federal, state, or tribal) for brownfields assessment, revolving loan fund, cleanup, site-specific work 
carried out by state or tribal response programs, and/or targeted brownfields assessments performed directly by 
EPA. Furthermore, under this opportunity, the Agency is soliciting applications for projects that can be started 
expeditiously by applicants who can demonstrate the ability to contribute to economic recovery through the creation 
and/or preservation of jobs. The full RFA is expected to be posted by March 19, 2009. Once it is issued, this 
synopsis will be modified to include the link to the full announcement. 
 
Click here for more information on the grant program. 
Click here for application guidelines. 
 
SmartWay Clean Diesel Finance Program 
The EPA’s National Clean Diesel Campaign and SmartWay Transport Partnership are announcing the availability of 
funding assistance through the ARRA, and the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (EPAct 2005). Under the ARRA and 
EPAct 2005, EPA’s SmartWay Clean Diesel Finance Program is soliciting applications for projects that can be 
commenced expeditiously and that reduce diesel emissions and maximize job creation and preservation through 
the creation of national, state or local innovative financing program(s). Innovative financial projects include, but are 
not limited to, those where the loan recipient receives a unique financial incentive (i.e., better than regular market 
rates or conditions) for the purchase or of retrofitted vehicles or equipment.  
 
The program provides $30 million in new funding to support projects that reduce diesel emissions and maximize job 
creation and preservation through the creation of national, state or local innovative financial program(s). 
 
Funding Opportunity Number: EPA-ARRA-OAR-OTAQ-09-04 
Closing Date: April 28, 2009 
EPA evaluations: May 2009 
Project review and award: May/June 2009 
Project implementation: June 2009 to September 30, 2011 
 
Eligible applicants include: 

• U.S. regional, State, local or tribal agencies or port authorities with jurisdiction over transportation or air 
quality  

• Nonprofit organizations or institutions that:  
• represent or provide pollution reduction or educational services to persons or organizations that own or 

operate diesel fleets; or  
• have, as their principal purpose, the promotion of transportation or air quality  
• School districts, municipalities, metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs), cities and counties are all 

eligible entities under this assistance agreement program to the extent that they fall within the definition 
above.  

 
Click here for more information. 
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National Clean Diesel Funding Assistance Program 
The EPA’s National Clean Diesel Campaign is announcing the availability of funding assistance through the ARRA 
and the Energy Policy Act of 2005, (EPAct 2005). Projects must be able to commence expeditiously and reduce 
diesel emissions and maximize job creation and preservation through a variety of diesel emission reduction 
strategies. Eligible projects must include one or more of the following diesel emissions reduction solutions: verified 
emission control technologies including retrofit devices, cleaner fuels, and engine upgrades, idle reduction 
technologies; certified engine repowers; and/or certified vehicle or equipment replacement. Eligible vehicles, 
engines and equipment may include but are not limited to: buses; medium-duty or heavy-duty trucks; marine 
engines; locomotives; and non-road engines or vehicles used in: i) construction; ii) handling or cargo (including at a 
port or airport); iii) agriculture; iv) mining; or v) energy production.  
 
Although this is a National competition, applicants must submit applications to the EPA Region in which the project 
will take place. Assistance agreements funded under this announcement will be evaluated and awarded by each of 
EPA’s ten Regional Offices. 
 
Funding Opportunity Number: EPA-ARRA-OAR-OTAQ-09-06 
Closing Date: April 28, 2009 
Expected Number of Awards: 150 
Estimated Total Program Funding: $156 million 
Award Ceiling: $10 million 
Award Floor: $250,000 
 

Eligible applicants include: 
• U.S. regional, State, local or tribal agencies or port authorities with jurisdiction over transportation or air 

quality  
• Nonprofit organizations or institutions that:  

o represent or provide pollution reduction or educational services to persons or organizations that 
own or operate diesel fleets; or  

o have, as their principal purpose, the promotion of transportation or air quality.  
• School districts, municipalities, metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs), cities and counties are all 

eligible entities under this assistance agreement program to the extent that they fall within the definition 
above.  

 
Click here for more information. 
 
State Revolving Funds 
Click here to access EPA guidance. 
 
Water Quality Management Plans 
Click here for access EPA guidance. 

 
 
 

334 of 402

http://epa.gov/recovery/where.html
http://epa.gov/otaq/eparecovery/prognational.htm
http://www.epa.gov/water/eparecovery/docs/2009-03-02_Final_ARRA_SRF_Guidance.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/water/eparecovery/docs/604bARRA_guidance_memo_FINAL.pdf


_____________Agenda  
________________Item 

 
5e 

 

FDOT Stimulus Update  

 
5e 

 
5e 

335 of 402



FDOT LIST OF ECONOMIC STIMULUS BILL PROJECTS 

Proposed highway, transit and transportation enhancement projects to be funded from the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act have been submitted to the Florida Legislative 
Budget Commission for review and approval. The project lists are attached for your review and 
are available from the Florida Office of Economic Recovery Web page at:  

http://flarecovery.com/documents and also from the FDOT Web page for Economic Stimulus at: 
http://www.dot.state.fl.us/planning/economicstimulus/. 

 

4/09 
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District County Agency Project 

Type

Project Description Type Letting LAP or 

FDOT

Total ARRA 

Local Stimulus 

Funding

1 Charlotte Charlotte County Bridge Cape Haze bridge culvert replacement including earthwork and approaches over 

Amberjack waterway on Cape Haze Drive

Conventional FDOT  $     1,230,207.00 

Charlotte County Road SR 776 - Coliseums Blvd - construct left turn lanes, and install new mast arms Design/Build FDOT  $         830,661.00 

Charlotte County Road Murdock Circle  - Veterans Blvd - Add right turn lanes ($33,543 LF Needed) Design/Build FDOT  $         392,559.00 

Charlotte County Road US 41   -Midway Blvd - Add left turn lane Design/Build FDOT  $         375,950.00 

Charlotte County Road Murdock Circle  - US 41  -Add left turn lanes ($31,748 LF Needed) Design/Build FDOT  $         375,950.00 

Charlotte County Road SR 776  @ Oriole Blvd - extend left turn lane with median modifications Design/Build FDOT  $           79,394.00 

Collier Collier County Bridge Judge SS Jolley Bridge Replacement (local stimulus funds supplement flexible statewide 

funds)

Conventional FDOT  $     5,593,031.00 

Desoto Desoto County Road Resurfacing SW CR 760 from US 17 to CR 769  - 4.83 miles long Design/Build FDOT  $     2,343,856.00 

The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA)

Local Stimulus Projects as of April 1, 2009
Surface Transportation Program (STP) Funding

LIST OF SELECTED PROJECTS – The following list of transportation projects recommended for funding by the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) has been submitted to the Florida 

Legislative Budget Commission (LBC) for review and approval.  Action by the Commission is expected no sooner than April 15, 2009.  The list will then be submitted to the Federal Highway 

Administration for review and approval.

SELECTING PROJECTS FOR ARRA FUNDING – The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has been working with cities, counties, Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) and other 

transportation partners throughout the state to develop the list of selected projects.  This effort is based on the established transportation planning processes.    Thirty percent of the highway and 

bridge funds were allocated for locally-prioritized projects.  For areas with a population greater than 200,000, Metropolitan Planning Organizations selected projects with input from local governments 

in their area and technical support from the FDOT to ensure project eligibility.

FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS FOR TRANSPORTATION STIMULUS PROJECTS - All candidate projects must meet federal requirements for federal transportation aid and have been assessed to ensure these 

requirements can be met within the approval timelines. The following are examples of requirements applicable to transportation projects funded under the Act:

•           All projects in a metropolitan area must be included in an approved Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).  All projects located 

in a non-metropolitan area must be included in the STIP.

•           Transit projects must be coordinated with the relevant transit operating agency, MPO or FDOT.

•           Rail and airport projects should be coordinated with the relevant MPO and FDOT.

•           Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), all projects must have completed the required assessments of environmental impacts.

•           Right of way on projects must have been acquired pursuant to the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies.

•           American iron, steel and manufactured goods are to be used in projects, except in certain instances.

FACTORS FOR PRIORITIZING PROJECTS – Priority projects are those “shovel ready” projects which:

•        Have been deferred by the state

•        Are tied to concurrency where development is being held up

•        Have the potential to generate revenues and jobs

•        Are geographically balanced

•        Provide congestion relief

•        Are located in economically distressed areas

•        Can be completed within 3 years

All Florida Local Stimulus Projects Page 1 Printed: 4/2/200910:03 AM
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The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA)

Local Stimulus Projects as of April 1, 2009
Surface Transportation Program (STP) Funding

Glades Glades County Road CR 720 from Hendry County Line to about 4.8 miles north of Hendry County Line - 

resurfacing

Design/Build FDOT  $     1,949,135.00 

Hardee Bowling Green Road Resurface Main Street about 1.0 mile east of US17 to Doc Coil Road  -Total length 3.5 miles Design/Build FDOT  $     1,176,086.00 

Hendry Hendry County Road Resurfacing - CR 832 - SR29 to 9.0 miles east of SR29 Design/Build FDOT  $     4,052,553.00 

Highlands Highlands County Road Memorial  Dr.- from Sebring PKWY to Manatee Dr.-resurface 2.2 miles Design/Build FDOT  $     1,010,315.00 

Highlands County Road CR 621 - from US 17 to Crocket Road - resurface 0.6 miles Design/Build FDOT  $         278,501.00 

Highlands County Road Kenilworth Blvd. - from Lakeview Dr. to Persimmon Ave- resurface 0.4 miles Design/Build FDOT  $         231,362.00 

Lake Placid Road CR 17(S  Main Street) from Poinsettia St to West Interlake BLVD.-resurface .5 miles Design/Build FDOT  $         174,403.00 

Sebring Road Home Avenue resurface 0.2 miles Design/Build FDOT  $           95,290.00 

Lee City of Fort Myers Bridge Cortez Road culvert replacement @ Ft. Myers High School - includes earthwork, sidewalk 

repair, guardrail installation, and placement of riprap

Conventional LAP  $         500,000.00 

City of Fort Myers Bridge Carrell Road Culvert Replacement includes earthwork, sidewalk repair, guardrail 

installation, and placement of riprap

Conventional LAP  $         300,000.00 

FDOT Road SR 739 (Metro Parkway) from US 41 to Six Mile Cypress (local stimulus funds supplement 

flexible statewide funds)

Conventional LAP  $     5,000,000.00 

Lee County Road Add Paved Shoulders on Buckingham Road from SR 82 to Neal Road Conventional LAP  $         800,000.00 

Lee County Road Daniels Parkway @ Bell Tower Road - construct left turn lane Conventional LAP  $         600,000.00 

Lee County Road Summerlin Road Bike Lane @ Sanibel Toll Plaza, Intersection delineation and construct 2.1 

miles of bike lane

Conventional LAP  $         535,969.00 

Lee County Road Sunshine Blvd @ Lee Boulevard - construct dual left turn lane, replace existing cross drain, 

sidewalk repair

Conventional LAP  $         500,000.00 

Lee County Road Homestead Road @ Milwaukee Blvd - construct left turn lane Conventional LAP  $         100,000.00 

Manatee City of Anna Maria Bridge Bridges- Crescent Ave & North Bay Blvd - repair pile jackets, columns, guardrail Design/Build FDOT  $         775,169.00 

City of Anna Maria Road Pine Avenue from Gulf Drive to Bay Blvd-resurface-0.504 miles Design/Build FDOT  $         186,264.00 

City of Anna Maria Road Gulf Drive from Willow Avenue to Pine Ave-resurface-0.293 miles Design/Build FDOT  $         112,229.00 

City of Bradenton Bridge 9th Ave W bridge replacement at Wares Creek including removal of existing bridge and 

replace with new 58' structure with improved earthwork and approaches ($383,237 LF 

Needed)

Design/Build FDOT  $     1,000,000.00 

City of Bradenton 

Beach

Road SR 789/Gulf Drive Corridor Improvements.  From south of Cortez to North of 5th St on 

West side, and from South of 2nd to North of 5th on East side, includes sidewalks, lighting, 

landscaping

Conventional FDOT  $         830,169.00 

City of Holmes Beach Road East Bay Dr/Gulf Dr- Signal upgrade to mast arms Conventional FDOT  $           78,110.00 

City of Palmetto Road Realign 23rd Street West from 8th Ave. West to 14th Ave. West includes total 

reconstruction of 0.617 miles of roadway to improve roadway geometries

Design/Build LAP  $         800,000.00 

City of Palmetto Road 10th Street from 8th Ave to 14th Ave (1700 LF / 0.322 miles)-resurface Design/Build LAP  $           96,873.00 

Manatee County Road University Parkway from US 301 to I-75 - Resurface Conventional LAP  $     3,189,595.00 

Okeechobee Okeechobee County Bridge SE 43rd Ave.-bridge replacement includes earthwork and approaches Design/Build FDOT  $     1,268,115.00 

1 Polk FDOT Road East/West Road - New Construction Conventional FDOT  $     9,099,366.00 

Sarasota City of North Port Road Sumter Blvd from Hansard Ave to City Center Blvd, add left turn lane and improve 

intersections, widen bridge, & resurfacing

Conventional LAP  $     1,448,068.00 

All Florida Local Stimulus Projects Page 2 Printed: 4/2/200910:03 AM
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The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA)

Local Stimulus Projects as of April 1, 2009
Surface Transportation Program (STP) Funding

City of Sarasota Road Siesta Drive Drainage (between North Siesta Bridge and Henson Bayoo Bridge) includes 

replacement existing cross drains and lateral drains with 24 inch pipe and reconstruct 

roadway

Conventional LAP  $     1,053,068.00 

City of Venice Road Venice Ave at Harbor Drive intersection improvements - remove mast arms to install side 

signals, adjust ADA ramps, mill and pave, stamp asphalt crosswalks, and bump outs

Conventional LAP  $         455,000.00 

Sarasota County Road University Parkway from US 301 to I-75 - Resurface Conventional LAP  $     2,148,068.00 

Sarasota County Road Venice Ave Resurfacing (Ramsey to Jacaranda) Design/Build LAP  $         816,068.00 

Sarasota County Road University Parkway from US 41 to US 301 - Resurface Design/Build LAP  $         753,068.00 

Sarasota County Road Cattlemen Rd - Bahai Vista to south of Fruitville  mill and resurface 3 lane segment for 1.28 

miles

Design/Build LAP  $         395,068.00 

District 1 Total  $   53,029,520.00 

2 Alachua Alachua County Road SR 45, Turn Lane construction Design/Build FDOT  $         811,000.00 

Alachua County Road SW 122nd Street (Phase 1), Resurfacing Design/Build FDOT  $         650,000.00 

Gainesville MTPO Road North Main Street, Resurfacing Design/Build FDOT  $     1,100,000.00 

Gainesville MTPO Road NW 34th Street, Sidewalk construction Local Agency LAP  $     1,000,000.00 

Gainesville MTPO Road W 6th Street, Rail Trail Local Agency LAP  $     1,000,000.00 

Gainesville MTPO Road Purchase Transit Vehicles, Purchase Vehicles Grant (JPA) LAP  $         692,296.00 

Gainesville MTPO Road NE 8th Avenue, Resurfacing Local Agency LAP  $         300,000.00 

Baker Baker County Road CR 125, Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $         895,800.00 

Bradford Bradford County Road NW CR 229, Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $         957,200.00 

Clay Clay County Road CR 214 East, Resurfacing, add paved shoulders Design/Build FDOT  $     1,279,900.00 

North Florida TPO Road Peoria Road, Operational Improvements Conventional FDOT  $     1,550,000.00 

North Florida TPO Road Knight Boxx (CR 220B), Resurfacing Design/Build FDOT  $         480,000.00 

North Florida TPO Road Kingsley Avenue @ US 17, Construct Right Turn Lane Design/Build FDOT  $         420,000.00 

Columbia Columbia County Road Lake Jeffrey Road, Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $     1,810,844.00 

Columbia County Road CR 129/CR 250, Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $         398,400.00 

Dixie Dixie County Road US 19, Turn Lanes and Drainage Work Conventional FDOT  $         635,400.00 

Duval North Florida TPO Road Alta Drive/New Berlin Road, Resurfacing , add paved shoulders Local Agency LAP  $     7,500,000.00 

North Florida TPO Road 9th Street South, Resurface, Drainage, safety, signals Design/Build FDOT  $     5,055,466.00 

Gilchrist Gilchrist County Road CR 341, Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $         591,100.00 

Hamilton Hamilton County Road CR 135, Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $         789,200.00 

Lafayette Lafayette County Road CR 354, Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $         469,391.00 

Levy Levy County Road CR 40, Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $     1,179,400.00 

Madison Madison County Road CR 53, Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $     1,071,800.00 

Nassau Nassau County Road CR 2, Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $         352,400.00 

North Florida TPO Road 14th Street, Resurfacing Design/Build FDOT  $         660,000.00 

North Florida TPO Road 8th Street, Resurfacing Design/Build FDOT  $         115,000.00 

Putnam Putnam County Road CR 315, Sidewalk Local Agency LAP  $         627,760.00 

Putnam County Road Silver Lake Drive, Box Culvert Replacement Local Agency LAP  $         600,000.00 

Putnam County Road Lake Street, Sidewalk Local Agency LAP  $         244,700.00 

Putnam County Road Moseley Avenue, Resurfacing Local Agency LAP  $         212,750.00 
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Putnam County Road St. Johns Avenue, Resurfacing Local Agency LAP  $         169,440.00 

Putnam County Road East Grand Rondo, Sidewalk Construction Local Agency LAP  $         101,250.00 

St. Johns North Florida TPO Road I-95 @ SR 207, Ramp Improvements Conventional FDOT  $     2,211,539.00 

North Florida TPO Road CR 214 (West King Street), Resurface Local Agency LAP  $     2,169,200.00 

North Florida TPO Road CR 210 and  Racetrack Road, Signal System Upgrade Local Agency LAP  $     1,266,996.00 

North Florida TPO Road Sidewalks @ various Locations, Sidewalk Local Agency LAP  $         875,443.00 

St. Johns County Road CR 214, Resurfacing, add paved Shoulders Local Agency LAP  $         765,900.00 

St. Johns County Road CR 214, Pipe and Box Culvert Extensions Local Agency LAP  $         198,371.00 

Suwannee Suwannee County Road CR 252, Widening & Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $     1,357,200.00 

Taylor Taylor County Road CR 14, Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $         915,200.00 

Union Union County Road CR 231, Resurfacing Conventional FDOT  $         573,600.00 

District 2 Total  $   44,053,946.00 

3 Bay Bay County Bridge CR 3031 over Grand Lagoon Bridge No. 460055 (local stimulus funds supplement flexible 

statewide funds)

Conventional LAP  $     5,510,704.00 

Bay County Road CR 28 (11th Street) from Tyndall Pkwy to Beck Ave (alternate project if CR 3031 over 

Grand Lagoon Bridge is not funded)

Design/Build LAP  $                        -   

Bay County Road Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Phase III (alternate project if CR 3031 over Grand 

Lagoon Bridge is not funded)

Design/Build LAP  $                        -   

Calhoun Calhoun County Road Rural Road Safety Improvements and Markings Conventional FDOT  $         450,000.00 

City of Blountstown Road City Streets Safety Improvements and Markings Conventional FDOT  $           55,000.00 

Escambia Escambia County Road CR 453/W Street From N/ Us 29 To Fairfield Dr Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $     2,884,020.00 

Escambia County Road CR 95A Old Palafox Highway from Memory Lane to N 9 Mile Road Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $     2,308,142.00 

Escambia County Road CR 95A Old Palafox Highway from E Roberts Blvd to 9 Mile Rd Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $     1,935,610.00 

Escambia County Road CR 498/Copter Road From Ellyson Pk Entry To 9 Mile Rd Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $         599,320.00 

Escambia County Road CR 297 Dog Track Road from 5,940' North to Gulf Beach Highway Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $         493,143.00 

Town of Century Road US 29 Drainage Improvements Conventional FDOT  $         500,000.00 

Franklin Franklin County Road St. George Island Sidewalks Design/Build LAP  $         214,102.00 

Gadsden City of Gretna Road City Streets Sidewalk Project Design/Build FDOT  $         400,000.00 

Gadsden County Road Gadsden County Resurfacing and/or  Urban Road Safety Improvements and Markings Conventional LAP  $         596,702.00 

Gadsden County Road CR 12B Glades Road from US 27 to CR 12 Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $         574,383.00 

Gadsden County Road County Road Resurfacing and/or Rural Road Safety Improvements and Markings Conventional LAP  $         500,000.00 

Gadsden County Road CR 269 (South Main St.) from US 90 to 1/4 Mile South of US 90 Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $         272,022.00 

Gulf Gulf County Road CR 30A  from SR 30E/Cape San Blas Rd to approx 0.3 mile east Conventional LAP  $         170,000.00 

Holmes Holmes County Road Rural Road Safety Improvements and Markings Conventional LAP  $         450,000.00 

Town of Esto Road SR 79 First Avenue Sidewalks Design/Build FDOT  $         110,000.00 

Town of Noma Road CR 175 Sidewalks from Hwy 2 to Noma Cemetery Sidewalks Design/Build FDOT  $         110,000.00 

Jackson City of Marianna Road College Street from Kelson to 9th Avenue Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $         314,931.00 

City of Marianna Road Milton Avenue from Baltzell to US 90 Resurfacing Conventional LAP  $         306,898.00 

Jackson County Road SR 166 from Bales Avenue to Marianna High School Sidewalks Design/Build LAP  $         938,489.00 

Jackson County Road City of Marianna Crosswalk Safety Improvements Design/Build LAP  $         162,617.00 

Town of Grand Ridge Road SR 69 Sidewalk Project Phase I  Sidewalks Design/Build FDOT  $         309,392.00 
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Jefferson Jefferson County Road County Road Resurfacing and/or Rural Road Safety Improvements and Markings Design/Build FDOT  $         700,000.00 

Leon City of Tallahassee Road Idlewild Drive from Apalachee Parkway to Trojan Trail Bikeway Expansion / Improvements Design/Build LAP  $         728,848.00 

City of Tallahassee Road Joe Louis Street from Alabama Street to Preston Street Sidewalks Design/Build LAP  $         412,383.00 

City of Tallahassee Road Ingleside Avenue at end of sidewalk E of Martin Street to Terrace Street Sidewalks Design/Build LAP  $         329,822.00 

City of Tallahassee Road Lake Bradford Corridor from Stadium Drive to Pineview Elementary Sidewalks Design/Build LAP  $         174,865.00 

City of Tallahassee Road Lucy Street from Magnolia Drive to Hillcrest Street Sidewalks Design/Build LAP  $         157,202.00 

Leon County Road Velda Dairy Road from Bradfordville Road to Kerry Forest Parkway Sidewalks Design/Build LAP  $         484,376.00 

Leon County Road Meridian Road and Bannerman Road Conventional LAP  $         450,000.00 

Leon County Road Meridian Road and Ox Bottom Road Conventional LAP  $         450,000.00 

Leon County Road Dempsey Mayo Road from Mahan Drive to Miccosukee Road Sidewalks Design/Build LAP  $         342,893.00 

Leon County Road Perkins Road from N Monroe Street to Old Bainbridge Road Sidewalks Design/Build LAP  $           97,738.00 

Liberty City of Bristol Road CR 12 Sidewalk Project Phase 1 Design/Build FDOT  $         220,000.00 

Liberty County Road Rural Road Safety Improvements and Markings Conventional LAP  $         228,445.00 

3 Okaloosa City of Fort Walton Bch Road Memorial Pkwy NW from Hollywood Blvd to SR 189 Beal Pkwy Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $         494,771.00 

City of Fort Walton Bch Road Bay Dr SE from Bay Dr SE to Bay Dr NE Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $         204,526.00 

Okaloosa County Road Hollywood Boulevard from Hill Avenue to Mary Esther Blvd Drainage Improvements and 

Resurfacing

Conventional LAP  $     2,450,653.00 

City of Destin Road Scenic Highway US 98 Reconstruction and Landscaping Design/Build FDOT  $         760,955.00 

City of Fort Walton Bch Road Country Club Ave NE from Monday Rd NE to Mooney Rd NE Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $         448,334.00 

City of Fort Walton Bch Road Yacht Club Drive NE from SR 189 Beal Pkwy to SR 85 Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $         231,343.00 

City of Fort Walton Bch Road Wright Pkwy SW from US 98 Miracle Strip Pkwy to Hollywood Blvd SW Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $         228,272.00 

City of Niceville Road SR 285 Sidewalks Design/Build FDOT  $         182,439.00 

City of Crestview Road Brookmeade Drive  Sidewalks Design/Build LAP  $         110,000.00 

Wakulla City of St Marks Road SR 363 (north of Pine Street) Crosswalk and Sidewalks Conventional FDOT  $           50,000.00 

Wakulla County Road US 319 Crawfordville Highway @ Russell Drive Intersection Improvements Conventional FDOT  $         417,714.00 

Wakulla County Road County Road Resurfacing and/or Rural Road Safety Improvements and Markings Conventional LAP  $         200,000.00 

Walton Walton County Road CR 30A from west of Topsail Hill State Park to east of Sunrise Circle Resurfacing Design/Build LAP  $         925,630.00 

City of Defuniak Springs Road Live Oak Avenue from 20th to 25th St Sidewalks Design/Build FDOT  $         141,098.00 

City of Defuniak Springs Road 19th Street from North Hedger to Live Oak Sidewalks Design/Build FDOT  $         110,281.00 

City of Freeport Road SR 20 from Kylea Laird Dr to SR 883/SR 20 Intersection Sidewalks Design/Build LAP  $         110,000.00 

Walton County Road CR 30A Big Redfish Lake Pedestrian Bridge Conventional LAP  $         569,900.00 

Washington Washington County Road County Road Resurfacing and/or Rural Road Safety Improvements and Markings Conventional LAP  $         720,000.00 

District 3 Total  $   33,297,963.00 

4 Broward  Broward County  Transit Bus shelters  N/A FDOT/FTA  $     3,867,121.00 

FDOT (Deerfield Beach, 

Broward)

Road and 

Bridge

Reconstruct County Road 811 (Dixie Hwy) with new bridge over Florida East Coast 

Railroad, from State Road 810 (Hillsboro Blvd.) to Broward/Palm Beach County Line 

Design-Build FDOT  $   37,105,534.00 

Indian River FDOT (Indian River Road Resurface County Road 507 from Fellsmere city limits to Brevard County line Conventional FDOT  $         916,000.00 

County)

FDOT (Sebastian) Road Rehabilitate/resurface and improve drainage Barber Street from Schumann Drive to 

County Road 512

Conventional FDOT  $     2,200,812.00 
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FDOT (Vero Beach) Road Resurface 20th Avenue from Oslo Road to State Road 60 Conventional FDOT  $     2,110,000.00 

Martin Martin County Road Resurface CR 609 from SR 710 to CR 714 Conventional LAP  $     2,100,000.00 

Martin County Road Resurface Baker Road from Publix property line to Savannah Road Conventional LAP  $         250,000.00 

Martin County

(Stuart)

Road Construct southbound right turn lane on SR 707 @ NW Wright Blvd Conventional LAP  $         216,849.00 

Palm Beach FDOT (Belle Glade) Road Reconstruct SE 3rd Street from Martin Luther King Boulevard to SE Avenue G with 

stormwater utilities, curb and gutter, sidewalks

Design-Build FDOT  $     2,200,000.00 

FDOT (Palm Beach 

County, Boca Raton)

Road Reconstruct County Road 811 (Dixie Highway) from Broward/Palm Beach County Line to 

18th Street 

Design-Build FDOT  $     4,484,687.00 

Palm Beach County Road Resurface Military Trail from Clint Moore Road to Lake Worth Road with ADA ramps and 

guardrail upgrade

Conventional LAP  $     7,000,000.00 

Palm Beach County 

(Boynton Beach)

Road Roadway improvements on Seacrest and Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. including lighting, 

crosswalks, sidewalk improvements, pavers and traffic circles to slow traffic through 

residential areas

Conventional LAP  $     1,998,838.00 

Palm Beach County 

(Tequesta)

Bridge Replace Tequesta Drive Bridge and approaches including utility improvements Conventional LAP  $     3,000,000.00 

Riviera Beach Road Resurface Blue Heron Blvd/SR A1A from US 1 to South of Burnt Bridge. This includes 

sidewalks, lighting, drainage and landscaping

Conventional LAP  $     3,500,000.00 

Royal Palm Beach Road Convert Okeechobee Blvd (40th Street) to urban section with drainage, bike lanes and 

bike/ped paths

Conventional LAP  $     2,000,000.00 

Wellington Road Resurface Forest Hill Blvd. from Southern Blvd to Florida's Turnpike. This includes 

sidewalks, lighting, drainage, bike lane, street furniture and signage

Conventional LAP  $     3,000,000.00 

St. Lucie Fort Pierce Road Reconstruct 13th Street from Orange Avenue to Avenue I (Phase II) and improve 

intersection

Conventional LAP  $     1,368,986.00 

Port St. Lucie Road Reconstruction of existing two lanes on Westmoreland Boulevard from Bakersfield Street 

to Cambridge Drive

Conventional LAP  $     1,754,012.00 

St. Lucie County Bridge Replace Juanita Avenue Bridge Conventional LAP  $     1,155,082.00 

District 4 Total  $   80,227,921.00 

5 Brevard Brevard County Road Resurfacing, Sarno Rd From Wickham Rd To Croton Rd Conventional LAP  $     1,041,225.00 

Brevard County Road Resurfacing, Wickham Rd., From South of Post Rd. To North of Parkway Dr. Conventional LAP  $         931,730.00 

Brevard County Road Resurfacing, Sisson Rd., From SR 405 To SR 50 Conventional LAP  $         896,751.00 

Brevard County Road Resurfacing, Cox Road From 300' North of SR 520 To SR 524 Conventional LAP  $         838,313.00 

Brevard County Road Resurfacing, Micco Road From Dottie Lane To 1 Mile West Of Dottie Lane Conventional LAP  $         500,000.00 

Brevard County Road Resurfacing, Sykes Creek Parkway, From Merritt Avenue To North Banana River Dr. Conventional LAP  $         303,144.00 

Brevard County Road Resurfacing, Old Dixie Highway, From Draa Rd. To SR 406 Conventional LAP  $           75,501.00 

Brevard County Road Resurfacing, North Riverside Drive, From Eau Gallie Blvd. To US 192 Conventional LAP  $           50,000.00 

Brevard County Road Resurfacing, Sheridan Road From John Rodes Blvd. To Wickham Rd. Conventional LAP  $           50,000.00 

City of Cape Canaveral Road Resurfacing, Ridgewood Ave., From Grant to E. Central Blvd. Conventional LAP 181,563.00$         

City of Cocoa Road Drainage Pipe, School Street, From Fiske Blvd to Pineda St. Conventional LAP  $         209,982.00 

City of Cocoa Beach Road Resurfacing, Ocean Beach Blvd, From Young Avenue To Flagler Lane Conventional LAP  $         262,282.00 

City of Indialantic Road Resurfacing, North Riverside Drive, From North of Town Limits (Watson) To US 192
 Conventional LAP 56,321.00$           
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City of Indian Harbor Bch Road Resurfacing, North Riverside Drive,  From Eau Gallie Blvd To US 192 Conventional LAP  $         177,147.00 

City of Melbourne Road Resurfacing, Hibiscus Blvd, From Airport To SR 5 (US 1) Conventional LAP  $         870,000.00 

City of Melbourne Road Resurfacing, Lake Washington Road, From Croton Rd. To US 1 Conventional LAP  $         476,848.00 

City of Melbourne Bch Road Asphalt Overlay of Walkway, Oak St., From Driftwood Ave. To Pompano Dr. Conventional LAP  $           30,000.00 

City of Melbourne Bch Road Stormwater Drainage, Riverside Dr. @ Sunset Blvd. Conventional LAP  $           20,960.00 

City of Palm Bay Road Resurfacing, Cogan Dr., From SE Babcock St. To San Filippo Conventional LAP  $         868,501.30 

City of Palm Bay Road Resurfacing, Troutman Blvd From Port Malabar To Palm Bay Rd Conventional LAP  $         715,643.00 

City of Palm Shores Road Resurfacing, Wickham Rd., From Post Rd. To Parkway Dr. Conventional LAP  $             8,152.00 

City of Rockledge Road Resurfacing, Murrell Rd. From Levitt Rd. To Gus Hipp Blvd. Conventional LAP  $         359,074.00 

City of Satellite Beach Road Resurfacing, Jackson Ave From Pineapple St To DRSCC Entrance Conventional LAP 203,138.00$         

City of Titusville Road Resurfacing, Park Ave., From Knox McRae Dr. To SR 405 Conventional LAP  $         225,850.00 

City of Titusville Road Resurfacing, Sisson Rd., From SR 405 To SR 50 Conventional LAP  $         178,624.00 

City of Titusville Road Resurfacing, S. Singleton Ave., From Tropic St. To Garden St (SR 406) Conventional LAP  $         131,399.00 

City of West Melbourne Road Resurfacing, Sheridan Rd From John Rodes Blvd To Wickham Rd Conventional LAP  $         196,052.00 

Town of Grant-Valkaria Road Resurfacing, Micco Road From Dottie Lane To 1 Mile West of Dottie Lane Conventional LAP  $           30,158.00 

Town of Malabar Road Drainage Pipe Repair, Atz Rd. @ Westside of Corey Rd. Conventional LAP  $           13,000.00 

Town of Malabar Road Drainage Pipe Repair, Hall Rd. @ Westside of Corey Rd. Conventional LAP  $           13,000.00 

Town of Malabar Road Drainage Pipe, Atz Rd. @ Eastside of Weber Rd. Conventional LAP  $           13,000.00 

Town of Malabar Road Resurface  Apron, SR 514 @ Marie St.-Northside and Southside Conventional LAP  $             6,500.00 

Town of Malabar Road Resurface Apron, SR 514 @ Pine St. - Southside Conventional LAP  $             4,000.00 

Town of Malabar Road Resurface Apron, SR 514 @ Weber-Southside Conventional LAP  $             4,142.00 

Flagler City of Palm Coast Bridge Rehabilitation of Bridge #734061, Palm Harbor Parkway Over Club House Waterway Conventional LAP  $     1,000,000.00 

Flagler County Bridge Bridge Replacement #734081 on CR 305 Conventional LAP  $     1,500,000.00 

Flagler County/City of 

Palm Coast

Road Lehigh Rail Trail Segment III, From Belle Terre To US 1 (local stimulus funds supplement 

statewide enhancement funds)

Conventional LAP  $         690,682.00 

Lake Lake County Road Resurfacing, CR 474, From SR 33 To US 27 Conventional LAP  $     2,854,217.00 

Lake County Bridge Bridge Replacement, Lois Drive Bridge, West of Tammi Drive, Tavares Conventional LAP  $     2,600,000.00 

Lake County Road Resurfacing, CR 42, From Holmes View Dr. To West Fourth St. Conventional LAP  $         783,000.00 

Lake County Road Resurfacing, CR 455, From SR 19 To CR 561 Conventional LAP  $         428,214.00 

Lake County Road Resurfacing, Lake Griffin Rd., From Lemon St. To Grays Airport Rd. Conventional LAP  $         266,529.00 

Lake County Road Resurfacing, CR 448, From Lake Industrial Blvd. To Grand Oak Lane Conventional LAP  $         264,416.00 

Lake County Road Resurfacing, Eagles Nest Rd, From US 27/441 To Ridge Road Conventional LAP  $         241,165.00 

Lake County Road Resurfacing, Goose Prairie Rd., From Emeralda Island Rd. To CR 452 Conventional LAP  $         205,000.00 

Lake County Road Resurfacing, CR 466A (Miller Street), From Cutoff Rd. To US 27/441 Conventional LAP  $         177,437.00 

Lake County Road Resurfacing, Lakeshore Drive, From Preston Cove Rd. To King Fisher Drive Conventional LAP  $           19,030.00 

Lake County Road Resurfacing, CR 19A, From Dodson Cutoff To Azalea Dr. Conventional LAP  $           18,837.00 

5 Marion City of Ocala Road Add turn lane, East Fort King Street, From SE 36th Avenue To City Limits Conventional LAP  $     1,586,332.00 

City of Ocala Road Resurfacing, NE/SE 36th Avenue, From SE 31st Street To NE 14th Street Conventional LAP  $     1,531,987.00 

City of Ocala Road Resurfacing, NE 36th Avenue, From NE 14th Street To NE 35th Street Conventional LAP  $         551,159.00 

City of Ocala Road Resurfacing, ML King Avenue, From NW 22nd St. To NW 35th Street Conventional LAP  $         226,790.00 

City of Ocala Road Resurfacing, SE 18th Avenue, From SE 31st Street to SR 464 Conventional LAP  $         159,918.00 

City of Ocala Road Resurfacing, NE 25th Avenue, From 24th Street To NE 35th Street Conventional LAP  $         133,985.00 
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Marion County Road Resurfacing, CR 484, From US 41 To Marion Oaks Course Conventional LAP  $     5,433,180.00 

Marion County Road Resurfacing, NW 80th Avenue, From SR 40 to US 27 Conventional LAP  $     1,084,867.00 

Orange City of Ocoee Road Add Right Turn Lane, Clarke Rd, @ White Rd. Conventional LAP  $     1,675,000.00 

City of Orlando Road Expand/Upgrade Regional Computerized Signal System, Downtown Orlando ITS Project Conventional LAP  $     3,800,000.00 

City of Winter Park Road Resurfacing, Morse Blvd., From US 17/92 To Park Avenue Conventional LAP  $         200,000.00 

Orange County Road Resurfacing, Lake Underhill Road, From Conway Road To Rouse Rd. Conventional LAP  $     4,500,000.00 

Orange County Bridge Bridge Improvement, Taylor Creek Rd. Bridge, Over Taylor Creek, Bridge #754057 Conventional LAP  $     2,750,000.00 

Orange County Road Resurfacing, General Rees Avenue, From Corrine Drive To Glenridge Way Conventional LAP  $     1,600,000.00 

Orange County Road Resurfacing, Dean Rd., From SR 50 To University Blvd. Conventional LAP  $     1,300,000.00 

Orange County Bridge Bridge Improvement, Harrell Rd. Bridge, Over Little Econ. River, Bridge #754024 Conventional LAP  $         890,000.00 

Orange County Road Resurfacing, Kaley St., From I-4 Ramp To Pine Bluff Avenue Conventional LAP  $         576,422.00 

Orange County Bridge Bridge Improvement, Thorpe Rd. Bridge, Over Ross-Goodman Canal, Bridge #754058 Conventional LAP  $         449,000.00 

Orange County Bridge Bridge Improvement, Campo Way Bridge, Over little Wekiva River, Bridge #754006 Conventional LAP  $         434,000.00 

Osceola Osceola County Road Resurfacing, BVL Blvd., From Boggy Creek Rd. To Orange/Osceola County Line Conventional LAP  $     2,095,147.00 

Osceola County Road Resurfacing, John Young Parkway, From US 192 To Carrol St. Conventional LAP  $     1,893,347.00 

Osceola County Road Resurfacing, Neptune Road, From US 192 To Old Canoe Creek Rd. Conventional LAP  $         590,506.00 

Seminole City of Lake Mary Road Resurfacing, Rinehart Road, From 46A To Lake Mary Blvd. Conventional LAP  $         578,000.00 

City of Lake Mary Road Resurfacing, International Parkway, From AAA Blvd. To Lake Mary Bled Conventional LAP  $         427,297.00 

City of Lake Mary Road Resurfacing, International Parkway, From SR 46A To AAA Blvd. Conventional LAP  $         360,507.00 

City of Oviedo Road Resurfacing, North Lockwood Blvd., From CR 419 To CR 426 Conventional LAP  $     1,258,000.00 

City of Winter Springs Road Safety Intersection Improvements, From SR 419 To Old Sanford Oviedo Road Conventional LAP 534,000.00$         

City of Winter Springs Road Add Right Turn Lane, SR 434 @ Vistawilla Drive Conventional LAP 153,000.00$         

City of Winter Springs Road Add Right Turn Lane, SR 434 @ Hayes Rd. Conventional LAP 125,000.00$         

Seminole County Road Resurfacing, Lake Mary Blvd From Lake Emma Rd To Country Club Rd. Conventional LAP  $     1,270,000.00 

Seminole County Road Resurfacing, West 25th Street (CR 46A), From East of Old Lake Mary Rd. To US 17/92 Conventional LAP  $     1,176,000.00 

Seminole County Road Resurfacing, Howell Branch Rd., From Seminole County Line To SR 436 Conventional LAP  $         600,000.00 

Sumter Sumter County Road Resurfacing, C-48E, From SR 471 To East of Osceola Avenue Conventional LAP  $     1,683,000.00 

Sumter County Road Resurfacing, C-476W, From Hernando County Line To SW 22 Way Conventional LAP  $     2,702,580.00 

Volusia City of Holly Hill Road Resurfacing, 8th Street, From Carswell Avenue To Grove Avenue) Conventional LAP  $           17,600.00 

City of Holly Hill Road Resurfacing, 8th Street, From Ridgewood Ave./US 1 To Daytona Avenue Conventional LAP  $           13,700.00 

City of Lake Helen Road Resurfacing, CR 4139 Limits From Kicklighter To City Limits Conventional LAP  $         300,000.00 

City of New Smyrna Bch Road Resurfacing, Riverside Drive, From Lytle Avenue (South Causeway Bridge) to 6th Street Conventional LAP  $         600,000.00 

City of Port Orange Road Resurfacing, Canal View Blvd., From Dunlawton Avenue To Nova Road Conventional LAP  $           51,425.00 

Volusia County Road Dunn Ave Extension (New Road), From Tomoka Farms Road To Williamson Blvd. Conventional LAP  $     5,472,374.00 

District 5 Total  $   71,774,650.30 

6 Miami-Dade Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 216 Street from SW 157 Avenue to SW 117 Avenue (Urban + Rural) Conventional LAP  $         744,000.00 

Aventura Road Lehman Causeway Path Renovations - From W County Club Dr to E County Club Dr Conventional LAP  $         452,788.42 

Aventura Bridge Yacht Club Way Bridge Repairs Design Build LAP  $         250,000.00 

Bal Harbour Bridge Crosswalk Improvements on Federal Aid Roadways within Bal Harbour limits.    Design Build LAP  $           74,684.29 
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Bay Harbor Island Bridge Kane Concourse Sidewalk Replacement Project - 96th Street from West Bay Harbor Dr. to 

East Bay Harbor Dr.

Design Build LAP  $         116,248.50 

City of Doral Road NW 33rd Street - New Construction between 97th and 87th Avenues Design Build LAP  $         776,997.29 

City of West Miami Road Traffic Circles along SW 64 Ave. at: SW 14 St., SW 18 St., SW 22 St. Conventional LAP  $         128,813.00 

Coral Gables Road Ponce de Leon Blvd, Phase II Improvements - from Alcazar Ave to Salamonca Ave Conventional LAP  $     1,036,796.28 

Cutler Bay Road Old Cutler Road from SW 224 St. to SW 184 St. - Roadway Improvements (Exception from  

SW 97 Ave. to SW 87 Ave.)

Design Build LAP  $         271,129.00 

Cutler Bay Road Caribbean Blvd.  From US 1 to SW 184th St. - Roadway Improvements (Exception from 

Coral Sea Rd. to SW 87th Ave.)

Design Build LAP  $         196,334.00 

Cutler Bay Road Marlin Road from US-1 to Old Cutler Road - Roadway Improvements Design Build LAP  $         185,959.00 

Cutler Bay Road SW 87th Avenue from SW 184th St. to Old Cutler Rd. - Roadway Improvements Design Build LAP  $         135,697.00 

Cutler Bay Road Franjo Rd./SW 97th Ave. from SW 184th Street to Old Cutler Road - Roadway 

Improvements 

Design Build LAP  $         106,933.61 

Cutler Bay Road Quail Roost Dr./SW 186 St. from US-1 to Franjo Road Design Build LAP  $           45,232.00 

El Portal Road NE 87th Street from NE 2nd Ave. to NE 4th Rd. - Roadway Improvements ($68,359 LF 

Needed)

Conventional FDOT  $           56,641.43 

Florida City Road Palm Drive Canal  (SW 344 Street) from US-1 to SW 167 Avenue (Tennessee) Lighting 

Improvements

Design Build LAP  $         230,753.84 

Golden Beach Bridge Ocean Blvd. (A1A/SR 5) Roadway Improvements between 387 & 400 block Design Build LAP  $           21,438.62 

Hialeah Road East 4th Avenue from 25th to 32nd Street - Complete Reconstruction Conventional LAP  $     1,611,511.00 

Hialeah Road West 53rd Street - From 4th Ave to 8th Ave -Complete Reconstruction Conventional LAP  $     1,505,033.00 

Hialeah Road West 53rd Street from W 12th Ave. to W 8th Ave. Roadway reconstruction. Conventional LAP  $     1,159,124.59 

Hialeah Road West 29th Street - From Okeechobee Rd to 4th Ave. Asphalt Repair / Sidewalk Conventional LAP  $         507,800.00 

Hialeah Road Palm Avenue - From 45th Street to 47th Street - Roadway Improvements Conventional LAP  $         381,655.00 

Hialeah Gardens Road Roadway Improvements. NW 122 Street between Hialeah Gardens Blvd and 92 Ave Conventional LAP  $         474,026.76 

Homestead Road SW 328th Street - Lighting along 328th St from  SW 167th Ave to SW 137th Avenue Conventional LAP 1,345,064.22$      

Key Biscayne Road Harbor Drive from W. McIntyre Drive to Cypress Dr. - Pedestrian Lighting Conventional LAP  $         156,587.43 

Key Biscayne Road Harbor Drive from W. Mashta Drive to Cypress Dr. - Roadway Improvements Conventional LAP  $         105,000.00 

Medley Road Bridge deck resurfacing NW 121st Way from NW South River Drive to Okeechobee Road. Conventional LAP  $           25,490.91 

Miami Road NE 2nd Avenue Roadway Improvements - from NE 57th St to NE 69th St Conventional LAP  $     5,605,065.00 

Miami Bridge Brickell Key Bridge, Repair Design Build LAP  $     1,713,201.00 

Miami Road NE 2nd Avenue Roadway Improvements from NE 36th Street to NE 42nd Street Design Build LAP  $         850,000.00 

Miami Road City of Miami - ADA Sidewalk Improvements on Federal Aid Roadways - District 5 Conventional LAP  $         239,476.00 

Miami Road City of Miami - ADA Sidewalk Improvements on Federal Aid Roadways - District 1 Conventional LAP  $         228,576.00 

Miami Road City of Miami - ADA Sidewalk Improvements on Federal Aid Roadways - District 4 Conventional LAP  $         224,540.00 

Miami Road City of Miami - ADA Sidewalk Improvements on Federal Aid Roadways - District 3 Conventional LAP  $         170,584.00 

Miami Road City of Miami - ADA Sidewalk Improvements on Federal Aid Roadways - District 2 Conventional LAP  $         165,252.00 

Miami Beach Road Dickens Ave. / Byron Ave. - from 71st Street to 87th Terrace Design Build LAP  $         847,890.00 

Miami Beach Road Indian Creek Drive SR 5/A1A- from Abbott Avenue to 71st Street Design Build LAP  $         365,000.00 

Miami Beach Bridge Sunset Drive Bridges 2 (876708)- Bridge Repair Design Build LAP  $         340,443.00 

Miami Beach Bridge Henedon Avenue Bridge (876721)- Bridge Repair Design Build LAP  $         325,496.00 

Miami Beach Bridge Sunset Drive Bridges 1 (876707) - Bridge Repair Design Build LAP  $         250,092.00 
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Miami Gardens Road NW 156 St. from NW 47 Ave. to NW 42 Ave. - Roadway Improvements Design Build LAP  $         471,420.00 

Miami Gardens Road NW 13/12th Avenue from NW 155 Dr. to NW 167 St.- Roadway Improvements                                                                                                                                                                        Design Build LAP  $         437,767.00 

Miami Gardens Road NW 42nd Ave. from NW 156 St. to NW 191 St. - Roadway Improvements Design Build LAP  $         413,640.00 

6 Miami-Dade Miami Gardens Road NW 199 St. from NW 47 Ave to SR 817/NW 27 Ave. - Roadway Improvements Design Build LAP  $         362,482.00 

Miami Gardens Road NW 191 St. from NW 37 Ave./Douglas Rd. to NW 27 Ave. - Roadway Improvements                      Design Build LAP  $         319,571.00 

Miami Gardens Road NW 175th St. from NW 27 Ave. to NW 12 Ave. - Roadway Improvements Design Build LAP  $         291,860.00 

Miami Gardens Road NW 151 St. from Douglas Rd/NW 37 Ave. to NW 22 Ave. - Roadway Improvements                        Design Build LAP  $         120,000.00 

Miami Gardens Road NW 12 Ave.  from NW 183 St. to NW 199 St/Honey Hill - Roadway Improvements Design Build LAP  $         100,000.00 

Miami Lakes Road Miami Lakeway North Rdwy Improvements from Miami Lakes Dr. to 300' N of Durn Barn Rd. Design Build LAP  $         611,940.27 

Miami Shores Village Road Street Rehabilitation at: NE 96 St. from N Miami Ave. to NE 2 Ave. Conventional LAP  $           90,498.00 

Miami Shores Village Road Street Rehabilitation at: NE 96 St. from Gmd Concourse to NE 5 Ave. Conventional LAP  $           76,718.00 

Miami Shores Village Road Street Rehabilitation at: NW/NE 111 St. from NW 2 to NE 2 Ave. Conventional LAP  $           37,721.00 

Miami Shores Village Road Street Rehabilitation at: NW 2 Ave. from NW 91 St. to 94 St. Conventional LAP  $           36,253.00 

Miami Spring Road Ludlum Drive Bike Path Lighting from NW 36th Street to North Royal Poinciana Boulevard Conventional LAP 306,909.63$         

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on NW 22 Avenue from NW 79 Street to SR 826 Conventional LAP  $     2,360,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on SW 147 Avenue from SW 88 Street to SW 42 Street Conventional LAP  $     1,274,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of NW 67 Avenue from NW 167 Street to NW 188 Terrace Conventional LAP  $     1,100,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Street Lighting - SW 56 Street (Miller Drive) from SW 152 Avenue to SW 127 Avenue Conventional LAP 936,000.00$         

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements SW 72 St (Sunset Drive) from SW 157 Ave to SW 127 Ave Conventional LAP 846,000.00$         

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on SW 32 Street from SW 107 Avenue to SR 826 Conventional LAP  $         804,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on SW 216 Street from Old Cutler Road to SW 87 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         800,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on SW 92 Avenue from SW 56 Street (Miller Drive) to SW 8 Street Conventional LAP 791,314.00$         

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 137 Avenue from SW 42 Street to SW 26 Street Conventional LAP  $         672,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road ADA Bus Stops Access (Various Locations in Commission District 9 ) Conventional LAP  $         635,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 104 Street from SW 117 Avenue to SW 107 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         560,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on SW 112 Avenue from Snapper Creek to Coral Way Conventional LAP  $         560,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on SW 82 Avenue from Bird Road to SW 8 Street Conventional LAP  $         552,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on SW 104 Street from SW 147 Avenue to SW 137 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         540,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 72 Street from SW 57 Avenue to Old Cutler Road (Incl Cocoplum Circle) Conventional LAP  $         480,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on SW 137 Avenue from SW 72 Street to SW 56 Street Conventional LAP  $         469,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on NW 36 Street from NW 57 Avenue to NW 42 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         450,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Pavement markings installation (Various Locations in Commission District 2) Conventional LAP  $         442,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 288 Street from SR 821 (Fl Turnpike) to SW 132 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         420,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Illuminated Signs (Various Locations in Commission District 9) Conventional LAP  $         400,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on SW 152 Street from SW 160 Avenue to SW 147 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         400,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of Ives Dairy Road from Highland Lakes Blvd. to NE 24 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         395,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 320 Street from SW 192 Avenue to SW 177 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         390,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of NW 7 Street from NW 114 Avenue to NW 107 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         384,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 187 Avenue from  SW 344 Street to SW 320 Street Conventional LAP  $         378,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of NE 61 Street from NE 2 Avenue to US-1 (Biscayne) and NE 62 Street from N. 

Miami Avenue to NE 2 Avenue 

Conventional LAP  $         362,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on Franjo Road from SW 184 Street to US 1 Conventional LAP  $         350,398.00 
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Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 328 Street from SW 137 Avenue to SW 117 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         340,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road ADA Bus Stops Access (Various Locations in Commission District 11 ) Conventional LAP  $         333,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 24 Street from SW 57 Avenue to  SW 42Avenue Conventional LAP  $         321,126.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 72 Avenue from SW 85 Street to SW 72 Street Conventional LAP  $         300,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of NW 17 Avenue from NW 71 Street to NW 79 Street Conventional LAP  $         283,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of NW 32 Avenue from NW 46 Street to NW 54 Street Conventional LAP  $         283,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Street lighting improvements on SW 132 Avenue from SW 24 Street to SW 8 Street Conventional LAP  $         278,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Drainage improvements on NW 58 Street from NW 95 Avenue to NW 87 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         277,951.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 296 Street from SW 177 Avenue to US-1 Conventional LAP  $         276,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of W. Flagler Street from W. 92  Avenue to W. 87 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         260,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 168 Street from SW 107 Avenue to SW 97 Avenue  Conventional LAP  $         250,000.00 

6 Miami-Dade Miami-Dade County Road Drainage improvements on NW 95 Street from NW 36 Avenue to NW 33 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         236,429.00 

Miami-Dade County Road ADA Bus Stops Access (Various Locations in Commission District 12 ) Conventional LAP  $         225,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road ADA Bus Stops Access (Various Locations in Commission District 4 ) Conventional LAP  $         220,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Drainage improvements on SW 220 Street from SW 113 Ave. to SW 112 Ave. Conventional LAP  $         210,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of NW 32 Avenue from NW 183 Street to NW 199 Street Conventional LAP  $         210,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 56 Street from SW 67 Avenue to SW 57 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         210,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 42 Street from SW 142 Avenue to SW 137 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         204,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of NW 7 Street from NW 87 Avenue to NW 82 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         198,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 16 Street from SW 107 Avenue to SW 102 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         194,400.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of NW 107 Avenue and NW 25 Street Intersection Conventional LAP  $         192,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Pavement markings installation (Various Locations in Commission District 9) Conventional LAP  $         186,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 80 Street from SW 57 Avenue to SW 47 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         185,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road ADA Bus Stops Access (Various Locations in Commission District 1 ) Conventional LAP  $         162,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Guardrail installation at SW 192 Street from SW 197 Avenue to SW 187 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         155,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Pavement markings installation (Various Locations in Commission District 4) Conventional LAP  $         150,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of SW 328 Street from SW 192 Avenue to SW 187 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         126,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Guardrail installation at SW 212 Street from SW 122 Avenue to SW 119 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         105,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Sidewalks improvements on SW 120 Street from SW 147 Avenue to SW 137 Avenue Conventional LAP  $         104,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Guardrail installation on SW 132 Avenue from SW 17 Street to SW 13 Street Conventional LAP  $           50,415.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Resurfacing of NW 67 Avenue from W. Flagler Street to Tamiami Canal Drive Conventional LAP  $           42,000.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Guardrail installation on SW 56 Street from SW 162 Avenue to SW 157 Avenue Conventional LAP  $           39,600.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Sidewalks improvements: SW 127 Ave from Coral Way (Ramps/Connectors) to SW 8 St Conventional LAP 30,000.00$           

Miami-Dade County Road Guardrail installation on SW 78 Street from SW 163 Avenue to SW 162 Avenue Conventional LAP  $           20,745.00 

Miami-Dade County Road Sidewalk improvements on SW 72 Street from SW 157 Avenue to SW 152 Avenue Conventional LAP 20,000.00$           

Miami-Dade County Road Guardrail installation on SW 162 Avenue from SW 78 Street to SW 75 Street Conventional LAP  $           15,240.00 

North Bay Village Road 79th St Causeway from Miami View Drive to Beach View Drive Improvement Project. Design Build LAP  $         154,258.48 

North Miami Bike/Ped Sidewalk Repairs - NE 125th ST (SR 922) from NE 6th Ave. to NE 10th Ave. Design Build LAP  $         976,244.52 

North Miami Bridge Repairs to Keystone Bridges - Numbers 877301 and 877302 Design Build LAP 250,000.00$         

North Miami Bike/Ped NE 12th Ave. from NE 125th St. to NE 135th St. - Sidewalk Improvements Design Build LAP  $         125,000.00 

North Miami Beach Road NE 19 Avenue Roadway Improvement. From NE 171 St to NE 183 St Conventional LAP  $         813,438.00 

North Miami Beach Road Sidewalk Repair on Federal Aid Roadways within North Miami Beach.                                       Conventional LAP  $         112,000.00 
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Opa-Locka Road Ali Baba Street Improvements  (Phase I): Street Improvements & Beautification Design Build LAP  $         342,882.15 

South Miami Road Resurfacing /Sidewalk SW 72nd st. Sunset Drive West at SW 63rd Ave to SW 65th Ave. Conventional LAP  $         253,165.92 

Sunny Isles Beach Road Collins Avenue Streetscape from 171st Street  to 183rd Street        Conventional LAP  $         456,640.00 

Surfside Road Collins and Harding Avenue - ADA Ramp Improvements in Surfside Design Build LAP  $           84,054.00 

Surfside Road Solar Lighting at Harding/Collins (SR A1A)in Surfiside Design Build LAP  $           47,000.00 

Sweetwater Road SW 109th Ave. Roadway Improvements. between SW 8th St. and W. Flagler St. Conventional LAP  $         322,621.00 

Village of Biscayne Park Road SR 915/NE 6th Ave from NE 113 St. to NE 121 St. Median Improvements ($25,000 LF needed) Conventional FDOT  $           74,073.05 

Village of Palmetto Bay Road SW 168th Street and SW 87th Avenue Traffic Calming Design Build LAP 539,810.00$         

Village of Palmetto Bay Road Old Cutler road and SW 152nd Street - crosswalk restriping Design Build LAP 30,000.00$           

Village of Pinecrest Road SW 77 Avenue from SW 136 St. to SW 104 St. - Roadway Improvements Design Build LAP  $         275,044.00 

Village of Pinecrest Road SW 112 Street from US-1 to SW 67 Ave. - Roadway Improvements Design Build LAP  $         165,365.00 

Virginia Gardens Road NW 67 Ave at NW 38 terrace and at NW 40 St. - Drainage Improvements ($39,827 LF needed)Conventional FDOT  $           52,023.19 

Monroe Islamorada Road SR 5 at East Ridge, Road Access Conventional LAP  $         150,000.00 

Islamorada Road Royal Poinciana Blvd; Resurface and Bike Path from Bougainvillea Street to US 1 Conventional LAP  $           65,000.00 

Key West Road United Street; Milling, Paving, Striping from Pearl Street to George Street Conventional LAP  $         418,466.00 

Marathon Road Sombrero Beach Road; Road Extension from Cortes del Brisas to Avenida Primiceria Conventional LAP  $     1,010,000.00 

Monroe County Bridge Geiger Key Bridge (904110), Bridge Repair Design Build LAP  $         625,489.00 

Monroe County Bridge Baypoint Bridge (904140), Bridge Repair Conventional LAP  $         296,620.00 

District 6 Total  $   59,186,946.40 

7 Citrus Citrus County Road CR 480 (Stagecoach Trail) from CR 491 to CR 581 Conventional LAP  $     1,086,572.00 

Citrus County Road Croft Lane from SR 44 to Hayes Street Resurfacing Conventional LAP  $         549,500.00 

Citrus County Road CR 491 (Lecanto Hwy) from SR 44 to CR 486 Resurfacing Conventional LAP  $         503,100.00 

Citrus County Bridge Pilot Point Crossing-Bridge Repair Structure Conventional LAP  $         468,800.00 

Hernando City of Brooksville Road North Avenue from Howell to Ponce De Leon Conventional LAP  $         574,785.00 

FDOT Road SR 50 (Cortez Blvd.) from US 98 to CR 575 Conventional FDOT  $     1,501,100.00 

Hillsborough FDOT Road I-4/ Selmon Expressway from S of Selmon Expressway to  I-4 (local stimulus funds 

supplement flexible statewide funds)

Build Finance FDOT  $   28,804,102.00 

Pasco FDOT Road U.S. 41 from Tower Road to Ridge Road Extension (local stimulus funds supplement Conventional FDOT  $     8,071,453.00 

flexible statewide funds)

Pinellas FDOT Road US 19 (SR 55) from North of Whitney Road to North of SR 60, Interchange (New)  (local 

stimulus funds supplement flexible statewide funds)

 Build Finance FDOT  $   20,890,142.00 

District 7 Total  $   62,449,554.00 

Grand Total  $ 404,020,500.70 
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Potential Projects Advances 
For Federal Stimulus Program as of April 1, 2009 

State Flexible ARRA Funds 
 

LIST OF SELECTED PROJECTS – The following list of transportation projects recommended for funding by the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) has been 
submitted to the Florida Legislative Budget Commission (LBC) for review and approval.  Action by the Commission is expected no sooner than April 15, 2009.  The list will 
then be submitted to the Federal Highway Administration for review and approval. 
 
SELECTING PROJECTS FOR ARRA FUNDING – The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has been working with cities, counties, Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations (MPOs) and other transportation partners throughout the state to develop the list of selected projects.  This effort is based on the established 
transportation planning processes.  Thirty percent of the highway and bridge funds were allocated for locally-prioritized projects.  For areas with a population greater 
than 200,000, Metropolitan Planning Organizations selected projects with input from local governments in their area and technical support from the FDOT to ensure 
project eligibility. 
 
FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS FOR TRANSPORTATION STIMULUS PROJECTS - All candidate projects must meet federal requirements for federal transportation aid and have 
been assessed to ensure these requirements can be met within the approval timelines. The following are examples of requirements applicable to transportation projects 
funded under the Act:  
•           All projects in a metropolitan area must be included in an approved Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Statewide Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP).  All projects located in a non-metropolitan area must be included in the STIP. 
•           Transit projects must be coordinated with the relevant transit operating agency, MPO or FDOT. 
•           Rail and airport projects should be coordinated with the relevant MPO and FDOT. 
•           Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), all projects must have completed the required assessments of environmental impacts. 
•           Right of way on projects must have been acquired pursuant to the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies. 
•           American iron, steel and manufactured goods are to be used in projects, except in certain instances. 
 
FACTORS FOR PRIORITIZING PROJECTS – Priority projects are those “shovel ready” projects which: 
•        Have been deferred by the state •        Provide congestion relief 
•        Are tied to concurrency where development is being held up •        Are located in economically distressed areas 
•        Have the potential to generate revenues and jobs •        Can be completed within 3 years 
•        Are geographically balanced  

 
      

District County 
ITEM 
Segment Description 

 Flexible 
ARRA Funds 

 Estimate of 
Number of 

Jobs 
Supported 

01 COLLIER 195410-1 WIDEN SR 951 AT BRIDGE NO. 030148 MARCO ISLAND BRIDGE FROM 2 LANES TO 4 22,861,895 800 

 LEE 195719-1 SR 739 FROM ALICO RD TO SIX MILE CYPRESS PKWY - NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION 57,757,575 1,757 

 MANATEE N/A-1 EXPAND MANATEE COUNTY ATMS, PHASE II  - INTEGRATE 95 SIGNALS INTO EXISTING SYSTEM) 7,900,000 221 

 POLK N/A-2 EAST WEST ROAD - NEW CONSTRUCTION 18,487,809 518 
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 SARASOTA 198010-4 WIDEN US 301 FROM MYRTLE AVENUE TO DESOTO ROAD FROM 4 LANES TO 6 15,700,633 440 

01 Total    122,707,912 3,736 

02 CLAY 208166-2 SR 23 (BRANNON FIELD CHAFFEE) OVERPASS AT PLANTATION OAK BLVD - NEW CONSTRUCTION  14,671,695 411 

 DUVAL 209513-7 WIDEN BEACH BLVD FROM HODGES BLVD TO SAN PABLO  FROM 3 LANES TO 4  29,834,384 835 

 NASSAU 210687-3 WIDEN SR 200 (A1A) FROM STRATTON ROAD TO GRIFFIN ROAD FROM 2 LANES TO 4 56,634,327 1,586 

02 Total    101,140,406 2,832 

03 BAY 415069-1 CR 3031 N LAGOON DR OVER GRAND LAGOON BRIDGE NO. 460055 - CONSTRUCT NEW BRIDGE 9,299,990 615 

 LEON 415782-6 WIDEN CAPITAL CIRCLE SOUTHEAST FROM WOODVILLE  HWY TO CRAWFORDVILLE HWY FROM 2 
LANES TO 6 

4,700,000 132 

 OKALOOSA 220231-1 WIDEN SR 85 @ SR 123 FROM S OF GEN BOND  BLVD TO N OF OKA REG AIRPORT FROM 4 LANES TO 6 29,976,373 839 

  418181-1 SR 85 OKALOOSA REGIONAL AIRPORT GRADE SEPARATION - RECONSTRUCT ENTRANCE  16,123,627 451 

 SANTA ROSA 220412-6 WIDEN SR 281 AVALON BLVD FROM N OF CSX R/R BRIDGE  TO S OF COMMERCE ROAD FROM 2 LANES 
TO 4 

11,200,000 357 

03 Total    71,299,990 2,394 

04 MARTIN 230978-1 INDIAN STREET BRIDGE FROM W. OF MAPP ROAD TO E. OF KANNER HIGHWAY - CONSTRUCT NEW 
BRIDGE 

128,057,455 3,586 

 ST. LUCIE 230262-3 WIDEN SR-70 FROM MP 5.860 TO MP 10.216 FROM 2 LANES TO 4 37,092,209 1,039 

04 Total    165,149,664 4,625 

05 BREVARD 405506-3 WIDEN I-95 FROM S OF SR 514 MALABAR TO PALM BAY RD FROM 4 LANES TO 6 43,118,654 1,207 

 LAKE 238423-1 WIDEN SR 25 (US27) FROM 1000' N LAKE LOUISA TO N OF CLUSTER OAK DR FROM 4 LANES TO 6 41,312,416 1,157 

 MARION 238677-1 WIDEN SR 35 (BASELINE RD) FROM MARICAMP RD TO SR 40 FROM 2 LANE TO 4 49,826,059 1,395 

 ORANGE 410983-1 WIDEN SR 50 FROM AVALON RD TO SR 429 (WESTERN BELTWAY) FROM 4 LANE TO 6 35,485,282 994 

 SEMINOLE 240231-3 WIDEN SR 434 FROM SR 414 (MAITLAND BLVD) TO LOTUS LANDING BLVD FROM 4 LANE TO 6 7,300,000 204 

05 Total    177,042,411 4,957 

06 MIAMI-DADE 249581-1 SR 826 (PALMETTO EXPY))/SR 836 (DOLPHIN EXPY) INTERCHANGE RECONSTRUCTION 87,569,810 16,731 

  249856-2 RESURFACE SR 5 -US1 FROM MILE MARKER 121.32 TO MILE MARKER 124.18 20,636,924 566 

  417547-1 SOUTH FLORIDA AET (ALL ELECTRONIC TOLLING)- PHASE 3 (SR 836 TO TURNPIKE MAINLINE- HEFT)  22,000,000 616 

06 Total    130,206,734 17,913 

07 HILLSBOROUGH 258415-1 I-4/SELMON EXPRESSWAY FROM S OF SELMON EXPRESSWAY TO  7TH AVE - INTERCHANGE (NEW) 76,200,000 7,682 

  258415-2 I-4/SELMON EXPRESSWAY FROM 7TH AVE TO I-4 INTERCHANGE (NEW)  2,782 

  258415-3 I-4/SELMON EXPRESSWAY FROM SELMON EXPRESSWAY TO 7TH AVE N  BRIDGE ABUTMENT-
INTERCHANGE (NEW) 

 2,479 

 PASCO 256324-1 WIDEN US 41 FROM TOWER ROAD TO RIDGE ROAD FROM 2 LANES TO 4 18,600,000 752 

 PINELLAS 256881-1 RECONSTRUCT US 19 (SR 55) FROM N OF WHITNEY RD TO S OF SEVILLE BLVD - FRONTAGE ROADS AND 
INTERCHANGE 

24,100,000 2,224 

  256881-2 RECONSTRUCT US 19 (SR 55) FROM S OF SEVILLE BLVD  TO N OF SR 60 - FRONTAGE ROADS AND 
INTERCHANGE 

 2,176 
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 CITRUS 426144-1 RESURFACE FT ISLAND TRAIL FROM US 19 TO DIXIE SHORE 697,926 20 

  426145-1 RESURFACE OZELLO TRAIL FROM US 19 TO WINTERSET 303,862 9 

  426147-1 RESURFACE TURNER CAMP FROM ELLA TO TWIN LAKE 250,314 7 

  426148-1 RESURFACE CARDINAL FROM US 19 TO CR 491 1,206,555 34 

  426150-1 RESURFACE CR491 FROM PINE RIDGE BLVD TO SR 200 1,266,610 35 

  426253-1 RESURFACE WITHLAPOPKA CAUSEWAY  REPAIRS - BETWEEN TWO BRIDGES 750,000 21 

  426254-1 RESURFACE CR 480 (STAGECOACH TRAIL) FROM CR 491 TO CR 581 800,000 22 

  426151-1 PILOT POINT CROSSING-BRIDGE REPAIR STRUCTURE 257,592 7 

  426450-1 INSTALL TRAFFIC SIGNAL AND TURN LANE AT SR 44 AT HIGHVIEW/LANDFILL  638,000 18 

  426452-1 RESURFACE GROVER CLEVELAND BLVD. FROM TEDNA TERRACE TO CR 491 600,000 17 

  426453-1 HALLS RIVER RD FROM HALLS RIVER BRIDGE TO FISHBOWL DRIVE 527,000 15 

 HERNANDO 426121-1 RESURFACE MARINER BLVD FROM MADERIA TO AUGUSTINE 636,998 18 

  426122-1 RESURFACE SPRING HILL DRIVE FROM PINEHURST TO DELTONA BLVD 368,631 10 

  426123-1 RESURFACE DELTONA BLVD FROM SR 50 TO NORTHCLIFFE BLVD 376,371 11 

  426124-1 RESURFACE DELTONA BLVD FROM SPRINGHILL DR TO PHILATELIC DR 757,581 21 

  426125-1 RESURFACE SPRING HILL DRIVE FROM MARINER TO DELTONA BLVD 1,647,937 46 

  426126-1 RESURFACE BURWELL ROAD FROM SR 50 TO PASCO COUNTY LINE 523,636 15 

  426127-1 RESURFACE CITRUS WAY FROM FT DADE TO S. OF CENTRALIA 3,319,181 93 

  426128-1 RESURFACE YONTZ ROAD FROM US 98 TO HOWELL AVE 600,135 17 

  406545-1 RESURFACE SR 50 (CORTEZ BLVD) FROM US 98 TO CR 575 337,006 9 

07 Total    134,765,335 18,540 

Grand 
Total 

   902,312,452 54,997 
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District County Description Total ARRA Funds

01
HARDEE*

CITY OF BOWLING GREEN - WEST MAIN FROM CHESTER TO BOOKER T. WASHINGTON - 

SIDEWALK 

$173,929

DESOTO*
CITY OF ARCADIA M.L. KING JR. STREET - SIDEWALK ON NORTH SIDE (US 17 TO BOOKER 

T. WASHINGTON)

$134,235

HENDRY* SR 29 IN CITY OF FELDA - SIDEWALKS $614,788

OKEECHOBEE*

CITY OF OKEECHOBEE - SW 9TH ST FROM 5TH AVE. TO 11TH AVE., SW 11TH ST. FROM 

2ND ST. TO 9TH ST., AND SW 7TH ST. FROM 2ND ST. TO 15TH ST. - SIDEWALKS

$300,000

POLK CITY OF LAKE WALES SR 17 TO 4TH STREET - MULTI-USE TRAIL $159,222

POLK

FORT FRASER TRAIL EXTENSION FROM EXISTING FORT FRASER TRAIL TO CIRCLE B BAR 

RESERVE. PROJECT IS LOCATED JUST NORTH OF THE CITY OF BARTOW TO JUST SOUTH 

OF THE CITY OF LAKELAND  - MULTI-USE TRAIL

$1,200,414

CHARLOTTE*
CITY OF PUNTA GORDA LINEAR PARK - SIDEWALKS/BIKE PATH PHASE 1 $577,468

COLLIER

BALD EAGLE PATHWAY -  FROM SAN MARCO ROAD NORTH TO ELKCAM CIRCLE AND TO 

VETERANS PARK ALONG THE WEST SIDE OF BALD EAGLE DRIVE (CITY OF MARCO ISLAND) - 

MULTI-USE TRAIL

$637,420

SARASOTA
CITY OF LONGBOAT KEY BEAUTIFICATION/ENHANCEMENT IN ROW - LANDSCAPING 

ALONG SR 789

$500,000

MANATEE
CITY OF ANNA MARIA GULF FRONT PARK FROM PALM TO WILLOW - SIDEWALK $30,513

MANATEE
CITY OF ANNA MARIA GULF BOULEVARD FROM PALM TO MAGNOLIA - SIDEWALK $15,437

      The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA)

Transportation Enhancement Funding as of April 1, 2009

Florida  Department of Transportation Federal Stimulus Project Advances

LIST OF SELECTED PROJECTS – The following list of transportation projects recommended for funding by the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) 

has been submitted to the Florida Legislative Budget Commission (LBC) for review and approval.  Action by the Commission is expected no sooner than April 

15, 2009.  The list will then be submitted to the Federal Highway Administration for review and approval.

SELECTING PROJECTS FOR ARRA FUNDING – The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has been working with cities, counties, Metropolitan Planning 

Organizations (MPOs) and other transportation partners throughout the state to develop the list of selected projects.  This effort is based on the established 

transportation planning processes.    Thirty percent of the highway and bridge funds were allocated for locally-prioritized projects.  For areas with a population 

greater than 200,000, Metropolitan Planning Organizations selected projects with input from local governments in their area and technical support from the 

FDOT to ensure project eligibility.

FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS FOR TRANSPORTATION STIMULUS PROJECTS - All candidate projects must meet federal requirements for federal transportation 

aid and have been assessed to ensure these requirements can be met within the approval timelines. The following are examples of requirements applicable to 

transportation projects funded under the Act:

•           All projects in a metropolitan area must be included in an approved Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Statewide Transportation 

Improvement Program (STIP).  All projects located in a non-metropolitan area must be included in the STIP.

•           Transit projects must be coordinated with the relevant transit operating agency, MPO or FDOT.

•           Rail and airport projects should be coordinated with the relevant MPO and FDOT.

•           Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), all projects must have completed the required assessments of environmental impacts.

•           Right of way on projects must have been acquired pursuant to the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies.

•           American iron, steel and manufactured goods are to be used in projects, except in certain instances.

FACTORS FOR PRIORITIZING PROJECTS – Priority projects are those “shovel ready” projects which:

•        Have been deferred by the state

•        Are tied to concurrency where development is being held up

•        Have the potential to generate revenues and jobs

•        Are geographically balanced

•        Provide congestion relief

•        Are located in economically distressed areas

•        Can be completed within 3 years
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MANATEE
CITY OF ANNA MARIA N. BAY BOULEVARD FROM HISBISCUS TO N. SHORE DR. - 

SIDEWALK

$85,486

MANATEE
CITY OF ANNA MARIA GULD DRIVE FROM SPRING AVENUE TO PINE AVENUE  - SIDEWALK $13,107

MANATEE
HOLMES BEACH N. AND S. GULF DRIVE FROM 57TH TO 84TH STREET   - SIDEWALK $11,414

MANATEE
HOLMES BOULEVARD FROM 54TH STREET TO 66TH STREET (HOLMES BEACH) -  

SIDEWALK

$64,379

MANATEE
HOLMES BEACH PALM DRIVE FROM 66TH STREET TO 85TH STREET - SIDEWALK $14,724

MANATEE
HOLMES BEACH 85TH STREET  SIDEWALK FROM GULF DRIVE TO MARINA DRIVE - 

SIDEWALK

$20,102

MANATEE
22ND AVENUE BETWEEN 26TH AND 27TH STREET W.  (CITY OF BRADENTON)  - 

SIDEWALK 

$38,268

MANATEE
27TH STREET BETWEEN 22ND AND 23RD AVENUE W  (CITY OF BRADENTON) - SIDEWALK $74,773

MANATEE
23RD AVENUE BETWEEN 26TH AND 27TH STREET W.  (CITY OF BRADENTON) - SIDEWALK $21,155

MANATEE
21ST AVENUE BETWEEN 30TH AND 34TH STREET W.  (CITY OF BRADENTON) - SIDEWALK $95,441

HIGHLANDS*
COUGAR BOULEVARD FROM FERRARI DRIVE TO THUNDERBIRD ROAD (CITY OF SEBRING) - 

SIDEWALK $99,063

HIGHLANDS*
THUNDERBIRD ROAD FROM LOTUS AVENUE TO RED PINE DRIVE (CITY OF SEBRING) - 

SIDEWALK $49,590

01 Total $4,930,928

02
PUTNAM*

ST. AUGUSTINE TO LAKE BUTLER TRAIL (BRADFORD, CLAY & ST. JOHNS COUNTY) - RAILS 

TO TRAILS

$2,000,000

LEVY*
MANATEE SPRINGS BIKE FACILITY (CITY OF CHIEFLAND) - WIDE PAVED SHOULDERS $2,500,000

ALACHUA
SW 8TH AVENUE FROM SW 75th St. TO EAST TERMINUS, ACCESS TO TOWER RD. (CITY OF 

GAINESVILLE)- MULTI-USE PATH

$110,000

ALACHUA 

NW CR 235A FROM US 441 TO 177TH AVE. ACCESSS TO SANTA FE HS AND I-75 

INTERCHANGE AREA (CITY OF ALACHUA) - MULTI-USE PATH 

$150,000

02 Total $4,760,000

03 LEON LAKE JACKSON ECOPASSAGE/WILDLIFE CROSSING - LEON CO. $3,402,062

FRANKLIN* BLUFF ROAD TO AVENUE M (FRANKLIN CO.)- SIDEWALKS $171,522

GULF*
US 98 FROM 1ST STREET TO 5TH STREET (CITY OF PORT ST. JOE) - HIGHWAY 

BEAUTIFICATION

$343,118

HOLMES* BONIFAY MIDDLE SCHOOL TO SR 79 (CITY OF BONIFAY) - SIDEWALKS $145,371

WASHINGTON* SR 77  PHASE 1 (CITY OF CHIPLEY) - SIDEWALK $80,000

GADSDEN* CITY OF MIDWAY CITY STREETS - SIDEWALKS $400,000

GADSDEN*
SR 267 - PAT THOMAS PARKWAY (CITY OF QUINCY) - SIDEWALK AND BEAUTIFICATION $112,326

FRANKLIN*
FRANKLIN BOULEVARD (ST. FISHING PIER TO GULF BEACH HIGHWAY) (FRANKLIN CO.) - 

SIDEWALKS

$133,057

JACKSON*
RIVERFOREST ROAD FROM SR 166 TO ENTRANCE OF CHIPOLA COLLEGE (JACKSON CO.) - 

SIDEWALKS

$85,755

03 Total $4,873,211

04
BROWARD

WEST HALLANDALE BEACH BOULEVARD ENHANCEMENTS - PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 

IMPROVEMENTS

$500,000

PALM BEACH
RIVERBEND PARK TO SANDHILL CRANE PARK (PALM BEACH CO.)- CONNECTOR TRAIL - 

MULTI-USE TRAIL

$750,000

ST. LUCIE*
SW CALIFORNIA BOULEVARD (CITY OF PORT ST. LUCIE) - SIDEWALKS $150,000

MARTIN SEABRANCH EAST COAST GREENWAY (MARTIN CO.) - SIDEWALKS $250,000
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INDIAN RIVER*
58TH AVENUE FROM SR 60 TO OSLO ROAD (INDIAN RIVER CO.) - LANDSCAPING $300,000

BROWARD NE 44 STREET (CITY OF LIGHOUSE POINT) - SIDEWALKS $130,000

PALM BEACH
HISTORIC JUPITER TO INDIANTOWN ROAD PATHWAY (PALM BEACH CO.) - SIDEWALK $750,000

ST. LUCIE*
OLEANDER AVENUE/SUNRISE BOULEVARD (CITY OF FT. PIERCE) - BIKE LANE/SIDEWALK $575,000

BROWARD
PEMBROKE ROAD & 196TH AVENUE (CITY OF PEMBROKE PINES)- MULTI-USE PATHS $736,000

BROWARD GOOLSBY BOULEVARD (CITY OF DEERFIELD BEACH) - SIDEWALKS $460,000

BROWARD
NW NEIGHBORHOOD ENHANCEMENTS (CITY OF FT. LAUDERDALE) - PEDESTRIAN 

FACILITIES IMPROVEMENTS

$500,000

BROWARD CITTY OF WILTON MANORS VARIOUS LOCATIONS - STREETSCAPE $300,000

BROWARD SISTRUNK BOULEVARD (CITY OF FT. LAUDERDALE) - LANDSCAPING
$344,300

04 Total $5,745,300

05
FLAGLER*

DOWNTOWN STREETSCAPE (City of Flagler Beach) - SIDEWALK, LIGHTING & DISABLED 

ACCESS  

$1,000,000

SUMTER*
LAKE PANASOFFKEE TRAIL CR 470 FROM CR 459 TO CR 484 & CR 459 - MULTI-USE TRAIL $675,000

ORANGE PINEHILLS ROAD/SILVER STAR (ORANGE CO.) - STREETSCAPE $366,132

BREVARD PIONEER TRAIL (BREVARD CO.) - MULTI-USE TRAIL $600,000

MARION* MARION OAKS (MARION CO.) -  SIDEWALKS $843,000

SEMINOLE
CROSS SEMINOLE TRAIL OVER HOWELL CREEK (SEMINOLE CO.) - MULTI-USE TRAIL $1,250,000

FLAGLER* LEHIGH TRAIL, SEGMENT III (FLAGLER CO.) - RAILS TO TRAILS $1,059,318

VOLUSIA
US 1  FROM CORY DR. TO OCEAN AVENUE (CITY OF EDGEWATER) - BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN 

FACILITY

$372,000

05 Total $6,165,450

06
MIAMI-DADE

EXTENSION OF MPATH FROM SW 67TH AVENUE TO THE DADELAND SOUTH STATION 

(CITY OF SOUTH MIAMI)- MULTI-USE PATH

$3,000,000

MIAMI-DADE
SW 114TH AVENUE FROM SW 7TH TERRACE TO W. FLAGLER STREET (CITY OF 

SWEETWATER) - SIDEWALKS

$180,725

MONROE
SOUTHARD STREET CORRIDOR RAMP (CITY OF KEY WEST) - SIDEWALKS DISABLED ACCESS 

ENHANCEMENT

$143,000

MONROE
FLEMING STREET CORRIDOR (CITY OF KEY WEST) -  SIDEWALKS DISABLED ACCESS 

ENHANCEMENT

$156,000

MONROE
CAROLINE STREET CORRIDOR (CITY OF KEY WEST) -  SIDEWALKS DISABLED ACCESS 

ENHANCEMENT

$117,000

MONROE
EATON STREET CORRIDOR (CITY OF KEY WEST) -  SIDEWALKS DISABLED ACCESS 

ENHANCEMENT

$117,000

MONROE
WILLIAM STREET SIDEWALKS  (CITY OF KEY WEST) -  SIDEWALKS DISABLED ACCESS 

ENHANCEMENT

$63,750

MONROE
TWELFTH STREET SIDEWALKS (CITY OF KEY WEST) -  SIDEWALKS DISABLED ACCESS 

ENHANCEMENT

$34,000

MONROE
VIRGINIA STREET SIDEWALKS (CITY OF KEY WEST) -  SIDEWALKS DISABLED ACCESS 

ENHANCEMENT

$212,500

MONROE
APPLEROUTH LANE (CITY OF KEY WEST) -  SIDEWALKS DISABLED ACCESS ENHANCEMENT $27,625

MONROE
TELEGRAPH LANE (CITY OF KEY WEST) -  SIDEWALKS DISABLED ACCESS ENHANCEMENT $68,000

MONROE
DUCK AVENUE SIDEWALKS/BIKEPATH (CITY OF KEY WEST) -  SIDEWALKS DISABLED 

ACCESS ENHANCEMENT

$552,500

MONROE
PETRONIA & WHITEHEAD RAMPS (CITY OF KEY WEST) -  SIDEWALKS DISABLED ACCESS 

ENHANCEMENT

$52,000

MONROE
EISENHOWER DRIVE SIDEWALK (CITY OF KEY WEST) -  SIDEWALKS DISABLED ACCESS 

ENHANCEMENT

$110,500
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MONROE
LEON STREET (CITY OF KEY WEST) -  SIDEWALKS DISABLED ACCESS ENHANCEMENT $221,000

MONROE
OVERSEAS HERITAGE TRAIL LOWER SUGARLOAF BRIDGE (FLORIDA KEYS - MONROE CO.) - 

TRAIL BRIDGE RETROFIT $843,134

06 Total $5,898,734

07
HERNANDO*

SUNCOAST TRAIL FROM PASCO COUNTY LINE TO CITRUS COUNTY LINE (HERNANDO 

COUNTY) - RESURFACING

$2,135,220

CITRUS*
US 19 FROM NW 19TH STREET TO W. STATE PARK ROAD (CITRUS COUNTY) - MULTI-USE 

TRAIL  

$289,015

HILLSBOROUGH
56TH STREET FROM TEMPLE HEIGHTS ROAD TO 98TH AVENUE (CITY OF TEMPLE 

TERRACE) - STREETSCAPING

$362,092

PINELLAS
EAST AVENUE  FROM TURNER TO DREW STREETS (CITY OF CLEARWATER)- MULTI-USE 

TRAIL

$1,350,600

PASCO*
STARKEY PARK TRAIL CONNECTION -FROM CONGRESS STREET TO STARKEY BOULEVARD 

(PASCO COUNTY) - MULTI-USE TRAIL  

$1,071,500

07 Total $5,208,427

STATEWIDE
MARION*

CROSS FLORIDA GREENWAY CROSSINGS AT CR 475/475A (MARION CO.) - ROAD 

UNDERPASSES

$2,000,000

MARION* ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR WITHLACOOCHEE TRAIL RIVER CROSSING AT 

WITHLACOOCHEE RIVER (CITRUS AND MARION COUNTIES) - MULTI-USE TRAIL BRIDGE $320,000

MONROE
OVERSEAS HERITAGE TRAIL (FLORIDA KEYS - MONROE CO.) - KEY LARGO TRAILHEAD $500,000

$2,820,000

 GRAND TOTAL $40,402,050

* Indicates economically distressed county (federal designation)

STATEWIDE TOTAL
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GROWTH MANAGEMENT LEGISLATION  

On April 2nd the Florida Senate passed new growth management legislation designed in principle 
to channel growth into cities and away from rural areas. In densely populated areas, the bill (SB 
360) that passed 32-8 Thursday would lift an existing requirement to have sufficient roads and 
other transportation facilities in place before development can occur. The original concurrency 
requirement was intended to prevent urban sprawl; however, many contend that the bill had the 
opposite result and shifted growth to outlying and rural areas where roads are less traveled and 
cheaper to build. The bill also would exempt large developments from extra scrutiny in high-
density areas. 

It next goes to the House, where a similar bill (HB 7049) includes provisions that growth 
management advocates oppose. 

In an effort to try and keep you informed, below is a comparison between several key growth 
management bills: 
 

1. SB 360 – Passed during its 3rd reading on the Senate floor on Thursday, April 2nd.  
This reading will require a 2/3 majority vote to amend. 

2. PCB EDCA 09-02 (Proposed Committee Bill – Economic Development and 
Community Affairs Committee in the House) 

3. SB 1306 – Passed Senate Community Affairs Committee on Tuesday, March 24th, In 
Transportation Committee on Thursday, March 26th.  

4. SB 2148 – Community Affairs Committee last week, favorable w/CS by Community 
Affairs Committee on Tuesday, March 24th Committee substitute (C1) filed on 
Thursday, March 26th. 

 
Based on recent actions and discussion, the House appears to be moving closer to SB 360, which 
means that they may be abandoning the idea of breaking up the Department of Community 
Affairs and transferring the Division of Community Planning to the Department of State.  
Despite of a lot of lobbying efforts to amend/improve the current definition of “dense urban 
area” (1,000 persons/sq. mi.), there is no indication that the legislators will budge on the current 
language and this appears to be the definition that will be adopted in these bills.  
 
As of Friday, April 3rd a proposed committee substitute and a number of amendments were filed. 
 
Also attached for your information are the current American Planning Association of Florida 
(APAFL) Bill Tracking Summary and the Florida Regional Council Association (FRCA) Bill 
List. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: For your information and staff direction 
 

4/09 
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FLORIDA REGIONAL COUNCILS ASSOCIATION 
LEGISLATIVE REPORT 

MARCH 30 – APRIL 3 
 
The appropriations sub-comm ittees com pleted th eir proposed budgets for the upcom ing fiscal 
year and released their conforming bills.  Despite strong proclamations by leadership in House of 
Representatives against new taxes, the end of  the week saw a s eries of new “fees” being  
proposed in several of the committees.   
 
In the first budget ou tline, the House utilizes stim ulus funds, utilizes tag and title fee increases 
and additionally, the Ho use Natural Resources Appropriations Committee passed language that 
would potentially raise as m uch as $25 million a year by charging a tipp ing fee of $1.25 per ton 
of solid waste. In the House Transporta tion and Econom ic Developm ent Appropriations 
Committee, an amendment passed removing the proposed $2 increase in the rental car surcharge. 
Lastly, due to the trust fund sweeps in the F lorida Forever program, there are no funds in 
FRDAP and Florida  Communities Trust. I t is possi ble that some may become available during 
the budget conference process and we will keep you updated on this. At this poin t in the budget 
process, it appears th at the Senate and H ouse budgets are approxim ately $600 m illion apart in 
spending. 
 
Friday, the House Select Comm ittee on Sem inole Indian Compact Review passed the Sem inole 
Indian Gaming Com pact, proposed committee bill SICR1, which would authorize operation of  
class III slot machines at tribal facilities, but preclude card games. As noted in last week’s report, 
the Senate gaming legislation would address the expans ion of gaming in a m ore comprehensive 
way, includ ing expand ed m achine gam bling at ex isting pari-m utuel f acilities. As the issu e 
develops and negotiations continue, we will update you further. 
 
This week in the Senate, the Finan ce and  Ta x Comm ittee passed the a nticipated c igarette tax 
increase which creates the Protecting Florida’s Health Act and levies a $1.00 per pack surcharge 
on cigarettes and a $1 p er ounce surcharge on to bacco products other than cigarettes,  including 
cigars. The revenues generated will be paid in to the Health Care Trust Fund. Next week, SB 
1840 will be heard in the Senate Policy & Steering Committee on Ways and Means, 04/07/09. 
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Also in the Senate th is week, SB 360 rela ting to Growth Managem ent passed, setting the stage 
for the House to now finalize their proposal m ost likely in the next two w eeks. These issues are 
summarized below in detail. The House and Senate  will leave early for the Easter an d Passover 
break next week and will continue the budget process during week 7.  
 
In the growth management and environmental arena the conforming bills approved in the Hous e 
provided for the elim ination of the Century Co mmission and the perm anent elimination of the 
funding allo cations to the W ater Protection an d Sustainab ility T rust F und (SB 444) and th e 
Marine Resources Conservation Tr ust Fund.  As it relates to specific environm ental issues, the 
House and Senate continue to propose significant reductions to traditional environm ental 
programs including: 
 
      Senate   House 
Florida Forever     0   0 
Everglades Restoration    0   0 
Water Protection & Sustainability 

 Alternative Water Supply   0   0 
 TMDLs            $1,000,000         $1,840,209 
 Small Community WW   0       $13,600,000 (a) 
 SWIM      0   0 

Beach Restoration          $12,216,696 (b)   0 
WMD Lands Trust Fund         $18,300,000       $20,228,186 

(a) This allocation includes only federal dollars. 
(b) This allocation represents a distribution of prior year appropriations and includes NO new 

dollars.  
 
The House budget continues to show the level of  funding for Regional Planning Councils at $2.5 
million.  The legislativ e team  worked on funding on the Senate sid e, m anaging to secure a 
commitment from the appropriations Chairm an to support the issue.  It is likely, however, that 
this issue will not be resolved until conference. 
 
The fifth week of Regular Sess ion was ag ain dom inated by Comm ittee m eetings and the 
consideration of member and proposed committee bills.  The following is a brief summary of the 
issues and actions on which the team has focused its work during the week. 
 
Substantive Legislation 
 
SB 216 - Campaign Financing/Local Government Expenditures 
 
This bill prohibits a local governm ent or pe rson acting on its behalf from spending, and any 
person fro m accepting, public money for a poli tical advertisem ent or electioneerin g 
communication in connection with an issue, re ferendum, or amendment on which the public will 
vote. 
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The bill was passed on Tuesday by the Senate Community Affairs Committee and now moves on 
to the Judic iary Comm ittee.  The com panion bill in th e House (HB591) is now in the Civil 
Justice & Courts Policy Committee. 
 
HB 227 – Impact Fees 
 
This bill ch anges th e b urden of  proof for a person challenging the adoption of an im pact fee 
ordinance from “fairly debatable” to a “preponde rance of the evidence” that the fe e meets the 
requirements of state law.  The bill also  provides that the court m ay not acco rd deference that 
favors either party. 
 
The bill was considered by the House Econom ic Developm ent & Comm unity Affairs Policy  
Council on Wednesday.  A late a mendment wa s al so filed and adopted by the Council which 
provides that a county, municipality  or special district m ay not increase an im pact fee, although 
the limitation on im pact fee increas es shall not aff ect impact fees pledged to the retirem ent of 
debt.  The bill as amended was in its final committee reference. 
 
The com panion bill in the Senate (SB 580) was also passed on W ednesday by the Judiciary 
Committee and now moves to the Finance and Tax Committee. 
 
HB 267 – Affordable Housing 
 
This bill creates s.193.018, F.S., which establishes special assessment provisions for determining 
just valuation of properties, held by community land trusts.  The land trust sells the home, but not 
the land, to an incom e-eligible buyer m aking the hom e more affordable.  The bill revises the 
assessment of resale-restricted homes built on community land trust property so that they are not 
valued as though they were subject to “free m arket” purchase and sale prices, thereby reducing 
the assessment on those properties. 
 
The bill was passed on Wednesday by the Hous e Economic Development & Community Affairs 
Policy Council and now moves on to  the Finance & Tax Cou ncil, its f inal reference.  A sim ilar 
bill in th e Senate was considered  as a strike  all am endment and passed on Tuesday by the  
Community Affairs Committee. 
 
SB 274 – Springs Protection  
 
This bill c reates the F lorida Sprin gs Protec tion Act, and  estab lishes a pilo t pr ogram f or 
Ichetucknee Spring in Colum bia County, Rainbow  Spring and Silver S pring in Marion County 
and Wakulla Spring in Wakulla County. The b ill dir ects th e DEP to es tablish to tal m aximum 
daily loads (TMDLs) and develop basin m anagement action plans (BMA Ps) by dates certain. 
The bill establish es trea tment levels  for wastewater  d isposal within are as specified in the p ilot 
program, requires landowners to co nnect to a wastewater utility when available,  and requires  
DACS to adopt best management practices within the areas specified in the pilot program. 
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The bill requires local governm ents within specified areas to  develop and adopt a springs 
protection element in their comprehensive plans as part of their norm al comprehensive planning 
process.  T he bill r equires DACS, the North west Florid a W ater Managem ent District, the 
Suwannee River W ater Management District, the St. Johns River W ater Management District, 
and the Southwest Florida Water Management District to assess nitrogen loading on lands owned 
or managed by each respective agency located with the areas specific in the pilot program, and to 
develop and implement management plans to reduce nutrient impacts to springs. 
 
Six separate amendments were filed on Monday.  The am endments direct DEP to develop rules 
and standards that provide the m inimum scientif ic m ethodologies, data, or tools that shall be 
used by local government to support any request for an exem ption.  Exemptions may be granted 
if it is demonstrated that activities within these areas will not impact the springshed in a m anner 
that leads to new or continued degradati on.  The DEP m ay approve, deny, or m odify the  
boundaries of the exemption areas. 
 
The amendments were adopted and the bill wa s passed on Tuesday by the Senate Community 
Affairs Committee. 
 
Growth Management 
 
SB 360 - This bill c reates the Community Renewal Act.  I t makes a num ber of revisions to th e 
Growth Management Act and the Environm ental Land and Water Managem ent Act, including 
changes to the com prehensive plan am endment process, allowing additiona l growth in densely 
populated areas, and revising the consequences arising when local governm ents have not m et 
certain reporting requirements. 
 
Specifically, the bill: 

• Extends the com pliance deadline for local gove rnments to subm it financially feasible 
capital improvement elements (CIE) fr om December 1, 2008 to December 1, 2011, and 
eliminates one of the penalties for failing to adopt a public schools facility element. 

• Creates Transportation Concurrency Exception  Areas (TCEAs) in all local governm ent 
jurisdictions with an averag e of at least 1,000 people per square m ile, and in counties, 
including the municipalities located therein, which have a population of at least 1 million. 
TCEAs are not created for designated transportation concurrency districts within a county 
that has a population of at least 1.5 m illion that uses its transpo rtation concurrency 
system to support alternative m odes of tr ansportation and does not levy transportation 
impact fees. 

• Creates a w aiver from  t ransportation conc urrency requirements on the state’s strategic 
intermodal system  for certain Office of T ourism, Trade, and Econom ic Developm ent 
(OTTED) job creation projects. 

• Applies the alternative s tate review process to com prehensive plan m ap amendments in 
jurisdictions where the local government has 1,000 or m ore persons per square m ile or a 
county, including the municipali ties located therein, which ha s a population of at least 1 
million, and m ap amendments in Rural Areas  of Critical Econom ic Concern (RACEC)  
communities if certified by the OTTED as supporting a RACEC target industry . This 
reduces the statutorily prescribed timeframe from 136 days to 65 days. 
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• Decreases the allowable subm issions of tex t amendments to com prehensive p lans from 
twice a year to once a y ear, unless the text amendment is directly re lated to a future land 
use map amendment. 

• Exempts developments in local governments with an average of at least 1,000 people per 
square m ile or a county, including the m unicipalities located therein, which has a 
population of at least 1 m illion an exemption from the Development of Regional Impact  
(DRI) program. 

• The bill will have an insignificant fiscal impact on the Department of Community Affairs 
relating to the department’s workload. The bill will have a negative fiscal impact on local 
governments that are designated TCEAs by re quiring updated com prehensive plans and 
by elim inating the authority to require  proportionate share contributions and 
proportionate fair share contributions related to developments within the TCEAs. 

 
On third reading Wednesday, the bill passed the full Senate without amendment. 
 
HB 7127 appears to be the House companion bill to SB 360.  The bill, w hich formerly was PCB 
EDCA 09-02, proposes many of the same things as SB 360: 

 Creates Transportation Concurrency Exception Areas (TC EAs) in spe cifically def ined 
areas of the state using factors of density and defined urban service areas. 

 Provides an  exceptio n to the legis latively designated areas to accom modate exis ting 
multimodal systems. 

 Clarifies that the designation of a transpor tation concurrency exception area does not 
limit a local government’s hom e rule power to adopt ordinances or im pose fees. 
Transportation concurrency m ay be waived for job creation projects certified by the  
Office of Tourism , Trade and Eco nomic Developm ent as m eeting criteria from  the  
expedited perm itting process in s. 403.973(3), F.S. or the rural econo mic developm ent 
initiative provisions of s. 288.0656, F.S. 

 Provides an exem ption from certain financial feasibility requirements in TCEAs create d 
by local governments relating to achieving and maintaining adopted levels of service. 

 Legislatively certifies certain highly populated local governm ents for the Local 
Government Comprehensive Planning Certification Program. 

 Provides for biennial reporting for those certified local governments. 
 Provides any other local government the option to use the alternative plan review process, 

formerly th e alterna tive state r eview pilot p rogram f or individua l co mprehensive plan 
amendments or amendment packages. 

 Authorizes the state lan d planning agency to establish procedural rules to adm inister the 
process and report to the legislature regarding implementation and use. 

 Eliminates the deve lopments-of-regional-impact (DRI) process in sp ecifically d efined 
areas of the state using factors of density and defined urban service areas. 

 Removes a current law prohibition on com prehensive plan amendments related to p ublic 
school facilities requirements. 

 Delays financial feasibility requirements until 2011. 
 Provides for financial sanctions for failure to comply with capital improvement elements 

and public school facilities requirements.  
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 Expands the small county waiver for school concurrency, and adds charter schools as an 
acceptable form of public school facilities mitigation. 

 Establishes mobility fee study overs ight and directs the s tate land plann ing agency and 
FDOT to report to the Legislature next session. 

 Provides a statewide extension of permits for a period of two years and places lim its on a 
local government’s ability to adopt or enforce certain security-related ordinances. 

 The bill may be considered a m andate and be subjected to a two-thirds vote for approval 
and therefore also includes a finding of an important state interest. 

 
SB 488 – Beaches / Public Access 
 
This bill declares certain areas of sandy beaches in Florida public and prohibits local government 
and private entities fro m restricting access by obstr uction or by the us e of signage.  A strike all 
amendment was considered on Tuesday in the Senate Environm ental Preservation and 
Conservation Comm ittee.  The am endment app ears to protect the rights of counties and 
municipalities to restrict access in  lim ited circum stances to protect w ildlife, habitat, or other 
environmental resources (such as dunes and nests).  The bill as amended barely passed (3-2) with 
members expressing concern that: laws were already on the books; there were very few incidents 
reported to indicate that a problem  existed; and any such problem  would be one of enforcem ent 
and not legislation. 
 
The com panion bill in the House (HB 527) is now in  the Civil Ju stice & Courts Policy  
Committee. 
 
SB 494 – Water Conservation / Landscape Irrigation 
 
This bill am ends s. 373.62, F.S., revising the requirements for autom atic landscape irrigation 
systems to include technology that will interrupt the system during periods of sufficient moisture. 
It requires that licens ed contractors inspect thes e systems to ensure that they are in com pliance 
before completing additional work on the system s.  The bill also direct s the DEP to c reate a 
model ordinance by January 15, 2010, which must in clude penalties f or violations by operators 
and licensed contractors. 
 
There were five am endments files on Tuesday incl uding a strike all.  T he amendments included 
fertilizer restrictions and an exem ption from  a ny day-of-the-week (but not hour-of-the-day) 
watering restrictions imposed by the local governm ent and water management district if the 
sensor device is approved by the local governm ent and signage is placed  on the property.  The  
bill was temporarily postponed by General Government Appropriations Committee on Tuesday. 
 
HB 593 – Water Resources / Irrigation 
 
This bill re moves the term  “xeriscape” f rom Flor ida Sta tutes and re places it with “Florid a-
friendly landscapes,” providing definitions and principles that illus trate this la ndscaping 
approach. In recognizing that hom eowners’ associations and local governm ents are essential to 
water conservation efforts, the bill provides that de ed restrictions, covenants, and local 
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ordinances m ay not be enforced to prohibi t a landowner from  a pplying Florida-friendly  
landscaping to their pr operty.  The bill a lso r equires wa ter m anagement dis tricts to consider , 
when evaluating applications for water use from  public wate r suppliers, whether the applic able 
local government has adopted ordinances for land scaping and irrigation system s consistent with 
Florida-friendly landscaping.  In  addition, districts must use Florida-friendly landscaping around 
their new facilities and must de velop a 5-year program for phasing in the use of Florida-friendly 
landscaping at existing facilities. 
 
The bill was heard on Tuesday by the House General Government Policy Council.  A companion 
bill in the S enate (SB 2530) was also heard on Tuesday by th e Community Af fairs Committee, 
the first of four comm ittees of reference.  A hand-written am endment was filed and adopted 
which provided that properties would be exem pt from day-of-the-week (but not hour-of-the-day) 
watering restrictions imposed by th e local government and water m anagement district if : i)  the 
development or subdivision that has at least 25  residential parcels with a “sm art irrigation 
controller;” the controller is approved by the local governm ent after consultation with the water 
district; and a sign is posted in plain view from the nearest roadway. 
 
The bill, as am ended, was adopted and now m oves on to the Environm ental Preservation and  
Conservation Committee. 
 
 
SB 616 - Public Construction Projects 
 
This bill revises statutory requirem ents conc erning com petitively bidding public construction 
projects.  The bill specifically: 
 

• Defines the term “maintenance” for the purpose of this bill. 
• Provides an exception to the dim inished funding source exem ption, where it does not 

apply if the governmental entity materially contributed to the delay. 
• Deletes the public interest ex ception provision to require that  the local governm ent first 

receive bids to com ply with certain provisions, including that the local governm ent can 
only do the work itself if all of the bids ar e at leas t 10 percen t greater than the local 
government’s estimated costs, it holds a noticed public meeting, and its decision to do the 
work itself is supported by factual findings that the government can do it cheaper than the 
lowest bid. 

• Provides for exem ptions for local governm ents operating a public us e airport, certain  
ports, a public transit system, or a mass transit system. 

• Provides that a local preference may only be given to bidders in the event of a tie bid. 

The bill was passed on Tuesday by the Senate Community Affairs Committee and now moves on 
to the Governmental Oversight and Accountability Committee. 
 
Last week, the com panion bill in th e House (HB 611) had the referen ce to Milita ry & Local 
Affairs Policy Comm ittee rem oved and a refe rence to Finance & T ax Council added.  The 
remaining references are now the Econom ic Development & Community Affairs Policy Council 
and the Finance & Tax Council. 
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HB 707 – Management of Wastewater / Beach Contamination 
 
This bill r equires the De partment of Environm ental Protection (D EP) to investig ate wastewater 
facilities within one m ile of any b each where a health advisory h as been issue d in o rder to 
determine if an incident at su ch facilities m ay have  contributed to the contam ination.  Upon 
completion of its investigation or discovery of an incident at a wa stewater treatment facility, the 
DEP must notify the m unicipality or county in whic h the affected beach is located of the resu lts 
of the investigation.  The bill also requires the Department of Health (DOH) to notify the  
municipality or county in which the affected beach is located of the health advisory. 
 
On Monday, the bill was heard by the House Full Appropriations Council on General 
Government & Health Care.  This is the f inal comm ittee of  ref erence in the House.  The 
companion bill in the Senate (SB 1296) is now in the General Governm ent Appropriations 
Committee, which is the final committee of reference in the Senate. 
 
HB 0825 – Ad Valorem Taxation of Working Waterfronts 
 
This bill provides that working waterfront properties be taxed at values reflecting the current use 
rather than the “high est and best” us e.  The b ill provides definiti ons and elig ibility criteria for 
property that may be classified as “working waterfront” and provides appraisers with assessment 
guidelines and the authority  to review up to ten years of pr ior use.  The bill was passed on 
Wednesday by the House General Government Policy Council. 
 
The companion bill in the Senate (SB 1468) is now in the Finance and Tax Committee. 
 
SB 856 – Coastal Management 
 
This bill exem pts from Developm ent of Regiona l Im pact (DRI) review certain p ort-related 
commercial or industrial projects that are located within 3 m iles of a port m aster plan area and 
rely upon the use of port and intermodal transportation facilities. 
 
The bill was  passed on W ednesday by the Sena te Commerce Committee and now moves on to 
the Transportation Committee.  A com panion bill in the House (HB 441) is now in the Roads, 
Bridges & Ports Policy Committee 
 
HB 933 - West Central Florida Water Restoration Action Plan 
 
This bill d irects the Sou thwest Florida Water Management District (S WFWMD) to im plement 
the W est-Central Flo rida W ater Restora tion Action Pla n (W RAP), which is  the Distr ict’s 
regional env ironmental r estoration a nd water re source sus tainability p rogram f or the Southern  
Water Use  Caution  Area (SW UCA).  The b ill declares im plementation of  th e W RAP is 
necessary to  m eet the m inimum flow requirem ent for the Uppe r Peace River, s low saltwater 
intrusion, provide for im proved lake levels a nd water quality along the Lake W ales Ridge, and 
ensure sufficient water supplies for all existing and projected reasonable and beneficial uses. 
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The WRAP must be im plemented in a m anner that is watershed-based, c onsiders water quality 
issues, and includes monitoring, development and implementation of best management practices 
(BMPs), and both structural and nonstructural projects.  SWFW MD must coordinate its 
implementation of the plan w ith regional water supply aut horities, public and private 
partnerships, and local, state, and f ederal partners in or der to m aximize opportunities for the 
most efficient and timely expenditures of public funds. 
 
There are five initiatives to the WRAP: 
 

1. Central West Coast Surface Water Enhancement Initiative.  The purpose of  this initiative 
is to m ake available ad ditional su rface wate rs for public su pply throug h resto ration of 
surface waters, natural water flows, and freshwater wetland communities. 

2. Facilitating Agricultural Resour ce Management Systems Initiative . The purpose of this  
initiative is to expedite the im plementation of production-scale BMPs  in the agricultural 
sector which will result in redu ctions in groundwater withdrawals and improvements in 
water quality, water resources, and ecology. 

3. Ridge Lakes Restoration Initiative.  The purpose  of this initiative includes the protection 
and enhancem ent of water quality through st ormwater treatm ent in approxim ately 130 
lakes located along the Lake Wales Ridge in Polk and Highlands Counties, which quality 
is threaten ed by s tormwater ru noff, wastew ater effl uent, fert ilizer app lications, 
groundwater pollution, degradation of shoreline habitats, and hydrologic alterations. 

4. Upper Peace River W atershed Restoration Initiative .  The purpose of this  initiative is to  
improve the quality of waters and e cosystems in the watershed of the Upper Peace River 
by recharging aquifers, restoring the flow of surface waters,  and restoring the capacity of 
natural systems to store surface waters. 

5. Central Florida Water Resources De velopment Initiative.  This initia tive’s purpose is to 
create and implem ent a  long-term  plan that  takes a com prehensive approach to lim it 
ground water withdrawals in the SWUCA, which includes the identification and 
development of alternative water supplies for Polk County. 
 

The bill was passed on Tuesday with one technical amendment by the House Natural Resources  
Appropriations Committee.  A Comm ittee Subs titute will now m ove on to the F ull 
Appropriations Council on General Government & Health Care, its final reference. 
 
SB 1012 – State Lands 
 
This bill provides statutory guid ance to  be utilized  by the Board of Trustees of  the Inte rnal 
Improvement Trust Fund and DEP for the us e of sovereignty submerged lands. Specific 
provisions of the bill include lease term s, assessm ent of fines and penalties, m inimum 
compliance measures, and fee structures. 
 
The bill and  four m inor amendments were co nsidered and passed by th e General Governm ent 
Appropriations Committee on Wednesday. 
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HB 1021 – Department of Transportation 
 
In summary, this Omnibus bill: 
 

• Directs DOT to study transportation alternatives for I-95; 
• Better integrates airport planning and ad jacent land use in the local governm ent 

comprehensive planning process; 
• Exempts seaport-related projects from DRI review; 
• Authorizes transportation concurrency backlog authorities to issue bonds and exceed the 

25 percent tax increment financing rate; 
• Authorizes DOT to a ward stipends to unsu ccessful bidders for state-funded design-build 

construction contracts; 
• Directs DOT to establish a goal of procurin g up to 25% of constr uction contracts as 

design-build contracts; 
• Includes maintenance contractors in the proc ess used by construction contractors to 

arbitrate contract disputes; 
• Provides ad ditional exe mptions to utility co mpanies f rom reloc ation c osts re lated to 

transportation projects; 
• Authorizes the installation of payphones and advertising within certain rights-of-way; 
• Requires new or replacement electronic toll collection systems to operate effectively with 

DOT's electronic toll co llection system and provides for alternative tolling and paym ent 
methods; 

• Eliminates the requir ement to m aintain a unif orm toll rate  structu re o n the turnpike 
system; 

• Increases from $100 m illion to $25 0 million the maximum dollar am ount for projects,  
which m ay be added to DOT’s work pr ogram when funded by other governm ental 
entities; 

• Creates a new reim bursement program for sm all counties to  loan up to $200 m illion to 
DOT in order to advance projects outside the adopted work program  and revises the 
notification process used by DOT when amending the work program; 

• Reinstates the Sm all County Resurfacing Assistance Program  in 2012 and removes 
certain eligibility criteria relating to ad valorem tax rates; 

• Abolishes the non-functioning Tampa Bay Commuter Transit Authority; 
• Authorizes all expressway authorities to index toll rates to the Consumer Price Index; 
• Authorizes the use of, but does not approp riate, public funds for certain non-capacity 

improvements to Old Cutler Road in Miami-Dade County; and  
• Directs DOT to establish an approved m ethodology for calculating proportionate share 

exactions, which recogn ize that sus tainable DRIs will like ly achieve an interna l capture 
rate greater than 30%. 
 

The bill was passed unanimously by the House Finance & Tax Council on Tuesday. 
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HB 1133 – Agriculture 
 
This bill ad dresses s everal issues rela ting to  agricu lture.  The bill p rohibits cou nties f rom 
imposing a fee for stormwater m anagement on ag ricultural land if  the e xisting operation has an 
agricultural discharg e p ermit (such  as an  NPDE S or ERP) or im plements best m anagement 
practices (BMPs), and prohibits counties from  enforcing any re gulations if  the activ ity is  
regulated by BMPs, interim measures, or regulations.  The powers of a county to enforce wetland 
protection ordinances, regulations or rules a dopted prior to January 1, 2009, are not lim ited by 
the bill. 
 
The bill creates  the “Agricultural Nuisance Cl aim W aiver Act” which requires a political 
subdivision, prior to issuing a local land use perm it, building permit, or certificate of occupancy 
for non-agricultural land located within 1,000 feet of agricultural  land, to have the applicant sign 
a written waiver of nuisance claim s against the neighboring agricultural land.  The bill exem pts 
“farm fence s” from  the  Florida Building Code a nd from city or county codes, and exem pts 
nonresidential farm buildings and fences from county or municipal fees. 
 
On Tuesday, the bill w as passed by the House General G overnment Policy Council.  It now 
moves to the Finance & Tax Council, which is the final reference in the House.  The  companion 
bill in the Senate (SB 1974) was passed on Tuesday by the Community Affairs Committee. 
 
HB 1145 - Stormwater Management System Design 
 
This bill provides for the establishm ent of  a study comm ission to develop legislative 
recommendations relating to  sto rmwater m anagement system  design in the state. The 
commission is tasked with: 
 

• Reviewing the Joint Professional Engin eers and Landscape Architecture Committee 
Report, and  determ ining its curr ent validity a nd the ne ed to rev ise any of  th e 
conclusions or recommendations; 

• Determining how a licensed and register ed professional m ight dem onstrate 
competency for stormwater management system design; 

• Determining how the Board of Professiona l Engineers and the Board of Landscape 
Architecture might administer certification tests or continuing education requirements 
for stormwater management system design; 

• Providing recomm endations for grandfatheri ng the rights of licen sed professionals 
who currently practice storm water management design so that they  can continue to 
practice without meeting any new requirements. 

 
The Board of Landscape Architecture, th e Boar d of Professional Engi neers, the Florid a 
Engineering Society, the Florida Chapter of the American Society of Landscape Arc hitects, and 
the Secretary of the Departm ent of Environm ental Pro tection shall each  appoint on e person to  
serve on the commission. 
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An amendment to the bill added an appointment by the Secretary of DOT.  The bill as am ended 
was passed  unanim ously by the House Natura l Resour ces Approp riations Committee on  
Tuesday. 
 
HB 1229 – Contamination Notification / Environmental Cleanup 
 
This bill expands the parties that need to be notified of contamination to add the following: 
 

• The m ayor, chair of the county comm ission, or the comparable  elected official  
representing the affected area; 

• The city m anager, county adm inistrator, or the comparable elected official representing 
the affected area; 

• Both U.S. Senators and U.S. Representatives; 
• All property owners, lessees and tenants where site rehabili tation is being conducted, and 

all property owners, lessees, and tenants of any properties within 1,000 foot radius of 
each sampling point at which contamination is discovered; and 

• If the property where contam ination is discovered is a sch ool, DEP is also required to 
send a notice to the school dist rict superintendent and dire ct the superintendent to 
annually notify teachers and parents or the guardians of students attending the school. 

 
These additional notification requirements do not apply to contamination found due to petroleum 
cleanups adm inistered by the DE P under 376.3071, F.S., dry cleaning facility restoration 
pursuant to 376.3078, F.S., or brownfield area cleanup pursuant to 376.81, F.S. 
 
The bill was passed on  Tuesday by the House General G overnment Policy Council and no w 
moves on to the Natural Resources Appropriations Committee.  The companion bill in the Senate 
(SB 114) is now in the Education Pre-K-12 Committee. 
 
HB 1349 – Environmental Protection 
 
This bill addresses several issues related to  the powers and duties of the Departm ent of 
Environmental P rotection (DEP).  The bill delays im plementation of land m anagement plan 
requirements adopted pursuant to the Florida Forever Program  to provide more tim e to 
accomplish the neces sary interagenc y planning,  rulem aking and plan revisions. Th e bill als o 
clarifies that a m ajority vote is necessary for the Acquisiti on and Restoration Council (ARC) to 
transact business.  The bill fixe s a disparity in for counties  to determine the inten t to purchase 
surplus lan ds and am ends curren t law to reflect  a “45 day” deadline.  It also  revises the 
timeframe to 21 days for som eone to file a pe tition for an adm inistrative hearing for an 
environmental resource perm it (ERP) whether or  not th e projec t is  linked to activ ities o n 
sovereign submerged lands. 
 
The bill pro vides that if an environ mental resource permit is prep ared by a licensed or certified 
professional and deem ed com plete by the DEP, it is pr esumed to be in com pliance with the  
provisions of the permitting statutes. If the permit application is challenged by the DEP or a third 
party, the burden of showing non-compliance by a preponderance of the evidence shall be on the 
challenging party.  The bill r equires DEP to issue a f ormal intent to is sue or deny a f ederally 
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delegated air program pre-construction permit within the 90-day requirement period and to act in 
a timely manner to take final action following th e public comment period.  The bill revises and 
streamlines adm inistrative penalties for violat ions involving drinking water contam ination; 
wastewater; dredge, fill, or st ormwater; m angrove trimm ing or alterations; solid waste; air 
emission; and, waste cleanup. 
 
The bill was passed on  Tuesday by the House General G overnment Policy Council and no w 
moves on to the Natural Resources Appropriations Committee. 
 
There is a sim ilar bill in the Senate (SB 2104) which amends provisions of  Florida Statutes that 
impact the DEP relating to land m anagement, surplus lands, membership of the Acquisition and 
Restoration Council, infor mation subm itted to the Land Managem ent Unifor m Accountin g 
Council, the expenditure of Florida Forever f unds, sovereignty subm erged lands, adm inistrative 
hearings relating to the use of subm erged la nds, and federal delegation of air program  pre-
construction permitting activ ities.  The bill ex cludes certain air  pollution viola tions f rom DEP 
action, and revises and streamlines certain administrative penalties. 
 
There were five separate amendments filed on Monday, which among other things: 
 

• Changes the number of affirmative votes from five to six members of the Acquisition and 
Restoration Council 

• Adds penalties for waste cleanup violati ons, such as $5,000 for failure to subm it a  
complete site assessm ent report, provide  notice of contam ination beyond property 
boundaries, or com plete an offsite well surv ey; $3,000 for failure to tim ely assess or 
remediate contamination as required by department rule 

• Adds a penalty of $3,000 for failure to obtain a clearance letter before placing a drinking 
water system  into service and a penalty of  $2,000 for failure to properly com plete a 
required public notice of violations, exceedances, or failures  that may pose an acute risk  
to human health, plus $2,000 if the violation occurs at a community water system. 

The amendments were adopted and the billed as amended was passed by the Senate Community 
Affairs Committee on Tuesday. 
 
SB 1328 – Commercial Fertilizer Application 
 
This bill  establishes a D epartment of Agriculture and Cons umer Services (DACS) certification 
category for the comm ercial application of fer tilizer to urban turf and landscapes.  This 
certification would demonstrate that the person has received  training in f ertilizer bes t 
management practices, as adopted by DACS a nd DE P.  It establishes criteria and fees for 
issuance an d renewal o f the cer tificate and ad ministrative fines for violations and also gives 
DACS the authority for rulemaking to implement these provisions. 
 
The bill was passed on Tuesday by the Senate  Agriculture Committee, and now moves on to 
Community Affairs. 
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SB 1436 – Water Management Districts / COPs 
 
This bill would prohibit a water m anagement distri ct f rom issuing ce rtificates of  participa tion 
unless the electors of the district approve thei r issuan ce.  Despite a request to  tem porarily 
postpone th e bill pend ing a restructured U.S. Sugar deal, the Environ mental Preservation and 
Conservation Committee decided to send a m essage and passed the bill out  of the Committee on 
Tuesday. 
 
HB 1451 – Transportation Facilities 
 
This bill address several issues related to Transportation. Specifically, the bill: 
 

• Amends the concurrency exception for public transit f acilities to inc lude hangers that 
manufacture and assemble aircraft. 

• Increases the commercial motor vehicle weight limit on non-interstate highways. 
• Deletes unnecessary definitions and amends other definitions that are incorrect or conflict 

with other statutory provisions. 
• Removes obsolete provisions related to the classification of roads. 
• Permits counties  to enter in to pub lic-private partnerships to bu ild, operate, own, or 

finance toll facilities on the county road system. 
• Provides legislative findings related to the mining of construction aggregate materials. 
• Provides a mechanism for public-use airports to  dispose of  or remove personal property, 

derelict or abandoned aircraft and derelict or abandoned motor vehicles from the airport’s 
premises. 

• Clarifies tha t low speed  vehicle s may be  operated on certain roads under the DOT’s  
jurisdiction. 

• Requires the Northwest Florid a Regional Transportation P lanning Organization to study 
the feasibility of advance funding the cost of capacity projects in its member counties. 

• Creates the Florida Transportation Revenue Study Commission to study state, regional, 
and local transportation needs and to de velop new and innovative funding options and 
recommendations. 

 
On W ednesday, the bill was temporarily postponed by the Econom ic Developm ent & 
Community Affairs Policy Council. 
 
SB 2244 - Land Used for Conservation Purposes 
 
This bill provides an ad valorem  tax exem ption for real p roperty d edicated in p erpetuity for 
conservation purposes, including real property encumbered by perpetual conservation easements 
or by other perpetual conservatio n protections.  The bill im plements revisions to the State 
Constitution that were approved by voters in the 2008 General Election. 
 
An a mendment was filed on Monday which provi des for replacem ent of tax losses affecting  
fiscally constrained counties.  The moneys appr opriated for this pu rpose will be d istributed in  
January of each fiscal year based on each count y’s prop ortion of the total redu ction in ad 
valorem tax revenue as prescribed by the Department of Revenue. 
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The am endment was a dopted and the bill was passed on Tuesday by the Senate Agriculture 
Committee.  It now m oves on to the  Environmental Preservation and Conservation Comm ittee.  
There is no companion bill in the House. 
 
State Retirement 
 
SB 1182 – This bill provides that any person who is retired under the Florida Retirement System 
(FRS), (except those retiring under a disability) may be reemployed but may not receive a salary 
and retirement benefits while reemployed.  The employee may not be reenrolled in the FRS, and 
the employer does not pay retirem ent contributions to the FRS for such e mployee.  Exemptions 
are provided for certain em ployees hired by a di strict school board, a community college, the  
state university system, the Board of  Trustees for the Florida School of the Deaf and Blind, and 
for e mployers hiring a retired fi refighter or param edic.  Except for a retired m ember who 
renewed into the system  prior to July 1, 2009, a retiree of the FRS may not be enrolled in the 
FRS on or after July 1, 2009. 
 
SB 1214 - This bill provides that effective July 1, 2009, r etired members serv ing in an office 
covered by the Elective Officers’ Class of th e FRS are p rohibited from  receiv ing retirem ent 
benefits as well as com pensation for service for as long as the m ember rem ains in an office  
covered by the class. The bill provides that retirement benefits will be suspended during the term 
of office. The suspended retirem ent benefits mu st be recalculated to include additional service 
and compensation earned in the elected office, and are reinstated upon the second retirem ent of 
the member. 
 
Both of  these bills wer e passed on Tuesday by the Senate Community Aff airs Committee and 
now moves on to the Ethics and Elections Committee. 
 
SB 1042 - Affordable Housing 
 
This bill provides specific assessm ent requirem ents for property owned by a community land  
trust and used for the purpose of providing affordable housing.  The improvements or parcels are 
each subject to a ground lease of a t least 99 years, and th e ground lease contains a for mula 
limiting the amount for which the improvement or parcel may be resold. The bill provides that in 
arriving at the just valuation of structural  im provements or  i mproved parcels conveyed by a  
CLT, the property appraiser must assess based on the resale restrictions or limited uses contained 
in the 99-year or longer ground lease. 
 
The bill was passed on Tuesday by the Senate Community Affairs Committee, and now m oves 
on to the Finance and Tax Committee. 
 
SB 1602 – Community Development Districts 
 
This bill broadens the authority of community  development districts (CDDs) to levy fines and 
enforce deed restriction s even when those deed  restrictions apply to property outside of the 
community development district.  A strike a ll amendment was filed on Tuesday which provides  
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that the CDD must obtain the consent of the county or municipality in which any deed restriction 
enforcement is proposed to occur. 
 
In order to adopt enforcem ent rule s in residential distri cts, less than 25 percent of residential 
units may be in a homeowners’ association and the CDD must obtain consent from hom eowners 
associations.  For any pe tition to amend the boundaries of  a distr ict, the f iling of the petition by 
the dis trict board of superviso rs constitu tes c onsent of the landown ers with in the district.   
Written consent m ust be obtained from the landowners whose land is to be added to or deleted  
from the CDD. 
 
The bill was passed on Tuesday by the Senate Community Affairs Committee, and now m oves 
on to the Judiciary Committee, which is the final committee of reference. 
 
SB 1898 - Water Management Districts / Government Accountability 
 
The Senate Environm ental Preservation and C onservation Comm ittee is the prim ary sunse t 
review committee for reviews of  the sta te’s f ive water management districts.  This bill sim ply 
reenacts section 373.069, F.S., which created the water managem ent distri cts.  A  strike all 
amendment was filed on Monday which, among other things, provides: 
 

• That basin board members may only serve 180 days following expiration of their term; 
• Requirements for licensure of water well contractors; 
• That governing board,  basin bo ard, comm ittee, or an  ad visory board m ay conduct 

meetings by means of media technology; 
Legislative findings and requirements pertaining to reclaimed water, and formulation of a 
Reclaimed Water Coordination Task Force. * This provision was in last year’s bill and 
was placed in the bill inadvertently.  The staff director assured that it would be deleted in 
future versions. 

• That the Governor shall appoi nt members of district governing boards from  the Florida 
Public Service Commission nominating council, and requirements. 

• That the governing board shall delegate to the executive dir ector, all o f its autho rity to  
take final action on permit applications and shall exert no influence on staff decisions.  
 

There were some technical amendments adopted.  In addition, an amendment was adopted which 
provides that the total annual debt  service for bonds issued purs uant to this section and §373.536 
may not exceed 25% of the annual ad valorem  tax revenues of the water m anagement district,  
unless approved by the Joint Legislative Budget Commission. 
 
The bill was passed on Tuesday by the Senate  Environm ental Preserva tion and Conservation 
Committee.  It now moves on to Governmental Oversight and Accountability. 
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SB 2016 - Environmental Permitting 
 
Among other things, this bill provides: 
 

• Legislative inten t rela ting to the coordina tion and im plementation of regulatory duties 
and functions am ong various state and fede ral agencies for wetlands regulation and 
delineation. 

• Authorization for the DEP to obtain an expa nded state programmatic general permit, or a 
series of regional perm its from the U.S. Ar my Corps of Engineers (A COE) for certa in 
activities. 

• For ratification of the changes approved by the Environm ental Regulation Comm ission 
and to reclassify slash pine and gallberry as facultative species. 

An amendment was also adopted which provides: 
 

• That the su bsection do es not p revent th e DEP or water m anagement districts from 
pursuing and im plementing a state programm atic perm it for projects that have greater 
than 5 acres of wetlands or other surface waters; or 

• a series of regional general perm its for cons truction a ctivities in we tlands or su rface 
waters; 

• That the DEP and wa ter m anagement distri cts shall compare their rules regarding  
mitigation to the rules of  the ACOE and EPA,  with appropria te representatives of those 
agencies, to  identif y a ny incons istent or c ontradictory pr ovisions and recommend 
appropriate revisions. 

The bill was passed unanim ously on Tuesday by the Senate Environ mental Preservation an d 
Conservation Committee. 
 
SB 2026 - State and Local Government Permitting 
 
This bill provides a retroactive 2-year extension from the expiration date  of any construction or 
operating permit, development order, building pe rmit, or other land use application approved by 
the state or a local governm ent whi ch would expire between October 1, 2008 and October 1, 
2010.  The retroactive extension applies to the commence ment, phasing and buildout dates and 
includes ce rtificates of  concurrency and developm ent agreem ents, and applies to any required 
mitigation associated with any phase of construction.  The bill prohibits a local government from 
enacting or  enf orcing an ordinanc e that prov ides additio nal or m ore string ent perm itting 
standards, regulations, or criteria without authorization by the Legislature. 
 
The bill was passed on Tuesday by the Senate Community Affairs Committee, and now m oves 
on to the Environmental Preservation and Conservation Committee. 
 
SB 2210 Charter County Transit System Surtax 
 
A strik e a ll am endment to  th is b ill prov ides that any  cha rter coun ty tha t has  e ntered in to 
interlocal agreements for the dis tribution of pro ceeds to on e or m ore of its m unicipalities shall 
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revise such  interlo cal agreem ents no less  fr equently than every 5 years for the purpose of 
including any municipalities created since the execution of the previous interlocal agreements. 
 
The bill as amended was passed by the Senate Transportation Committee on Wednesday. 
 
SB 2334 - Water Management Lands Trust Fund 
 
This bill p rovides tha t the Northwe st Florida and Suwannee River water m anagement districts 
may use any excess funds provided for the devel opment of alternative water supplies for their 
regional water supply planning efforts. 
 
The bill was passed unanim ously on Tuesday by the Senate Environ mental Preservation an d 
Conservation Committee. 
 
SB 2572 - Rural Agricultural Industrial Centers 
 
This bill defines a rural agri cultural industrial center as a de veloped parcel of land in an 
unincorporated area with an operating agricultural industrial facility that: 
 

• employs at least 200 full-time employees; 
• is used for processing and preparing for trans port farm products or biom ass material that 

could be used for the production of fuel, renewable energy, bioenergy, or alternative fuel; 
• may include contiguous land not used for the cultivation of crops but on which essential 

activities are conducted; and 
• is located within 10 miles of a rural area of critical economic concern (RACEC). 

 
The bill m akes legis lative f indings declaring the state’s in terest in protecting ru ral agricultural 
industrial centers from adverse changes in the agricultural economy and sets forth procedures for 
a landowner to am end the local com prehensive pl an to expand the uses or facilities of an 
agricultural industrial center. 
 
The bill also requires local government to amend its comprehensive plan within six months if the 
application m eets the statuto ry requ irements.  Th ere is a rebuttab le p resumption that such  an 
amendment does not promote urban sprawl.  The bill does not apply to an optional sector plan or 
a rural land stewardship area. 
 
The bill was passed una nimously on Tuesday by the Senate Community Affairs Committee, and 
passed th e Comm erce Co mmittee on W ednesday.  A Committee bill filed by the House 
Agriculture and Natural Resources Committee (HB 7053, formerly PCB ANR1) was scheduled 
to be heard by the House Policy Council on Friday but was not heard.  It is on the Council 
agenda for Monday, April 6. 
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SB 2636 - Department of Environmental Protection 
 
A strike all amendment was adopted on Tuesday, which among other things provides: 
 

• Legislative findings with rega rd to land acquisition program s and a long-term  financial 
commitment to restoring, enhancing, and managing Florida’s public lands. 

• Recognition the state ’s conserva tion lands a re managed by the Divis ion of  Forestr y in  
DACS; the Fish and W ildlife Conservation Commission; the Division  of Recreation and  
Parks, Office of Greenways and Trails and Coastal and Aquatic Managed Areas in DEP, 
and that management costs continue to increase. 

• Office of Program Policy Analysis and Government Accountability is directed to conduct 
a study of agencies and identify cost efficiencies. 

• DEP shall issue request for proposals for a 5-year, public-priva te conservation land 
management dem onstration pilot project concerning no more than 200,000 acres of 
existing non-submerged conservation lands.   Th e contractor shall be responsible for all 
land m anagement activities except for law en forcement, wildfire suppression, derelict 
vessel removal, manatee surveys, and water sampling. 

 
The bill as am ended was passed on Tuesday by the Environm ental Preservation and 
Conservation Committee with the adm onition that the program must not harm  state parks or the 
state employees presently working in the parks. 
 
House PCB NRAC 09-02 – Environmental Protection 
 
This bill revises statutory prov isions governing seve ral trust funds and programs within the 
Department of Environm ental Protection (D EP) and th e Fish and  W ildlife Conservatio n 
Commission (FWC). Specifically, the bill: 
 

• Redistributes to the General Revenue Fund all of the revenues collect ed from the excise 
tax on documents that are currently distributed to the Water Protection and Sustainability 
Program Trust Fund (DEP) and the Marine Resources Conservation Trust Fund (FWC). 

• Redirects $6,300,000 to the General Revenue Fund from the Land Acquisition Trust 
Fund (DEP). 

• Amends statutes the excise tax on documents to provide that  amounts needed to pay debt 
service on bonds issued before July 1, 2009, shall be m ade available for these purposes. 
The bill prioritizes the paym ent of debt  service on Preservation 2000 Bonds, Florida 
Forever Bonds, and the Everglades Restoration Bonds. 

• Deletes the distribution of two-tenths of one percent of sales and use tax revenues into the 
Ecosystem Managem ent and Restoration Trus t Fund (DEP), therefore redirecting the 
revenue to the General Revenue Fund. 

• Establishes a new solid waste disposal fee of 1.25/ton and provides for the proceeds to be 
deposited into the General Revenue Fund. 

• Terminates the Lake Okeechobee Preservation Trust Fund. 
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The bill was subm itted as a Comm ittee Bill by the Hou se Natura l Resources Appropriations  
Committee on Thursday.  There were concerns expressed by the League of Cities, Association of 
Counties and private waste haulers about the wast e disposal fee; as m any s maller facilities 
charge by the cubic foot and do not even have we igh scales.  Despite these concerns, the bill  
passed out of committee on a vote of 6-3. 
 
House PCB TEDA 09-05 – Department of Community Affairs 
 
This bill eliminates the Century Commission and redirects the documentary stamp tax proceeds  
previously used to support of  the Century Comm ission to f und the Departm ent's cost of 
providing technical assistance to  local governm ents and school boards on the requirem ents and 
implementation of growth management. 
 
Any documentary stamp taxes up to the maximum amount (or cap) allowable in statute would be 
received by the Departm ent and a ny dollars over the maxim um would still flow to general 
revenue.  The maximum amount allowable under current law is $3,250,000. 
 
This bill was subm itted as Committee Bill by  the Transp ortation & Econom ic Developm ent 
Appropriations Committee on Thursday. 
 
 
House PCB GAAC 09-03 – Water Management Districts 
 
This bill m akes a num ber of changes to the wa ter management districts based upon the review 
and recommendations that occurred during the suns et review process.   Am ong other changes, 
the Proposed Council Bill: 
 

• Reenacts § 373.069, F.S., relating to the establishment of the water management districts. 
• Provides a finite period a basin board member m ay serve beyond expiration of the  

appointment term and designates the chair of a basin under specified conditions. 
• Reduces the number of members on the Manasota Basin Board. 
• Eliminates the Oklawah a River  Bas in Advi sory Board, Lake Panasoffkee Restoration 

Program and the Lake Panasoffkee Restoration Council. 
• Allows water management district governing boards to conduct meetings using means of 

communications media technology. 
• Requires WMD boar ds to delegate authority to approve consumptive use and 

environmental resource permits to the executive directors. 
• Establishes docum entation requirem ents fo r water well contractor" applying for 

licensure. 
• Establishes the conditio ns necessary to r eceive a 50-year consum ptive use perm it for 

certain alternative water supply development projects. 
• Provides the appropriate substantive comm ittee chair authority to comment and object to 

WMD tentative budgets. 
• Establishes a debt to revenue  limitation of 20% that a W MD may have outstanding and 

requires the approval of the Joint Legisla tive Budget Comm ission (LBC) to exceed the 
bond limitation. 
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• Revises certain payment in lieu of taxes provi sions by expanding eligible lands, annually 
reviewing population eligibility  requirements, narrowing eligib le local governments, and 
removing the application process and deadline. 

• Authorizes the reinstatement of payment of lieu taxes for counties that remain below the 
population threshold. 

With three m inor amendments, the PCB was pa ssed by the House Governm ent Accountability  
Act Council on Thursday. 
 
US Sugar Corp. Land Acquisition 
 
On W ednesday, Governor Crist announced that the S tate of Florida and the U.S. Sugar  
Corporation (USSC) had reach ed agreement on a revised land acquis ition plan which reflected  
the fiscal lim itations of the South Florida W ater Management District.  Under the proposal, the 
district would initially in vest approximately $530 m illion for 72,500 acres of property south of 
Lake Okeechobee – a land m ass nearly twice th e size of Orlando.  Approxim ately 32,000 acres 
of that land, currently in  citrus production, would be available to the district w ithin a year after 
closing.  The USSC would leas e back the other approxim ately 40,500 acres of sugar cane land 
for $150 per acre per year for at least seven years.  The district would have an option to purchase 
the rem aining 107,500 acres of USSC property for restoration within th e first 10 years after 
closing. 
 
Highlights of the proposed acquisition terms include: 

 Reducing the immediate public investment by 60 percent, or $800 million, in addition to 
reducing annual debt service payments by an estimated $65 million. 

 Tripling the land lease rate to $150 an acr e per year to generate a minim um of $40 
million in revenue and avoid at least $11 million in land management costs. 

 Keeping 1,700 direct jobs intact and protectin g 10,000 indirect jobs for at least another 
decade with the continued operation of the USSC’s mill and refinery. 

 
A copy of the press release, a li nk to a video of the press confer ence, and a map of the proposed 
acquisition lands can be found here: 
https://my.sfwmd.gov/portal/page?_pageid=2814,24158104&_dad=portal&_schema=PORTAL 
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Florida Chamber Legislative Update 
2009 Legislative Session; Week 5 

Topic 1 – Workers’ Compensation Reform Passes House  

This week, crucial workers’ compensation attorneys’ fees reform passed the Florida House of 
Representatives, by a vote of 84 to 35. (See if your Representative voted for the bill.) This legislation will 
ensure that plaintiffs’ attorney fees are based solely on a percentage of the actual benefit awarded to an 
injured worker.  

This bill has stalled in the Florida Senate, where the Judiciary Committee postponed it this week, halting 
any further advancement of the bill until the next Judiciary Committee meeting. Lowering workers’ 
compensation insurance costs is a top priority of Florida’s employers, and we will continue to fight for you 
on this issue in the Senate.  

The Florida Chamber commends the Florida House and the 84 members who voted for this important 
reform, and hopes that the Senate can quickly advance this legislation before workers’ compensation 
rates rise for Florida’s employers.  

Bottom Line: Florida’s Employers need the Florida Senate to advance these reforms to achieve lower 
workers’ compensation insurance costs.  

 
Topic 2 - Florida Chamber Fights Against Big Labor’s Card Check in DC  

This week, a delegation led by the Florida Chamber of Commerce traveled to Washington to advocate 
against the so-called “Employee Free Choice Act,” or EFCA, currently pending in U.S. Congress. Sen. Bill 
Nelson (D – Florida) is a co-sponsor the legislation. During the trip, the Florida Chamber and our partners 
expressed their deep concerns about this job killing legislation to members of congress. The team of 
small business owners and other employers implored those in Congress, such as Rep. Allen Boyd, Sen. 
Nelson and others, to reject EFCA and the anti-democratic implications it brings with it.  

Every vote counts on this bill, especially in the Senate, and we are beginning to see our efforts make the 
difference in turning the tide against this devastating proposal. Please take the opportunity now to contact 
Senator Nelson and Senator Martinez to oppose this misguided, job-killing legislation.  

Bottom Line: Congress needs to reject EFCA and send the message to employers and workers that their 
interests — not those of union bosses — are the true priority of our lawmakers.  

 
Topic 3 - Higher Education Bill Passes Senate Committee  

This week, the Senate Higher Education Appropriations Committee advanced important higher education 
reforms that have been a top priority of the Florida Chamber this year. The “Tuition Differential” bill, SB 
762, is sponsored by Sen. Ken Pruitt and recognizes the importance of quality higher education as well 
as the need for a talented, competitive workforce.  

This bill will allow all 11 state universities to utilize differential tuition, which permits schools to gradually 
bring tuition up to the national average. Florida has among the lowest tuition rates in the nation, causing a 
severe drain on talented professors, fewer course offerings and reduced value of Florida degrees.  
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The measure has one more stop in the Senate committee structure before advancing to the floor and is 
ready to move to a vote in the House. Despite opposition from unions and other special interests, we will 
continue to fight for higher education reform as a top priority for transitioning to a competitive, global 
economy.  

Bottom Line: In order to fully invest in our future workforce needs, Florida must allow state university 
tuition to gradually rise to the national average.  

 
Topic 4 – Florida Senate Considers Major Corporate Tax Increases  

On Wednesday, the Senate Commerce Committee unanimously passed SB 2270 by Senator Dan Gelber 
(D-Miami Beach) which places a “unitary tax” or “combined reporting” tax on Florida corporations.   

The Florida Chamber and the business community voiced its strong opposition to this bill; however the 
committee passed this tax after being asked by the labor unions and other special interests to support it.   

Given the Legislature’s search for new revenue, this is a serious issue of concern for the Florida business 
community.   Although the issue has not yet picked up steam in the House, we believe the Senate may 
see this as a possible trade with the House for their priorities during the final weeks of session to balance 
the budget.  During these difficult economic times, we urge the Florida Legislature not to enact legislation 
that increases taxes and discourages investment, such as this mandatory unitary combined reporting 
measure.  

 Bottom Line: The combined reporting process further punishes employers who are already struggling, 
and would directly and immediately eliminate jobs here in Florida.  

Topic 5 - Growth Leadership Bill Passes Senate  

Senate bill 360, a key piece of growth management legislation, passed the Senate 32 – 8 on Thursday. 
The bill, sponsored by Sen. Mike Bennett, would eliminate transportation concurrency, allow for expedited 
comprehensive plan reviews, and eliminate development of regional impact (DRIs) in specific urban 
areas.   

 
The House is expected to consider a companion bill on the floor during week 7. We will continue 
monitoring this legislation, which we consider a top priority for Florida’s economic development this 
session.  

Bottom Line: We are working closely with the House, Senate and Governor’s office to develop an 
effective growth leadership plan to stimulate Florida’s economic future.  

 
Topic 6 - Impact Fee Bills Moving in House and Senate  

This week the Florida House and Senate took steps in advancing important impact fee changes which 
would alleviate a burden being placed on Florida businesses during this crucial time. Florida has the 
second highest impact fee rates in the nation, and fees have increased 149% in the past 5 years.  

HB 227, sponsored by Rep. Gary Aubuchon, places a two year freeze on increases in impact fees and 
would level the playing field for property owners forced to pay unreasonable impact fees.   It places the 
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burden of defending impact fees squarely on the local governments, and it is considered a top priority for 
Florida Chamber members to create a better business climate for Florida.  

 
HB 227 is ready for the House Floor, while SB 580, sponsored by Sen. Mike Haridopolos, passed Senate 
Judiciary by a vote of 9 to 0 on Wednesday.   

 Bottom Line:  Florida has the second-highest impact fee rates in the nation, and we will continue to work 
with our growth leadership partners to advance this bill during this important time.  

 
Topic 7 – Slip-and-Fall Legislation and Parental Waiver Postponed  

This week the Florida Senate failed to advance two priority legal reform issues crucial to of Florida’s 
employers: Slip and Fall (SB 2402) and Parental Waiver (SB 886.) Both of these key legal reform issues 
are opposed strongly by the plaintiffs’ trial lawyers and we will continue to fight for their passage.  

• Slip and Fall (SB 2402 and HB 495) would restore predictability for business owners without forfeiting 
protections for injured customers. Business owners are currently incurring high costs defending against 
predatory, frivolous lawsuits. Requiring plaintiffs to show constructive notice would protect businesses 
from expensive litigation without compromising the ability of patrons to make claims against unsafe 
facilities. The bill is on the agenda for Monday.  

• Parental Waiver (SB 886 and HB 363) guarantees the authority of a parent to sign a pre-injury release 
for their child in response to a recent Florida Supreme Court decision. The bill is opposed by plaintiffs’ 
trial lawyers and remains a priority of Florida’s employers this session. The court previously ruled that 
parents have no right to sign a waiver of liability for injury on behalf of a child, putting Florida’s businesses 
at severe risk of predatory lawsuits. Without legislative action, this ruling will impact businesses’ ability to 
issue pre-injury waivers, infringing on a parent’s right as guaranteed by the 14th Amendment and the 
ability of children to participate in a variety of activities.  

Bottom Line: Florida’s employers need a fair and predictable legal system, and we urge the Florida 
Senate to take up and advance both Slip and Fall and Parental Waiver legislation.  

 
Topic 8 – SunRail Update  
 
Sunrail, the commuter rail proposal slated to bring jobs and business to Florida, remains a priority of the 
Florida Chamber as we continue through Legislative Session. We will continue to work with our partners 
in the Central Florida area, as well as around the state, to see that this economic development measure 
advances.  
 
The bill is sponsored by Senator Lee Constantine (R – Altamonte Springs) and is a great opportunity to 
leverage federal funding, create thousands of jobs, and gain economic benefits that accompany 
transportation improvements. The 61-mile system would stretch from Volusia County to Osceola County, 
carrying commuters in and out of downtown Orlando.  

 
The bill is currently in Senate Transportation and Economic Development Appropriations but has not yet 
been placed on the agenda.  

 Bottom Line: We will push for this bill to advance in the Florida Senate soon, and the Florida Chamber 
will continue to work with our partners to support this transportation priority.  
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Topic 9 - Florida Chamber Presents to RPOF Business Leaders Fly-In  

This week, Florida Chamber President and CEO Mark Wilson was asked to participate in the Republican 
Party of Florida’s Annual Business Leaders Forum and Fly-In. Wilson spoke to a group of about 120 
business leaders about the state of Florida’s economy and the role business leaders will play in recovery 
and transition. He highlighted the legislative priorities of the Florida Chamber, and fielded questions from 
business leaders, party officials and volunteers.  

If your local chamber or business group is coming to Tallahassee and would like to receive a presentation 
from the Florida Chamber of Commerce on Florida’s Business Agenda, please contact Karla Goodson at 
850.521.1217 or kgoodson@flchamber.com.  

Topic 10 – Senator Jim King Presents to Florida Chamber Advocacy Council  

On Thursday, Senator Jim King (R – Jacksonville) came to the Florida Chamber conference room in 
Tallahassee to speak to a group of Advocacy Council members about the 2009 Legislative Session and 
his priorities. The group enjoyed a lively discussion with the Senator, who shared his thoughts about the 
budget, energy issues, taxes and higher education.  

 
“We must continue to make higher education a priority, even  
with the current budget outlook, to keep our state competitive.  
The tuition differential bill will be important for that as well.”  
- Sen. Jim King at the Florida Chamber on April 2, 2009  

Topic 11 - Property Insurance Remains Key Issue  

The Florida Chamber of Commerce recognizes that employers and citizens need predictability in the 
property insurance costs they pay. The Florida House and Senate are currently hearing options that 
would provide stability and make the state-run Citizens Insurance Company actuarially sound. Recent 
attempts at property insurance reform have resulted in a solvency crisis, and Florida’s homeowners are 
financially unprepared for a major hurricane.  

 
On April 3, the House's insurance committee will meet to consider legislation aimed at addressing the 
state's property insurance crisis, and the Florida Chamber supports reforms that will force fair costs and 
stabilize the market.  HB 1495, sponsored by Rep. Bryan Nelson, will allow insurance companies to fairly 
assess the market and better prepare the state for a potential hurricane.  

Bottom Line: The Florida Chamber supports SB 1950 and HB 1495 to bring fairness to Citizens Insurance 
Company as well as private insurers and to better prepare Florida for future weather incidents.  

Topic 12 - Health Care Update  

This Legislative Session, the Florida Chamber and our partners will also continue to support affordable 
health care coverage for Florida’s businesses. While many employers provide health insurance for their 
employees, skyrocketing costs threaten their ability to continue offering reliable benefits to all employees.  

Most importantly, we have continued to fight against increased mandates on Florida businesses in the 
area of health care. These mandates force small group plans to cover expensive treatments like massage 
therapy, podiatry or chiropractor benefits, forcing costs upward on certain coverage plans.  
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Bottom Line: The Florida Chamber opposes additional mandates on Florida’s businesses and will 
continue to fight for options for businesses in affordable health care.  
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Bill Comparison Sheet 
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 SB 360 PCB EDCA 09-02 SB 1306 SB 2148 
Dense Urban Land 
Area Def (DULA) 

Muncipalityw/1000people/sq 
mile and at least 5000 pop 
County(with cities within) 
with 1000 people/sq mile 
County(with cities within) 
with 1 million pop 

Same as 360 Same as 360 Not included 

Urban Service 
Area Def 

Amends to include areas 
identified in  comp plan as 
of July 1 as urban service 
areas or urban growth 
boundaries within counties 
that qualify as dense urban 
land areas by July 1 

Same as 360 Amends to include, for counties 
that qualify as dense urban land 
areas (no date attached), non-
rural area adopted as a rural 
area in county charter or areas 
identified in comp plan as urban 
service areas or urban growth 
boundaries on or before July 1 

Not included  

Financial 
Feasibility 

Extended until December 1, 
2011 

Extended to December 1, 2011 
and makes state land planning 
agency notice of failure to adopt 
optional rather than mandatory 

Not extended but definition is 
amended to allow schools to 
meet test for entire planning 
period if LOS is achieved and 
maintained by end of planning 
period even if individual years 
don’t 

Not included  

Demonstration of 
Need 

Not included For Future land use element, 
adds that land uses designated 
for rural communities and 
RACSC are not limited by 
projected population.  
Designation of new towns in any 
county is not limited by projected 
population. 

Not addressed Not addressed 

Intergovernmental 
Coordination 
element 

Makes dispute resolution 
process in s.186.509 
mandatory and eliminates 
option for alternative local 
process 

Same as 360 Not addressed Not addressed 

Transportation 
Concurrency 
Exception Areas 

Automatically designates 
TCEAs for:cities that meet 
DULA; urban service areas 
as defined above in 
counties that meet DULA; 

Same as 360 but also includes 
language that LOS shall be met 
if CIE and CIS include 
improvements planned within the 
timeframe based upon strategies 

Same as 360 but includes 
language that plan and 
amendments for land uses in 
TCEAs are deemed to meet 
LOS standards for transportation 

Does not Address 
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counties with 900000 that 
would be a DULA but does 
not have a designated 
urban service area in plan. 
 
 
Optional TCEAS may be 
designated by cities in comp 
plan for: urban infill, CRA, 
Downtown revitalization, 
urban infill and 
redevelopment, urban 
service area as defined 
above, areas in designated 
urban service boundary 
 
 
Optional TCEAs for non-
DULA counties in urban infill 
areas, urban infill and 
redevelopment, urban 
service areas as defined 
above 
 
All must adopt within 2 
years, land use and 
transportation strategies to 
support and fund mobility 
within the exception area. 
 
Transportation Currency 
exemption included for  
developments in certain 
areas which have special 
part-time demands  
 
Waiver of transportation 
concurrency allowed for 
projects that are a qualified 
job creation project  

adopted to promote mobility  
Also exempts affordable housing 
developments that serve 
residents at or below 60 percent 
of the area median income and 
are located on arterial roads that 
have public transit available 
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Transportation 
Concurrency  

Not Addressed Not Addressed Requires that when assessing 
transportation impacts of urban 
redevelopment with and urban 
service area, 150% of impact 
from existing development must 
be reserved and redevelopment 
requiring less than this cannot 
be denied (previously this was 
110%) 
 
 

Defines committed facility as a project i
first 3 years of CIP, in DOT’s work 
program, or a high-performance transit 
system that serves multiple cities, 
connects to an existing rail system and 
included in a county’s or DOT’s long 
range transportation plan 
 
Allows credit for costs associated with 
accommodating a transit facility that is i
a county or DOT’s long range 
transportation plan against the DRI 
proportionate share contribution. 

DiMinimis Impact Not addressed Not addressed Deletes reporting requirement 
and prohibition of further de 
minimis exceptions if the 110 
percent criterion is exceeded 

Not addressed 

Transportation 
LOS Standards 

Not addressed Not addressed Allows lower level of service 
standard to be adopted in plan 
for projects that are certified for 
qualified job creation or non-
residential projects in RACEC 

Not addressed 

Twice/Per 
Exemptions 

Adds local amendment to 
designate existing urban 
service area as a TCEA, 
areas eligible for expedited 
review, and areas exempt 
from DRI review 
 
Text amendments limited to 
once/year unless directly 
related to a map 
amendment. 

Similar to 360 but does not 
include expedited review areas 
and does not limit text 
amendments to once/year 

Not addressed Deletes amendments for state 
correctional facilitates, Brownfield 
redevelopment, designation of urban inf
and redevelopment areas, life safety 
amendments, public educational facilitie
element adoption, military base 
compatibility amendments, rural land 
stewardship area, rural area of critical 
economic concern and local housing 
strategy –related amendments for the 
exemption. 
 
Adds amendments related to final 
orders, regional target industries in a 
RACEC, and rural land stewardship are
designation and implementation. 

Alternative State 
Review (ASR) 

Automatically applies to: 
map amendments in same 

Allows local government to elect 
to use ASR for any amendment 

Not addressed Not addressed 

391 of 402



areas as Automatic and 
optional TCEAs 
 
Also applies to map 
amendments within RACEC 
if supports regional target 
industry 
 
Applies to amendments to 
designate urban service 
area as TCEA or area for 
expedited review or DRI 
exemption 
 
Any text amendment that 
relates to a map 
amendment 
 
Does not apply to  RLSA, 
sector plan, ACSC or 
coastal high hazard areas, 
annexations, EAR 
amendments, new statutory 
requirements, urban service 
area boundary changes or 
plans for newly incorporated 
cities. 

except for same exceptions as 
360 

ASR Process Allows local government to 
request an ORC.  If 
amendment not adopted 
within 120 days, 
amendment is deemed 
abandoned and must wait 
until next available cycle 

Requires that state agency 
comments identify issues that 
would result in an challenge 
request if not resolved  
 
If amendment not adopted within 
120 days, is considered 
abandoned unless applicant or 
local government provides notice 
of good faith effort.  DCA must 
grant extensions not to exceed 
360 days, and received status 
reports every 90 days. 

Not addressed If amendment not adopted within 120 
days, is considered abandoned unless 
applicant provides notice of good faith 
effort.  DCA must grant extensions not t
exceed 360 days, and received status 
reports every 60 days. 
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State challenges limited to 
objections raised by reviewing 
agencies  
 
When challenge is raised by 
affected person, the fairly 
debatable rule applies; when 
DCA challenges the 
preponderance of evidence rule 
applies. 

DRI exemptions  Automatic No DRI Review 
in: DULA cities, urban 
service in DULA counties, 
counties(and cities therein) 
with 900000 pop that would 
meet DULA and has no 
urban service area 
 
Optional exemption through 
plan amendment in non-
DULA cities in :urban infill, 
community redevelopment, 
downtown revitalization, 
urban infill and 
redevelopment, urban 
service area or areas within 
urban service boundary 
 
Optional exemption through 
plan amendment for non-
DULA counties in: urban 
infill, urban infill and 
redevelopment, urban 
service areas 
 
No exemptions within 
ACSC, Wekiva Study Area, 
or within 2 miles of the 
Everglades Protection Area 

Same as 360 Not addressed Not addressed 
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State review in 
DRI Exempted 
Areas 

Local government required 
to submit DOs for 
developments larger than 
120 percent of threshold.  
State can only appeal for 
comp plan inconsistency 

Same as 360 Not addressed Not addressed 

DRI Proportionate 
Share  

Not addressed Not addressed Improvement just needs to 
benefit network versus individual 
facility 
 
Payment goes to local 
government with jurisdiction 
 
Calculation is based only on trips 
from new phase rather than 
cumulative trips and the formula 
is changed 
 
Proportionate share applied as a 
credit against any other 
transportation impact fee or 
exaction 

Not addressed 

Fair Share 
Mitigation 

Not Addressed Not Addressed Requires that all calculations 
must be based on the trips from 
the proposed phase only divided 
by change in peak hour volume 
resulting from improvement.  
Mitigation is applied as a credit 
against all transportation impact 
fees or other traffic impact 
exactions. 

Not addressed 

Incentives for 
Contributions 

Not addressed Not addressed For projects greater than 500 
acres where proportionate share 
or fair share mitigation is used, 
the local government required to 
designate the traffic impacts for 
facilities of segments as 
mitigated in the CIE or CIP; 
reflect the traffic impacts are 
mitigated in the next CIE update. 

Not addressed 
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Concurrency 
Backlog 
Authorities 

Not Addressed  Not Addressed Requires local governments to 
adopt transportation concurrency 
backlog areas by 2012 as part of 
CIE and must demonstrate 
mitigation by 2027. 
 
Landowners or developers within 
large scale development of at 
least 500 acres can request that 
backlog area be designated for 
the development area. 
 
Local governments prohibited 
from requiring payments which 
exceed traffic impacts and 
cannot require payments as a 
condition of order or permit.  If 
developer’s share does not 
mitigate all the impacts because 
of a backlog, can petition local 
government to designate  back 
log area. 

Not addressed 

Optional Sector 
Plans 

Not addressed Expands to 10 local 
governments from 5, 

Not addressed Not addressed 

Certification 
Program 

Not addressed Automatically certifies any 
county with a population greater 
than 1 million and average of 
1000/square mile,  
 
Certifies cities with a population 
of greater than 100000 and 
average of 1000/square mile 

Not addressed Not addressed 

School 
Concurrency 

Deletes prohibition on 
amending plan if public 
schools facility element or 
school concurrency not 
adopted and transmitted 
 
Both local government and 
school board may be 

Allows use of a projected 5-year 
capital outlay FTE growth rate 
greater than 10 percent under 
certain circumstances 
 
Deletes amendment prohibition 
and both local government and 
school board may be sanctioned 

Not addressed Allows use of relocatables when 
determining if LOS standards are met 
 
States that developers not responsible 
for cost of reducing or eliminating 
backlog or class size reduction 
 
Allows construction of charter schools to
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sanctioned  
Allows construction of charter 
schools to qualify as mitigation 
option 

be counted as mitigation 

Security Standards Not addressed Prohibits local government from 
adopting security standards that 
require businesses to spend 
money (security cameras in 
parking lots) 

Not addressed Not addressed 

Zoning Changes Not addressed Allows zoning changes to be 
processed at same time as plan 
amendment 

Not addressed Not addressed 

Mobility Fee Study Not addressed Directs DCA and DOT to 
develop a coordinated mobility 
fee methodology that does 6 
things laid out in language 
 
Requires final report with 
recommended language and 
implementation plan by 
December 1, 2009 

Same as EDCA 09-02 Not addressed 

Permit Extension Not addressed Provides for an automatic 2 year 
extension for permits 
development orders or other 
land use application that expires 
by October 1, 2011.  Also 
applies to phase, 
commencement, buildout and 
mitigation completion date  

Not addressed Not addressed 

Rural Centers for 
Clean Technology 

Not Addressed  Not Addressed For certain types of projects 
greater than 25,000 acres that 
are submitted for certification as 
a RCCT project by 2/1/10, an 
expedited review process is 
established. 
 
These projects automatically 
meet requirements for land use 
allocation passed on population, 
discouragement of urban sprawl 

Not addressed 
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and tne provisions of 
163.3177(6)(a) and (11). 
 
For DRIs within these area, DCA 
cannot appeal the do unless the 
agency having regulatory over 
the subject area has 
recommended an appeal  

LPA  Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed Prohibits Members of local governing 
board from serving on LPA except in 
cities with less than 10,000 people. 

Minimum 
Standards 

Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed Authorizes DCA to adopted different 
minimum criteria in 9J-5 to apply based
on population, size, undeveloped land 
and scale of public services provided 

Rural Agricultural 
Indstrial Centers 

Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed Defined as a developed parcel of land i
a county where there exists an operatin
ag industrial facility that employs at leas
200 FTE and are used fro processing 
and preparing for transport a farm 
product, including biomass or biofuel.  
Can include contiguous land that is not 
used for crops but used for other 
activities essential to operation of facility
Parcel must be within or no more than 1
miles from, a RACEC. 
 
Landowners within these areas can as
for an amendment to designate and 
expand uses and facilities – local 
government must amend plan within 6 
months.  Amendment is presumed to be
in compliance with 9J-5. 

Urban Service 
Boundaries 

Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed Deletes the requirements for establishin
an Urban service boundary and deletes
the full cost accounting requirement for 
development proposed outside of an 
urban service boundary 

Urban 
Placemaking 

Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed Creates a Pilot Project for 5 local 
governments to assist them in 
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Projects redeveloping primarily single use 
suburban areas that surround strategic 
corridors and crossroads to create 
livable sustainable communities.  It 
allows for the creation of a multi-modal 
concurrency district. 

Transmittal 
/Hearing 
Requirements 

Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed After 1/1/11, For map amendment 50 
acres or greater, requires an initial 
neighborhood meeting and a second 
community/neighborhood meeting.   
 
For map amendments between 10-49 
acres, a community or neighborhood 
meeting must be held. 
 
If amendment not adopted within 120 
days, is considered abandoned unless 
applicant provides notice of good faith 
effort.  DCA must grant extensions not t
exceed 360 days, and received status 
reports every 60 days. 
 
Amendment must be available to public
at least 5 days prior to hearing and 
posted on government website.  
Amendment by cannot be altered to 
increase density, intensity or height, or 
decrease buffers, setbacks or open 
space.  If altered, hearing must be 
continued to next meeting. 
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U.S SUGAR ACQUISITION  

AND  

EVERGLADES RESTORATION  

 
 
On April 1st Governor Charlie Crist announced a revised proposal for continuing progress 
toward acquiring land in the Everglades Agricultural Area from the United States Sugar 
Corporation for Everglades restoration, while taking into account current economic conditions. 
 
After gathering key input from the public, legislators and South Florida’s communities and in 
recognition of the nation’s current economic climate, Governor Charlie Crist shared details of a 
revised strategy to acquire land for Everglades’s restoration from the United States Sugar 
Corporation. The approach incorporates today’s fiscal realities by saving $800 million at closing, 
providing ready access to strategically located acreage for restoration projects and preserving 
thousands of jobs.  
  
Under revised terms, an initial acquisition by the South Florida Water Management District 
would put approximately 72,500 acres into public ownership.  The District would also have the 
option to purchase the remaining 107,500 acres of U.S. Sugar property for restoration within the 
first ten years after closing when the economy improves.   

  
Under the proposal, the district would initially invest approximately $530 million for 72,500 
acres of property south of Lake Okeechobee – a land mass nearly twice the size of Orlando. 
Approximately 32,000 acres of that land, currently in citrus production, would be available to the 
district within a year after closing.  The United States Sugar Corporation would lease back the 
other approximately 40,500 acres of sugar cane land for $150 per acre per year for at least seven 
years.  The district would have an option to purchase the remaining 107,500 acres of United 
States Sugar Corporation property for restoration within the first 10 years after closing.  

  
Highlights of the proposed acquisition terms include: 

 Reducing the immediate public investment by 60 percent, or $800 million, in addition 
to reducing annual debt service payments by an estimated $65 million. 

 Tripling the land lease rate to $150 an acre per year to generate a minimum of $40 
million in revenue and avoid at least $11 million in land management costs. 

 Potentially freeing up revenue over the coming years for “shovel-ready” restoration 
projects that could create jobs and deliver environmental benefits to the Everglades 
Protection Area and Florida’s coastal estuaries. 

 Sustaining regional agriculture. 
 Keeping 1,700 direct jobs intact and protecting 10,000 indirect jobs for at least 

another decade with the continued operation of the United States Sugar Corporation’s 
mill and refinery.   
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Environmental goals of the acquisition include:  
  
 Increasing the availability of water storage, significantly reducing the potential for 

harmful discharges from Lake Okeechobee to the St. Lucie and Caloosahatchee rivers 
and estuaries when lake levels are high.  

 Delivering cleaner water to the Everglades during dry times and greater water storage 
to protect the natural system during wet years. 

 Preventing tons of phosphorus from entering the Everglades every year. 
 Significantly reducing the need for “back-pumping” water into Lake Okeechobee 

from the Everglades Agricultural Area.  
 Relieving some pressures on the Herbert Hoover Dike while the federal government 

undertakes repairs by providing alternative water storage alternatives.  
  Improved flexibility in managing Lake Okeechobee levels in a more environmentally 

friendly way.  
  

The proposed terms announced April 1st, along with restoration plans, are subject to review, 
deliberation and approval by the District’s Governing Board. Their discussions will begin at the 
Governing Board’s April 8 and 9 public workshop and meeting.  
 
For more information about the acquisition, visit www.sfwmd.gov/riverofgrass.  
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