
 300 S.  ADAMS STREET 
 TALLAHASSEE, FL 32301 
     www.crtpa.org 

1. AGENDA MODIFICATIONS

2. CONSENT

A. CMAC Minutes
The minutes of the November 7, 2017, and January 9, 2018, CMAC meeting have
been prepared for committee review and approval.

Recommended Action:  Recommend approval of the November 7, 2017 and 
January 9, 2018 CMAC Meeting Minutes. 

B. Fiscal Year (FY) 2018 – FY 2022 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
Amendment

The CRTPA FY 2018 – FY 2022 TIP is proposed to be amended to reflect the
following:

• CR 159 over Attapulgus Creek Bridge No. 500033 (Project #4286241): Add
funding for the construction of a new bridge (Gadsden County)

• SR 61 (Crawfordville Rd (US 319) from Shelfer Rd to SR 61A Gaile
Ave/Ridge Rd (Project #4395762): Add construction funding in FY 2018 to add
new roadway lighting at all existing signalized intersections (Leon County)

If you have a disability requiring accommodations, please contact the 
Capital Region Transportation Planning Agency at (850) 891-6800.  

The telephone number of the Florida Relay TDD Service is #711. 

CITIZENS MULTIMODAL
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

11:30 AM – 1:30 PM 
2nd Floor Conference Room 

Renaissance Building 
435 N. Macomb Street 

Tallahassee, Fl. 32301 

February 6, 2018 
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• SR 363 (Adams St) from Paul Russell Rd to FAMU Way (Project #4395782):
Add construction funding in FY 2018 to add new roadway lighting at all
existing signalized intersections (Leon County)

• SR 371 (Lake Bradford Rd) from Levy Ave to Jackson Bluff Rd (Project
#4395802): Add construction funding in FY 2018 to add new roadway lighting
at all existing signalized intersections (Leon County)

Recommended Action:  For CMAC recommendation of approval.  

C. Draft CRTPA Public Involvement Plan Update

CRTPA staff has updated the Public Involvement Process Plan for CRTPA review and
adoption.  The document will be provided to the CRTPA Board for final adoption at
its February 20, 2018 Board Meeting.

Recommended Action:  For CMAC recommendation of approval. 

D. CRTPA Safety Targets and Performance Measures

CRTPA staff has drafted proposed safety targets and performance measures to adopt
for the CRTPA area as required by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).
The final adoption of the safety targets and performance measures is scheduled for the
February 20, 2018 Meeting of the CRTPA Board.

Recommended Action:  For CMAC recommendation of approval. 

3. PRESENTATIONS/DISCUSSION/ACTION

A. Midtown Plan Study
The Midtown Area Transportation Plan, providing an analysis of transportation
options in the Midtown area of Tallahassee, has been developed for CRTPA review.

Recommended Action:  For committee action.  

4. OPEN FORUM FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
Citizens are invited to address the committee. 

5. INFORMATION

6. ITEMS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS OR STAFF
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COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM 2 A 

  MINUTES  

TYPE OF ITEM: Consent 

STATEMENT OF ISSUE 

The November 7, 2017 and January 9, 2018 Minutes of the Citizen’s Multimodal Advisory Committee 
(CMAC) have been attached for review and approval.   

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Option 1:  Approve the November 2017 and January 2018 Minutes of the CMAC. 

ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment 1: November 7, 2017 CMAC Minutes 
Attachment 2: January 9, 2018 CMAC Minutes 



300 S.  ADAMS STREET 
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1. AGENDA MODIFICATIONS  --  NONE

2. CONSENT
A. CMAC Minutes

The minutes of the June 6, 2017, and October 3, 2017 CMAC meetings were provided
for committee review and approval.

Action:  Mr. Chad Hanson provided a motion to approve the minutes which was 
seconded by Mr. Terry Basham.  The motion passed unanimously without a 
quorum present. 

3. PRESENTATIONS/DISCUSSION/ACTION

A. Fiscal Year (FY) 2018 – FY 2022 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
Amendment
The CRTPA FY 2018 – FY 2022 TIP was proposed to be amended to reflect the
following:

• CR 65 Smith Creek Road (s of Fire Department to SR 20 Blountstown Highway)
(Project #4420601): Add funding in FY 2018 to add bike lanes (Leon County).

Action:  Mr. Terry Basham provided a motion to approve the TIP Amendment which 
was seconded by Mr. Chad Hanson.  The motion passed unanimously without a 
quorum present.  

CITIZEN’S MULTIMODAL 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

11:30 AM - 1:30 PM, 
2nd Floor – Tallahassee Room 

TALLAHASSEE CITY HALL 
300 S. Adams Street 

Tallahassee, Fl. 32301 

November 7, 2017 

CMAC Attendance:  Terry Basham, Chad Hanson, Hans van Tol 

Other:  Jack Kostrzewa, Lynn Barr, Yulonda Mitchell, Suzanne Lex, Matt King, Susan Joel 

ATTACHMENT 1
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B. 2018 CRTPA Meeting Calendar
The 2018 meeting calendar for the CMAC was provided for adoption.

Action:  Mr. Terry Basham provided a motion to approve the 2018 Meeting 
Calendar which was seconded by Mr. Chad Hanson.  The motion passed 
unanimously without a quorum present.  

C. Election of CRTPA Chair and Vice-Chair
CMAC members discussed the election of  a new Chair and Vice-Chair to serve for the
upcoming calendar year.  Mr. Terry Basham nominated Mr. Hans van Tol to serve as
Chairperson for another year, which he accepted.  Mr. Chad Hanson provided a second
and the motion passed unanimously without a quorum present.  The current Vice-Chair,
Mr. JR Harding, was not in attendance due to a pre-arranged absence, but the members
present voiced an interest in re-electing him for another term as Vice-Chairperson should
he wish to accept.  The membership agreed to propose the nomination at the next meeting.

Action:  Mr. Terry Basham nominated Mr. Hans van Tol to serve as Chairperson for 
2018, which was seconded by Mr. Chad Hanson.  The motion passed unanimously 
without a quorum present.  

D. Thomasville Road Safety Discussion
Mr. Matt King, FDOT, District 3, introduced the safety study along Thomasville Road for
presentation by Ms. Susan Joel, Cardno.  The safety study raised conversation among
committee members who discussed if the segment should have a lowered speed limit from
the posted 45 mph, if the crash rates could be crash compared to 2005-2010 rates, and if
the ambient lighting in the area could have had an effect on the crash rate change (as more
development has come into the area).  The CMAC favored lowering the speed limit along
the segment, but also mentioned that enforcement was a necessity if that were to happen.

Action:  No formal action was taken. 

E. CRTPA Urban Attributable (SU) Funds
Mr. Jack Kostrzewa, CRTPA Staff, provided a brief overview of the allocation of SU
dollars for various project assignments in the CRTPA area.  Mr. Hans van Tol suggested
that more funds be allocated toward safety projects.

Action:  For CMAC information.   

4. OPEN FORUM FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
No citizens were present to address the committee.

5. INFORMATION

6. ITEMS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS OR STAFF
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The meeting was adjourned at 12:45 PM. 



  300 S.  ADAMS STREET 
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       www.crtpa.org 

1. AGENDA MODIFICATIONS  --  NONE

2. CONSENT

A. TAC Minutes
The minutes of the November 7, 2017 committee meetings were provided for
committee review and approval.

TAC Action:  The TAC passed a motion to approve their minutes unanimously with a 
quorum present. Mr. Steve Shafer provided the motion which was seconded by Mr. 
Jeff Horton. 

CMAC Action:  Due to the lack of a quorum, the CMAC Minutes were tabled until 
the February Meeting. 

TECHNICAL 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

11:30 AM – 1:30 PM, 
2nd Floor – Florida Room 

TALLAHASSEE CITY HALL 
300 S. Adams Street 

Tallahassee, Fl. 32301 

January 9, 2018 

TAC Attendance:  Allen Secreast, Ryan Guffey, Melissa Corbett, Chris Muehlemann, Autumn 
Calder, Cherie Bryant, Andrea Rosser, Heather Whitmore, Jeff Horton, Steve Shafer,  

CMAC Attendance:  Hans vanTol, JR Harding 

Other:  Greg Slay, Jack Kostrzewa, Greg Burke, Lynn Barr, Yulonda Mitchell, Suzanne Lex, 
Megan Doherty 

ATTACHMENT 2
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3.    PRESENTATIONS/DISCUSSION/ACTION 
 
 

A. Fiscal Year (FY) 2018 – FY 2022 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 
Amendment  

 The CRTPA FY 2018 – FY 2022 TIP was proposed to be amended to reflect the 
following: 

    
• US 319 (Woodville Highway/SR 363 to Ramp to Westbound Interstate 10)   

(Project #4395772): Add construction funding in FY 2018 to add new roadway 
lighting at all existing signalized intersections (Leon County).  

 
 

TAC Action:  Mr. Ryan Guffey provided a motion to approve the TIP Amendment which 
was seconded by Mr. Artie White.  The motion passed unanimously with a quorum 
present.   
 
CMAC Action:  Due to the lack of a quorum, the CMAC did not vote on this item. 

 
 
 

B. Transportation Alternatives (TA) Subcommittee Volunteers 
CRTPA staff expressed a need for volunteers to serve on the TA subcommittee once again 
to review and recommend a ranking of the CRTPA’s TA applications.   

 
TAC Action:  The following volunteered to serve from the TAC:  
                        Mr. Ryan Guffey, Mr. Chris Muehlemann, Mr. Allen Secreast,  
                        Ms. Melissa Corbett  
 
CMAC Action: The following members volunteered to serve from the CMAC:   
                          Mr. Hans van Tol  
 
 

C. CRTPA Safety Targets and Performance Measures  
CRTPA staff has drafted proposed safety targets and performance measures to adopt for 
the CRTPA area as required by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).   The final 
adoption of the safety targets and performance measures was relayed as scheduled for the 
February 20, 2018 Meeting of the CRTPA Board.  
       

TAC Action:  No committee action was taken.    
 
CMAC Action:   No  committee action was taken.  
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D. Draft CRTPA Public Involvement Plan Update   

CRTPA staff asked the committees to review the document and to bring any comments to 
the February committee meetings for consideration before final adoption by the CRTPA 
Board at its February 20, 2018 Board Meeting.  CRTPA staff also shared with the 
committees that a public meeting for the PIPP would be held on January 24th in the 
Tallahassee Room of City Hall from 5 pm – 7 pm.  
 
TAC members provided a comment that utilizing the Department of Neighborhood 
Affairs has been useful for them in sharing information to as many neighborhoods as 
possible, and that the CRTPA may want to consider adding that source to their e-mail 
notification list.  

 
TAC Action:  No formal action was taken.    
 
CMAC Action:  No committee action was taken.  

 
 

 
 

4.       OPEN FORUM FOR PUBLIC COMMENT  
No citizens were present to speak.  

 
 

5.      INFORMATION 
  
 
 

6. ITEMS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS OR STAFF  
 

 
The meeting was adjourned at  12:25 PM. 



 February 6, 2018 

COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM 2 B 
 

  FISCAL YEAR 2018 – FISCAL YEAR 2022  
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AMENDMENT 

 
TYPE OF ITEM: Consent 

 
STATEMENT OF ISSUE 
 
The purpose of this item is to amend the CRTPA Fiscal Year (FY) 2018 – FY 2022 Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) to add the following projects: 

 

• CR 159 (Salem Rd) over Attapulgus Creek Bridge No. 500033 (Project #4286241): Add 
additional funding in FY 2018 for the construction of a new bridge (Gadsden County)   

• SR 61 (Crawfordville Rd (US 319)) from Shelfer Rd to SR 61A Gaile Ave/Ridge Rd (Project 
#4395762): Add construction funding in FY 2018 to add new roadway lighting at all existing 
signalized intersections (Leon County)   

• SR 363 (Adams St) from Paul Russell Rd to FAMU Way (Project #4395782): Add construction 
funding in FY 2018 to add new roadway lighting at all existing signalized intersections (Leon 
County)   

• SR 371 (Lake Bradford Rd) from Levy Ave to Jackson Bluff Rd (Project #4395802): Add 
construction funding in FY 2018 to add new roadway lighting at all existing signalized 
intersections (Leon County)   

  
RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 

Option 1:  Recommend the CRTPA adopt a resolution amending the FY 2018 – FY 2022 
Transportation Improvement Program to reflect the following:  

 
• ADD PROJECT: CR 159 (Salem Rd) over Attapulgus Creek Bridge No. 500033 

(Project #4286241): Add additional funding in FY 2018 for the construction of a 
new bridge (Gadsden County)   

• ADD PROJECT: SR 61 (Crawfordville Rd (US 319)) from Shelfer Rd to SR 61A 
Gaile Ave/Ridge Rd (Project #4395762): Add construction funding in FY 2018 to 
add new roadway lighting at all existing signalized intersections (Leon County)  

• ADD PROJECT: SR 363 (Adams St) from Paul Russell Rd to FAMU Way (Project 
#4395782): Add construction funding in FY 2018 to add new roadway lighting at 
all existing signalized intersections (Leon County)   

• ADD PROJECT: SR 371 (Lake Bradford Rd) from Levy Ave to Jackson Bluff Rd 
(Project #4395802): Add construction funding in FY 2018 to add new roadway 
lighting at all existing signalized intersections (Leon County)   
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HISTORY AND ANALYSIS 
 
The CRTPA’s Transportation Improvement Program is adopted annually and identifies those projects 
in the region that have received state and federal funding.  Subsequent to adoption, the TIP is 
occasionally formally amended to reflect project changes such as the addition or deletion of a project 
and changes to existing projects related to funding or project scope.   
 
The CRTPA has been contacted by the Florida Department of Transportation to amend the current TIP 
to reflect the addition of funding for a bridge project in Gadsden County as well as three (3) lighting 
safety projects in Leon County.  All of the projects are funded in FY 2018. 
 
Subsequent to Board approval, the FY 2018 – FY 2022 TIP will be updated to reflect the project’s 
addition.   

 
 
 

ATTACHMENT 
 
Attachment 1: TIP project pages  
 



CRTPA   Transportation Improvement Program - FY 2017/18 - 2021/22 Bridge (State/Federally Funded)

18-22 January 2018 amend
C-2

CR 159 OVER ATTAPULGUS CREEK BRIDGE NO. 500033

Project #:   

Work Summary:   

Lead Agency:  

County:  

SIS?:

Length:  

LRTP #:  

Prior Cost < 2017/18:
Future Cost > 2021/22:
Total Project Cost:
Project Description:   

4286241

BRIDGE REPLACEMENT

Managed by FDOT

Gadsden County

No

.241

2040 RMP Maintenance
(5.7)

892,647
0
5,752,877
Funds the replacement of a bridge over Attapulgus Creek.  Additional funding for this project was added at the February 20, 2018
CRTPA meeting through an amendment to the TIP.

Phase
Fund

Source 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22 Total

ENV ACSU 140,000 0 0 0 0 140,000
CST ACBZ 4,506,569 0 0 0 0 4,506,569
ROW BRTZ 3,539 0 0 0 0 3,539
ROW ACBZ 72,327 0 0 0 0 72,327
PE BRTZ 41,776 0 0 0 0 41,776

ENV ACBZ 96,019 0 0 0 0 96,019

Total 4,860,230 0 0 0 0 4,860,230

ATTACHMENT 1



CRTPA   Transportation Improvement Program - FY 2017/18 - 2021/22 Transportation Systems Management (State/Federally Funded)

18-22 January 2018 amend
G-2

SR 61 (US 319) from Shelfer Rd to SR 61A Gaile Ave Ridge Rd

Project #:   

Work Summary:   

Lead Agency:  

County:  

SIS?:

Length:  

LRTP #:  

Prior Cost < 2017/18:
Future Cost > 2021/22:
Total Project Cost:
Project Description:   

4395762

LIGHTING

Managed by FDOT

Leon County

No

0.6671 MI

2040 RMP Maintenance
(page 5.7)

0
0
166,915
This project was amended into the TIP at the February 20, 2018 CRTPA meeting and provides funding to add new roadway lighting at
all existing signalized intersections.

Phase
Fund

Source 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22 Total

CST RED 166,915 0 0 0 0 166,915

Total 166,915 0 0 0 0 166,915



CRTPA   Transportation Improvement Program - FY 2017/18 - 2021/22 Transportation Systems Management (State/Federally Funded)

18-22 January 2018 amend
G-2

SR 363 S Adams Street from SR 363 Paul Russell Rd to FAMU Way

Project #:   

Work Summary:   

Lead Agency:  

County:  

SIS?:

Length:  

LRTP #:  

Prior Cost < 2017/18:
Future Cost > 2021/22:
Total Project Cost:
Project Description:   

4395782

LIGHTING

Managed by FDOT

Leon County

No

1.817MI

2040 RMP Maintenance
(page 5.7)

0
0
262,082
This project was amended into the TIP at the February 20, 2018 CRTPA meeting and provides funding to add new roadway lighting at
all existing signalized intersections.

Phase
Fund

Source 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22 Total

CST RED 262,082 0 0 0 0 262,082

Total 262,082 0 0 0 0 262,082



CRTPA   Transportation Improvement Program - FY 2017/18 - 2021/22 Transportation Systems Management (State/Federally Funded)

18-22 January 2018 amend
G-2

SR 371 Lake Bradford Rd from Levy Ave to Jackson Bluff

Project #:   

Work Summary:   

Lead Agency:  

County:  

SIS?:

Length:  

LRTP #:  

Prior Cost < 2017/18:
Future Cost > 2021/22:
Total Project Cost:
Project Description:   

4395802

LIGHTING

Managed by FDOT

Leon County

No

0.751 MI

2040 RMP Maintenance
(page 5.7)

0
0
174,639
This project was amended into the TIP at the February 20, 2018 CRTPA meeting and provides funding to add new roadway lighting at
all existing signalized intersections.

Phase
Fund

Source 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22 Total

CST HSP 174,639 0 0 0 0 174,639

Total 174,639 0 0 0 0 174,639
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 Committee AGENDA ITEM 2C 

Final CRTPA Public Involvement Process Plan 

TYPE OF ITEM: Consent 

STATEMENT OF ISSUE 

CRTPA staff has revised the Public Involvement Process Plan (PIPP) for the CRTPA to satisfy 
requirements by the Federal Highway Administration pursuant to the 2017 TMA Certification Review.  
The revisions are predominantly formatting in nature, with other revisions involving the addition of a 
CRTPA Organizational Chart for CRTPA staff, reflecting the existing committee and CRTPA Board 
structures, and specifying 21 days as a public review period for the Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP) and Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) before adoption.   

The PIPP is currently in its public review period during which the public and interested agencies may 
provide comments and recommendations for further revision.  Final adoption of the proposed 2018 
PIPP is scheduled to take place at the February 20, 2018 CRTPA Board Meeting, where public 
comment may still be received.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Option 1:  Recommend the CRTPA adopt the proposed update, the Final 2018 PIPP. 

HISTORY AND ANALYSIS 

In June of 2014, the current CRTPA PIPP, was adopted by the CRTPA Board.  Since that time, many 
changes have occurred in the CRTPA planning environment, including the physical relocation of the 
CRTPA offices, personnel changes in CRTPA staff, restructuring of the CRTPA committees, meeting 
date change of the CRTPA Board, and the signing into law of the FAST ACT.   Additionally, the CRTPA 
recently completed its Certification Review in which amendments to the adopted PIPP were required.  
The Update to the CRTPA PIPP brings the document up to date with the current structure of the 
CRTPA staff and advisory committees and the current planning legislation in effect.   

The CRTPA Board approved the Draft 2018 PIPP at their January 16, 2018 CRTPA Board meeting.   
Subsequent to the CRTPA Board meeting, an open house public meeting was held on the Draft PIPP 
from 5pm – 7 pm in Tallahassee’s City Hall, Tallahassee Room (2nd floor).   One citizen attended the 
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public meeting and met with CRTPA staff for approximately 30 minutes but did not have any 
comments specific to the Draft 2018 PIPP itself.   Through conversations he indicated that he valued 
the interactive workshop types of public meetings for mobility projects.      

NEXT STEPS 

Public comment will be received and considered up through the date of Final adoption, scheduled for 
Tuesday, February 20, 2018 at the CRTPA Board Meeting.    

ATTACHMENT 

Attachment 1:  CRTPA proposed Final 2018 Public Involvement Process Plan (PIPP) 



ATTACHMENT 1



















































































































































 February 6, 2018 

AGENDA ITEM 2D 
 

  CRTPA SAFETY TARGETS AND PERFORMANCE MEASURES 
 

TYPE OF ITEM: Consent 
 
 
STATEMENT OF ISSUE 
 
The purpose of this item is adopt Performance Targets for the Capital Region Transportation Planning 
Area (CRTPA) for the following five (5) safety performance measures adopted by the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) in 2017 for all public roads: 
 

1. Number of fatalities; 
2. Rate of fatalities per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT); 
3. Number of serious injuries; 
4. Rate of serious injuries per 100 Million VMT; and  
5. Number of non-motorized fatalities and non-motorized serious injuries. 

   
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has adopted the target of, “Zero” for the FHWA 
safety performance measures, and the CRTPA, along with all the other Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations in the State of Florida, is now required to adopt its own targets and performance 
measures for the safety measures.  MPO’s may agree to support the state target or establish a 
specific number or rate for each. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Option 1:  Recommend to the CRTPA approval of the proposed CRTPA Safety Performance Targets. 

 
HISTORY AND ANALYSIS 
 
Nationally, state-specific, and locally, transportation plans exist to enhance safety for all users of the 
transportation system.  A coordinated effort to connect all of the safety plans has long been in effect 
in the transportation realm, but over the last two years, a system of Performance Management has 
led to a greater push for comprehensive and coordinated transportation and safety planning.  
Performance Measures for Safety have been developed by the FHWA, for which targets are being 
established cooperatively between the FDOT and MPO’s within the State of Florida (as well as 
nationally).  Through this coordinated effort, the goals of the Highway Safety Improvement Program 
(HSIP), Highway Safety Plan (HSP), Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP), and region-specific safety 
and transportation plans can be shown to guide and support one another.   
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MAP-21 Guidance 
The Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act(MAP-21) requires MPO’s to track their 
performance in achieving stated planning targets.  This “performance-based planning” relies upon the 
use of performance measures to identify targets that can be measured to quantify overall success or 
failure at reaching stated targets of improvement.    MAP-21 focuses on the following national goals: 
 

1. Safety 
2. Infrastructure Preservation 
3. Congestion Reduction 
4. System Reliability 
5. Freight Movement and Economic Vitality 
6. Environmental Sustainability; and 
7. Reduced Delays in Project Delivery 

 
 
FAST Act Guidance 
The Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act builds upon the directives in MAP-21 by 
identifying timelines for which MPO’s and State departments of Transportation (FDOT) must show 
compliance with MAP-21.    
 
Safety Performance Measures 
Of the seven (7) National Goals set forth in federal legislation, “Safety” is the first listed, and “Safety” 
is the first Goal for which the MPO’s must set targets for the established performance measures.  The 
performance measures for “Safety” were published in the Federal Register under the Safety 
Performance Management Measures Rule.  The rule requires that MPO’s not only set targets for the 
performance measures (listed below), but also that the MPO’s report progress on the targets to the 
State DOT.  The performance measures are listed below with a brief description of each.  
 
 

Performance Measure Description 
Number of fatalities The total number of persons suffering fatal injuries in a motor 

vehicle crash during a calendar year.  
Rate of fatalities per 100 Million 

Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) 
The ratio of total number of fatalities to the number of vehicle 
miles traveled (VMT, in 100 Million VMT) in a calendar year.  

Number of serious injuries The total number of persons suffering at least one serious injury 
in a motor vehicle crash during a calendar year.  

Rate of serious injuries per 100 
Million VMT  

The ratio of total number of serious injuries to the number of 
VMT (in 100 Million VMT) in a calendar year. 

Number of non-motorized 
fatalities and non-motorized 

serious injuries 

The combined total number of non-motorized fatalities and non-
motorized serious injuries involving a motor vehicle during a 
calendar year. 

 
RECENT ACTION 
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Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) Safety Targets 
In August of 2017, the FDOT adopted a target of “Zero” for all public roads for the five (5) safety 
performance measures, but also adopted an Interim Performance Target (shown in the Table below) 
in recognition of the fact that it takes time to reach the intended target.    
 

FDOT Adopted Measures Target Interim  2018  
Performance Target 

Number of fatalities 0 3,052 
Rate of fatalities per 100 Million Vehicle 
Miles Traveled (VMT) 

0 1.65 

Number of serious injuries 0 20,861 
Rate of serious injuries per 100 Million VMT  0 11.06 
Number of non-motorized fatalities and non-
motorized serious injuries 

0 3,447 

 
 
Capital Region Transportation Planning Area (CRTPA) Safety Targets 
Upon adoption by the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) of a target of “Zero” along with 
the Interim Performance Targets, the CRTPA, along with all the other Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations in the State of Florida, were given 180 days to adopt their targets for the established 
safety measures.   MPO’s were granted the option of either adopting/supporting the State target, or 
establishing a specific number or rate for each performance measure.  MPOs that choose to establish 
a rate for a target are required to report not only the estimate used for VMT to establish the target 
rate, but also the methodology used to arrive at the overall VMT estimate.   
 
Utilizing data provided to the CRTPA from FDOT and the FHWA (provided in Attachments 1 and 2), 
CRTPA staff established an average result for each performance measure from the years 2011 
through 2016.  The averages were utilized as the 2018 target and performance measure for each 
Safety Measure.   The CRTPA’s proposed 2018 Performance Targets are as follows: 
 

CRTPA Safety Performance Measures CRTPA   
Performance Target 

Number of fatalities 56 
Rate of fatalities per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) 1.279 
Number of serious injuries 266 
Rate of serious injuries per 100 Million VMT  7.313 
Number of non-motorized fatalities and non-motorized serious injuries 44 

 
 
 
 
NEXT STEPS 
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The CRTPA must adopt its Performance Measures and Targets by February 27, 2018.   
 

 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

Attachment 1:  Data Sheet for Florida MPOs, including 2009-2016 
Attachment 2:  Extracted Data Sheet for the CRTPA, including 2011-2016 
Attachment 3:  Florida Highway Safety Improvement Program Sec 34: Safety Performance Targets 

 
 



FHWAPerfMeasperMPO

Copy of 2016_FHWA_PerformanceMeasuresper_MPO_including2009-2016_Updated2017-12-29.xlsx

2009-13 2009-13 2009-13 2009-13 2009-13
Average Average %∆ Average %∆ Average %∆ Average Average %∆ Average %∆ Average %∆ Average Average %∆ Average %∆ Average %∆ Average Average %∆ Average %∆ Average %∆ Average Average %∆ Average %∆ Average %∆

Single County 63.8        66.2        3.8% 69.6        5.1% 74.8        7.5% 587.0      607.4      3.5% 601.4      -1.0% 630.8      4.9% 1.053      1.101      3.8% 1.159      5.1% 1.218      7.5% 9.666      10.097    4.5% 10.033    -0.6% 10.363    3.3% 79.8        82.2        3.0% 86.6        5.4% 90.2        4.2%

Single County 22.8        21.0        -7.9% 21.4        1.9% 22.6        5.6% 164.2      149.2      -9.1% 134.6      -9.8% 127.0      -5.6% 1.048      0.965      -7.9% 0.969      1.9% 0.998      5.6% 7.555      6.864      -9.1% 6.127      -10.7% 5.676      -7.4% 24.2        23.0        -5.0% 21.4        -7.0% 20.4        -4.7%

Single County 178.4      175.0      -1.9% 183.0      4.6% 199.6      9.1% 2,080.6   2,004.0   -3.7% 1,888.8   -5.7% 1,776.0   -6.0% 1.099      1.074      -1.9% 1.109      4.6% 1.205      9.1% 12.801    12.278    -4.1% 11.447    -6.8% 10.797    -5.7% 351.4      350.6      -0.2% 341.4      -2.6% 352.2      3.2%

Multiple Counties, not countywide

Single County, not countywide

Multiple Counties 50.6        47.0        -7.1% 49.2        4.7% 49.8        1.2% 448.4      428.8      -4.4% 445.0      3.8% 461.2      3.6% 1.527      1.416      -7.1% 1.471      4.7% 1.464      1.2% 13.548    12.926    -4.6% 13.329    3.1% 13.560    1.7% 34.4        36.2        5.2% 41.0        13.3% 43.2        5.4%

Single County 157.6      161.0      2.2% 168.4      4.6% 183.8      9.1% 2,066.2   1,921.6   -7.0% 1,752.0   -8.8% 1,618.0   -7.6% 1.245      1.266      2.2% 1.308      4.6% 1.400      9.1% 16.296    15.106    -7.3% 13.650    -9.6% 12.430    -8.9% 254.8      249.6      -2.0% 246.0      -1.4% 242.6      -1.4%

Single County, not countywide

Multiple Counties 168.4      172.8      2.6% 183.4      6.1% 201.4      9.8% 1,261.0   1,299.2   3.0% 1,341.4   3.2% 1,371.0   2.2% 1.112      1.136      2.6% 1.188      6.1% 1.272      9.8% 8.329      8.547      2.6% 8.717      2.0% 8.727      0.1% 174.2      181.8      4.4% 191.8      5.5% 196.2      2.3%

Single County 90.4        94.2        4.2% 99.8        5.9% 108.6      8.8% 566.4      539.0      -4.8% 499.6      -7.3% 480.8      -3.8% 1.520      1.541      4.2% 1.579      5.9% 1.648      8.8% 9.503      8.840      -7.0% 7.959      -10.0% 7.392      -7.1% 63.0        65.2        3.5% 63.6        -2.5% 67.4        6.0%

Single County 75.2        75.6        0.5% 81.0        7.1% 87.0        7.4% 456.6      458.0      0.3% 460.4      0.5% 499.0      8.4% 1.164      1.140      0.5% 1.187      7.1% 1.229      7.4% 7.067      6.921      -2.1% 6.786      -2.0% 7.101      4.6% 76.8        80.0        4.2% 84.0        5.0% 91.0        8.3%

Single County 26.2        23.6        -9.9% 24.2        2.5% 25.4        5.0% 124.6      116.4      -6.6% 107.0      -8.1% 103.0      -3.7% 1.273      1.162      -9.9% 1.186      2.5% 1.246      5.0% 6.054      5.739      -5.2% 5.269      -8.2% 5.117      -2.9% 17.6        17.4        -1.1% 16.2        -6.9% 14.0        -13.6%

Single County 242.8      246.6      1.6% 265.0      7.5% 273.8      3.3% 1,959.0   1,992.0   1.7% 1,992.2   0.0% 1,894.4   -4.9% 1.263      1.284      1.6% 1.378      7.5% 1.417      3.3% 10.206    10.383    1.7% 10.386    0.0% 9.854      -5.1% 411.8      425.8      3.4% 446.0      4.7% 436.0      -2.2%

Single County 37.2        37.2        0.0% 38.8        4.3% 38.0        -2.1% 184.0      174.0      -5.4% 175.2      0.7% 177.2      1.1% 1.169      1.160      0.0% 1.183      4.3% 1.125      -2.1% 5.790      5.445      -6.0% 5.388      -1.0% 5.252      -2.5% 37.2        38.6        3.8% 37.6        -2.6% 40.0        6.4%

Single County 61.8        60.6        -1.9% 60.0        -1.0% 61.6        2.7% 423.0      359.4      -15.0% 326.8      -9.1% 327.8      0.3% 1.537      1.507      -1.9% 1.475      -1.0% 1.478      2.7% 10.501    8.952      -14.8% 8.069      -9.9% 7.894      -2.2% 41.8        39.0        -6.7% 38.0        -2.6% 41.2        8.4%

Multiple Counties 208.8      210.6      0.9% 218.4      3.7% 226.0      3.5% 1,539.6   1,893.0   23.0% 2,318.6   22.5% 2,640.0   13.9% 1.049      1.049      0.9% 1.073      3.7% 1.089      3.5% 7.748      9.401      21.3% 11.309    20.3% 12.627    11.7% 261.2      300.0      14.9% 341.8      13.9% 375.8      9.9%

Single County 24.0        24.4        1.7% 27.2        11.5% 30.0        10.3% 257.4      250.4      -2.7% 255.2      1.9% 234.6      -8.1% 1.322      1.340      1.7% 1.476      11.5% 1.596      10.3% 14.172    13.761    -2.9% 13.897    1.0% 12.559    -9.6% 29.8        29.4        -1.3% 34.4        17.0% 37.6        9.3%

Single County 69.4        67.8        -2.3% 66.8        -1.5% 71.4        6.9% 855.4      871.0      1.8% 933.0      7.1% 1,032.6   10.7% 1.735      1.660      -2.3% 1.592      -1.5% 1.661      6.9% 21.416    21.279    -0.6% 22.077    3.8% 23.905    8.3% 105.6      109.6      3.8% 109.0      -0.5% 115.6      6.1%

Multiple Counties, not countywide

Single County 99.0        101.4      2.4% 102.8      1.4% 105.8      2.9% 1,270.0   1,217.8   -4.1% 1,194.6   -1.9% 1,175.2   -1.6% 1.229      1.272      2.4% 1.296      1.4% 1.310      2.9% 15.746    15.258    -3.1% 15.068    -1.2% 14.594    -3.1% 212.4      213.8      0.7% 217.2      1.6% 221.0      1.7%

Multiple Counties 81.0        81.6        0.7% 87.4        7.1% 99.8        14.2% 770.8      777.8      0.9% 907.0      16.6% 1,131.2   24.7% 1.103      1.104      0.7% 1.160      7.1% 1.289      14.2% 10.492    10.497    0.0% 11.986    14.2% 14.504    21.0% 127.8      134.2      5.0% 142.8      6.4% 160.0      12.0%

Single County 30.0        29.8        -0.7% 31.0        4.0% 33.6        8.4% 187.4      174.0      -7.2% 166.6      -4.3% 165.0      -1.0% 0.967      0.956      -0.7% 0.985      4.0% 1.064      8.4% 6.027      5.562      -7.7% 5.276      -5.1% 5.236      -0.8% 26.6        28.4        6.8% 26.8        -5.6% 24.0        -10.4%

Multiple Counties 55.4        53.0        -4.3% 51.4        -3.0% 55.6        8.2% 351.8      313.6      -10.9% 278.6      -11.2% 266.0      -4.5% 1.299      1.249      -4.3% 1.208      -3.0% 1.279      8.2% 8.203      7.360      -10.3% 6.539      -11.2% 6.143      -6.1% 41.8        41.4        -1.0% 42.4        2.4% 44.0        3.8%

Multiple Counties, not countywide

Single County 131.4      127.0      -3.3% 139.8      10.1% 153.4      9.7% 1,047.0   1,039.8   -0.7% 1,026.2   -1.3% 1,054.2   2.7% 1.066      1.022      -3.3% 1.100      10.1% 1.185      9.7% 8.493      8.366      -1.5% 8.105      -3.1% 8.195      1.1% 190.0      193.4      1.8% 200.6      3.7% 203.2      1.3%

Multiple Counties 62.0        61.2        -1.3% 64.4        5.2% 66.4        3.1% 369.4      348.8      -5.6% 340.4      -2.4% 364.6      7.1% 1.436      1.385      -1.3% 1.410      5.2% 1.423      3.1% 8.571      7.879      -8.1% 7.425      -5.8% 7.742      4.3% 37.2        39.6        6.5% 38.8        -2.0% 40.8        5.2%

Multiple Counties 57.6        55.8        -3.1% 57.4        2.9% 60.8        5.9% 331.2      310.4      -6.3% 299.8      -3.4% 342.0      14.1% 2.053      1.996      -3.1% 2.025      2.9% 2.105      5.9% 11.785    11.089    -5.9% 10.577    -4.6% 11.750    11.1% 32.4        35.0        8.0% 33.2        -5.1% 32.6        -1.8%

2009-13 2009-13 2009-13 2009-13 2009-13
Average Average %∆ Average %∆ Average %∆ Average Average %∆ Average %∆ Average %∆ Average Average %∆ Average %∆ Average %∆ Average Average %∆ Average %∆ Average %∆ Average Average %∆ Average %∆ Average %∆

26 Alachua Gainesville MTPO 30.6        30.6        0.0% 32.8        7.2% 36.6        11.6% 302.8      275.8      -8.9% 265.6      -3.7% 264.0      -0.6% 1.080      1.073      -0.6% 1.137      6.0% 1.242      9.2% 10.669    9.677      -9.3% 9.217      -4.8% 8.959      -2.8% 37.6        38.2        1.6% 37.0        -3.1% 37.8        2.2%

48 Escambia Florida-Alabama TPO 40.8        41.6        2.0% 44.2        6.3% 44.4        0.5% 472.2      377.8      -20.0% 321.4      -14.9% 281.6      -12.4% 1.206      1.228      1.8% 1.298      5.7% 1.289      -0.7% 13.954    11.152    -20.1% 9.450      -15.3% 8.182      -13.4% 66.0        60.2        -8.8% 55.4        -8.0% 54.4        -1.8%

58 Santa Rosa Florida-Alabama TPO 23.8        22.2        -6.7% 21.8        -1.8% 20.0        -8.3% 262.2      233.0      -11.1% 218.0      -6.4% 189.6      -13.0% 1.189      1.105      -7.1% 1.081      -2.2% 0.978      -9.5% 13.105    11.602    -11.5% 10.821    -6.7% 9.245      -14.6% 16.4        15.2        -7.3% 15.0        -1.3% 15.8        5.3%

57 Okaloosa Okaloosa-Walton TPO 22.0        24.0        9.1% 27.0        12.5% 26.6        -1.5% 231.4      212.4      -8.2% 202.4      -4.7% 184.0      -9.1% 1.066      1.153      8.2% 1.284      11.4% 1.247      -2.9% 11.232    10.227    -8.9% 9.681      -5.3% 8.675      -10.4% 28.6        29.0        1.4% 30.8        6.2% 28.6        -7.1%

60 Walton Okaloosa-Walton TPO 19.4        18.2        -6.2% 14.2        -22.0% 14.2        0.0% 143.4      138.2      -3.6% 137.8      -0.3% 121.0      -12.2% 1.684      1.561      -7.3% 1.198      -23.3% 1.160      -3.2% 12.434    11.849    -4.7% 11.609    -2.0% 9.954      -14.3% 8.6           9.0           4.7% 9.4           4.4% 8.6           -8.5%

73 Flagler River to Sea TPO 18.4        20.0        8.7% 17.8        -11.0% 18.4        3.4% 176.2      160.0      -9.2% 137.8      -13.9% 119.4      -13.4% 1.720      1.798      4.5% 1.542      -14.2% 1.504      -2.5% 16.497    14.757    -10.5% 12.239    -17.1% 10.274    -16.1% 13.6        14.2        4.4% 15.8        11.3% 15.6        -1.3%

79 Volusia River to Sea TPO 94.4        93.0        -1.5% 89.2        -4.1% 96.4        8.1% 691.8      658.2      -4.9% 630.2      -4.3% 638.4      1.3% 1.716      1.697      -1.1% 1.624      -4.3% 1.715      5.6% 12.573    12.019    -4.4% 11.485    -4.4% 11.387    -0.9% 92.2        92.8        0.7% 89.0        -4.1% 88.8        -0.2%

88 Indian River Indian River County MPO 20.0        19.8        -1.0% 19.4        -2.0% 20.6        6.2% 117.2      119.0      1.5% 115.8      -2.7% 127.2      9.8% 1.333      1.312      -1.6% 1.262      -3.8% 1.322      4.8% 7.817      7.885      0.9% 7.568      -4.0% 8.194      8.3% 14.2        14.6        2.8% 16.2        11.0% 17.6        8.6%

Average Annual Fatalities1 Average Annual Serious Injuries2 Average Annual Fatality Rates3

2010-14 2011-15

Average Annual Serious Injury Rates4 Average Annual Pedestrian and Bicyclist 
Fatalities and Serious Injuries5

2010-14 2010-14 2011-15 2012-16

2011-15 2012-16 2010-14 2011-15 2012-16 2010-14 2011-15 2012-16 2010-14

Miami-Dade Urbanized Area MPO
Collier County MPO
Ocala/Marion County TPO
METROPLAN Orlando
Bay County TPO

2011-15 2012-16

Average Annual Fatalities1

2012-162011-152010-142010-14

Average Annual Serious Injuries2 Average Annual Fatality Rates3 Average Annual Pedestrian and Bicyclist 
Fatalities and Serious Injuries5Average Annual Serious Injury Rates4

FDOT 
County 

Number
County Name MPO/TPO

See individual counties below

MPO/TPO

Space Coast TPO
Charlotte County-Punta Gorda MPO
Broward MPO
Okaloosa-Walton TPO
Gainesville MTPO
Hernando/Citrus MPO
Hillsborough County MPO
Indian River County MPO
North Florida MPO
Polk TPO
Lee County MPO
Martin MPO

Capital Region TPA
River to Sea TPO
Palm Beach MPO
Lake-Sumter MPO
Heartland Regional TPO

Pasco County MPO

See individual counties below See individual counties below See individual counties below See individual counties below

See individual county below See individual county below See individual county below See individual county below See individual county below

See individual counties below See individual counties below

2011-15 2012-16 2010-14 2011-15 2012-162012-16 2010-14 2011-15 2012-16

See individual counties below See individual counties below See individual counties below

See individual counties below See individual counties below See individual counties below See individual counties below See individual counties below

See individual county below See individual county below See individual county below See individual county below See individual county below

Single-county MPO/TPOs that encompass the entire limits of the county are calculated using the total county fatalities, serious injuries and traffic volumes as published.  Multiple-county MPO/TPOs that encompass the entire limits of each of their included counties are calculated using the fatalities, serious injuries and traffic volumes summed for 
all of the included counties and are combined totals and rates calculated based on combined totals and combined traffic volumes.  MPO/TPOs that do not encompass whole counties are not calculated at the MPO/TPO level but the county calculations for each included county are presented in the lower table.

DATA SOURCES:  fatality and serious injury counts from Florida Dept. of Transportation (FDOT) State Safety Office's Crash Analysis Reporting (CAR) database as of November 8, 2017; traffic volumes as published by the FDOT office of Transportation Data and Analytics at http://www.fdot.gov/planning/statistics/mileage-rpts/ 

1. The average number of fatalities per year is the sum of the annual total fatalities for each year in the range divided by 5, to one decimal place.  Fatalities are individuals listed on a Florida Traffic Crash Report (FTCR) form with injury code “5” – fatal (within 30 days).
2. The average number of serious injuries per year is the sum of the annual total serious injuries for each year in the range divided by 5, to one decimal place.  Serious injuries are individuals listed on an FTCR form with injury code “4” – incapacitating.
3. The average fatality rate is an average of the yearly rate figures for the years in the range, to three decimal places.  Each yearly rate is calculated by dividing the total number of fatalities for the year by the total traffic volume for the year.  Traffic volume is expressed in 100 Million Vehicle-Miles and is the Daily Vehicle-Miles Traveled (sum for the 
region of the counts of vehicles per day times the length of the segments associated with the traffic) times the number of days in the year, divided by 100,000,000.  This yields an annual volume of Vehicle-Miles.  The number of fatalities divided by the traffic volume is the annual fatality rate.  This measure averages the five annual rates within the 
measurement window and does NOT use the cumulative five-year fatalities over the cumulative five-year traffic volume.
4. The average serious injury rate is an average of the yearly rate figures for the years in the range, to three decimal places.  Each yearly rate is calculated by dividing the total number of serious injuries for the year by the total traffic volume for the year.  See (3) above for an explanation of traffic volume.  The same traffic volume figure is used here 
in the same way.
5. The average number of combined fatalities and serious injuries for bicyclists and pedestrians is per year is the sum of the annual total bicyclist and pedestrian fatalities and total bicyclist and pedestrian serious injuries for each year in the range divided by 5, to one decimal place. Bicyclist and pedestrian fatalities and serious injuries are individuals 
listed on an FTCR form as Non-Motorist with a Non-Motorist Description code of “01” (pedestrian), “02” (other pedestrian (wheelchair, person in a building, skater, pedestrian conveyance, etc.)), “03” (bicyclist) or “04” (other cyclist) and with injury code “5” – fatal (within 30 days) or injury code “4” – incapacitating.

NOTE:  Crash reports that reveal the personal information concerning the parties involved in the crash and that are held by any agency that regularly receives or prepares information from or concerning the parties to motor vehicle crashes are confidential and exempt from the provisions of Section 119.07(1), F.S. for a period of 60 days after the date the report is filed. (Section 316.066 (2)(a), F.S.)  The information contained within or attached to this message 
has been compiled from information collected for the purpose of identifying, evaluating or planning safety enhancements.  It is used to develop highway safety construction improvements projects which may be implemented utilizing Federal Aid Highway funds.  Any document displaying this notice shall be used only for the purposes deemed appropriate by the Florida Department of Transportation.  See Title 23, United States Code, Section 409.  Pursuant to 
Title 23 U.S.C Section 409, the information provided to you is not subject to discovery and is not admissible into evidence.

Florida-Alabama TPO
Pinellas County MPO
Sarasota/Manatee MPO
St Lucie TPO
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Fatalities

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Gadsden 9 16 12 5 12 18 
Jefferson 8 6 6 1 5 7 
Leon 37 42 17 33 29 40 5-year
Wakulla 4 8 3 2 2 14 Average

Total 58 72 38 41 48 79 56 

Fatality Rates
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Gadsden 1.172            2.099            1.484            0.627            1.471            2.068            
Jefferson 1.988            1.514            1.443            0.244            1.167            1.615            
Leon 1.398            1.615            0.647            1.225            1.047            1.419            5-year
Wakulla 1.037            2.031            0.767            0.485            0.473            3.252            Average

Aggregate: 1.380            1.734            0.895            0.951            1.082            1.735            1.279 

Serious Injury Crashes
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Gadsden 72 77 49 45 41 39 
Jefferson 24 32 21 17 23 25 
Leon 216               169               164               180               165               161               5-year
Wakulla 14 18 21 24 21 38 Average

Total 326               296               255               266               250               263               266 

Serious Injury Rates
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Gadsden 9.379            10.102         6.060            5.642            5.027            4.480            
Jefferson 5.964            8.076            5.050            4.151            5.368            5.769            
Leon 8.162            6.500            6.238            6.683            5.957            5.710            5-year
Wakulla 3.630            4.569            5.369            5.824            4.962            8.827            Average

Average: 6.784            7.312            5.679            5.575            5.329            6.196            
Aggregate: 6.194            5.679            7.474            7.736            8.326            7.350            7.313 

Non-Motorized Fatalities/Serious Injury
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Gadsden 5 2 2 1 5 5 
Jefferson 2 4 2 3 -                2 
Leon 24 32 38 37 45 33 5-year
Wakulla 2 2 3 1 2 1 Average

Total 33 40 45 42 52 41 44 

100M VMT
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Gadsden 7.677 7.623 8.086 7.976 8.155 8.706
Jefferson 4.024 3.962 4.158 4.096 4.285 4.334
Leon 26.464 26.001 26.290 26.934 27.697 28.196
Wakulla 3.857 3.940 3.912 4.121 4.232 4.305

Total 42.0 41.5 42.4 43.1 44.4 45.5
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34. Safety Performance Targets

Calendar Year 2018 Targets * 

Number of Fatalities  0  

Describe the basis for established target, including how it supports SHSP goals. 

Based on statistical forecasting, the five year rolling average for total fatalities on 
Florida’s roads is forecast to be between 2,716 and 3,052 in 2018. This forecast was 
made by combining FARS data with current state data from 2009 to 2016 to predict 
probable outcomes for 2017 and 2018. Florida’s target for fatalities is zero in 2018. 
While the data forecast indicates Florida’s five year rolling average for fatalities could 
continue to trend upward in 2017 and 2018, the FDOT State Safety Office expects the 
projects chosen for funding will mitigate the data forecast and ultimately reduce the 
number of traffic fatalities. An interim performance measure is required by our federal 
funding agencies in order to receive federal funding. We firmly believe that every life 
counts and although our target for fatalities is zero in 2018, Florida has forecast an 
interim performance measure of 3,052 in order to satisfy the federal requirement.  

Number of Serious Injuries  0  

Describe the basis for established target, including how it supports SHSP goals. 

Based on statistical forecasting, the five year rolling average for total serious injuries 
on Florida’s roads is forecast to be between 18,831 and 20,861 in 2018. This forecast 
was made by combining FARS data with current state data from 2009 to 2016 to 
predict probable outcomes for 2017 and 2018. Florida’s target for serious injuries is 
zero in 2018. The data forecast indicates Florida’s five year rolling average for serious 
injuries could continue to trend downward in 2017 and 2018. The FDOT State Safety 
Office expects the projects chosen for funding will enhance this downward trend in the 
number of serious injuries on Florida’s roads. An interim performance measure is 
required by our federal funding agencies in order to receive federal funding. We firmly 
believe that every life counts and although our target for serious injuries is zero in 
2018, Florida has forecast an interim performance measure of 20,861 in order to 
satisfy the federal requirement.  

Fatality Rate  0  

Describe the basis for established target, including how it supports SHSP goals. 

Based on statistical forecasting, the five year rolling average for fatality rate per 100 
million VMT on Florida’s roads is forecast to be between 1.06 and 1.65 in 2018. This 
forecast was made by combining FARS data with current state data from 2009 to 2016 
to predict probable outcomes for 2017 and 2018. Florida’s target for fatality rate per 
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100 million VMT is zero in 2018. While the data forecast indicates Florida’s five year 
rolling average for fatality rate per 100 million VMT could continue to trend upward 
in 2017 and 2018, the FDOT State Safety Office expects the projects chosen for 
funding will mitigate the data forecast and ultimately reduce the number of traffic 
fatalities. An interim performance measure is required by our federal funding agencies 
in order to receive federal funding. We firmly believe that every life counts and 
although our target for fatality rate per 100 million VMT is zero in 2018, Florida has 
forecast an interim performance measure of 1.65 in order to satisfy the federal 
requirement.  

Serious Injury Rate 0 

Describe the basis for established target, including how it supports SHSP goals. 

Based on statistical forecasting, the five year rolling average for serious injury rate per 
100 million VMT on Florida’s roads is forecast to be between 7.57 and 11.06 in 2018. 
This forecast was made by combining FARS data with current state data from 2009 to 
2016 to predict probable outcomes for 2017 and 2018. Florida’s target for serious 
injury rate per 100 million VMT is zero in 2018. The data forecast indicates Florida’s 
five year rolling average for serious injury rate per 100 million VMT could continue to 
trend downward in 2017 and 2018. The FDOT State Safety Office expects the projects 
chosen for funding will enhance this downward trend in the serious injury rate per 100 
million VMT. An interim performance measure is required by our federal funding 
agencies in order to receive federal funding. We firmly believe that every life counts 
and although our target for serious injury rate per 100 million VMT is zero in 2018, 
Florida has forecast an interim performance measure of 11.06 in order to satisfy the 
federal requirement.  

Total Number of Non-Motorized 
Fatalities and Serious Injuries  0 

Describe the basis for established target, including how it supports SHSP goals. 

Based on statistical forecasting, the five year rolling average for non-motorized 
fatalities and serious injuries on Florida’s roads is forecast to be between 3,066 and 
3,447 in 2018. This forecast was made by combining FARS data with current state 
data from 2009 to 2016 to predict probable outcomes for 2017 and 2018. Florida’s 
target for non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries is zero in 2018. The data 
forecast indicates Florida’s five year rolling average for non-motorized fatalities and 
serious injuries could continue to trend downward in 2017 and 2018. The FDOT State 
Safety Office expects the projects chosen for funding will enhance this downward 
trend in non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries. An interim performance measure 
is required by our federal funding agencies in order to receive federal funding. We 
firmly believe that every life counts and although our target for non-motorized 
fatalities and serious injuries is zero in 2018, Florida has forecast an interim 
performance measure of 3,447 in order to satisfy the federal requirement.  
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Enter additional comments here to clarify your response for this question or add supporting information. 

Florida shares the national traffic safety vision, “Toward Zero Deaths,” and formally adopted our own version 
of the national vision, “Driving Down Fatalities,” in 2012. FDOT and its traffic safety partners are committed to 
eliminating fatalities and reducing serious injuries with the understanding that the death of any person is 
unacceptable and based on that, zero deaths is our safety performance target. This target is consistent 
throughout our Strategic Highway Safety Plan, Highway Safety Improvement Program and Highway Safety 
Plan. 

Florida’s data forecasts have been established using an ARIMA Hybrid Regression Model (0, 1,1)(2,0,0)(12) 
with VMT. Nine independent variables were tested to assess correlations; only Vehicle Miles of Travel (VMT) 
and gas consumption have relatively high correlations with fatalities and serious injuries and of these two 
variables only VMT was useful in predicting future fatalities and serious injuries. The first three performance 
measures (number of fatalities, number of serious injuries, and fatality rate per 100M VMT) have been 
forecasted based on a five year rolling average and the remaining performance measures will be forecasted 
annually. The forecasts for 2017 and 2018 are based on monthly data from 2005 through 2016 using statistical 
forecasting methodologies.  

[Source: FDOT Highway Safety Plan] 
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COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM 3 A  
 

MIDTOWN AREA TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
 
 

TYPE OF ITEM: Committee Action  
   

 
STATEMENT OF ISSUE 
 
Phase 1 of the Midtown Area Transportation Plan has been developed for Board approval.  This phase 
provides a technical analysis of identified potential transportation options for the Midtown area of 
Tallahassee and was developed for the CRTPA by Kimley-Horn and Associates (CRTPA General 
Planning Consultant).  
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION 

 
Option 1:  Recommend CRTPA Board approve Phase 1 of the Midtown Area Transportation Plan 

and proceed with the next phase (Phase 2) of the Plan.  
 

 
HISTORY AND ANALYSIS 
 
The Latest 
Phase 1 of the Midtown Area Transportation Plan is complete and provides an evaluation of nine (9) 
options (many of which are not stand alone and may be implemented in coordination with other 
identified options).     
 
The following provides a summary of the options, with further information included as Attachment 1:   
 

• Beard St and North Gadsden St Realignment - Realignment of Beard Street within existing 
right-of-way to improve connectivity at this location has been idenified. 

• Sidewalk Connectivity - Missing gaps in the Midtown area are identified (including key missing 
gaps at N. Gadsden, discussed below). 

• North Gadsden St corridor improvements from 6th Ave to Thomasville Rd - Identifies 
construction of missing key sidewalk gaps and road diet in this key location of Midtown. 

• Midtown Boulevard/Complete Street - by definition, complete streets are streets designed 
for all users (pedestrian, bicyclists, transit users as well as motorized transportation).  Many of 
the proposed alternatives evaluated can be implemented in a manner that to improve the 
Midtown area for all users. 
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• One-way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to N Monroe St - This 
alternative improves roadway level of service and could be constructed to use existing right-
of-way for complete street improvements.  Potential negatives with proposal include reduced 
access to businesses.  

• One-way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to 6th Ave - This 
alternative improves roadway level of service and could be constructed to use existing right-
of-way for complete street improvements.  Potential negatives with proposal include reduced 
access to businesses. 

• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (includes all existing movements) -
Analysis identifies that this option does not operationally work and will have constructability 
issues.  Additionally, a roundabout at this location creates pedestrian challenges.  Study 
recommendation – Consider not moving forward with further exploration of this option. 

• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (No Gadsden to Meridian movement) - 
Analysis identifies constructability issues.  Additionally, a roundabout at this location creates 
pedestrian challenges.  Study recommendation – Consider not moving forward with further 
exploration of this option. 

• 6th and 7th Ave Bi-Directional Roadways - Convert the existing one-way pairs into two-way 
roadways.  Analysis identifies that this change would reduce level-of-service and create 
additional conflict points at intersections.  Study recommendation: Do not move forward with 
further exploration.  

 
Plan Background 
Transportation improvements to the Midtown area of Tallahassee have been discussed and 
documented for a number of years.  Recent efforts include: 
 

• The CRTPA’s Connections 2040 Regional Mobility Plan” (adopted on November 16, 2015) 
which identifies the Thomasville Road/Meridian Road/Seventh Avenue intersection for 
improvement.  This project has been included on the agency’s RMP Roadways Priority Project 
List (and is on the most recent Roadway PPL scheduled for adoption at today’s meeting).  
 

• Blueprint Intergovernmental Agency Community Enhancement project (“Midtown 
Placemaking (Thomasville and Monroe Roads)”) that identifies improvements at the five-
points intersection of Meridian Road/Thomasville Road/Seventh Avenue as well as 
streetscaping improvements to Monroe Street (Thomasville Road to Tharpe Street) and 
Thomasville Road (Monroe Street to Post Road).  This project was included in the November 
2014 passage of the Leon County Penny Sales Tax Extension. 
 

• FDOT safety study (“Thomasville Road (Midtown) Safety Study”) was conducted by the FDOT 
on Thomasville Road (Monroe Street to Betton Road) based upon a request by the CRTPA to 
evaluation bicycle and pedestrian safety along the corridor.  The study, presented to the 
CRTPA on September 19, 2016, identified potential pedestrian safety improvements along the 
corridor (some of which are included on the agency’s Transportation Systems Management 
(TSM) Priority Project List for funding). 
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Midtown Area Transportation Plan 
 
Building upon and coordinating the above efforts, the Midtown Area Transportation Plan was in 
initiated at the June 19, 2017 CRTPA meeting.   The plan is being developed in two parts (Phase 1 and 
Phase 2). 
 
Phase 1 of the plan is complete and provides a technical review analyzing potential changes to the 
transportation network to gain a better understanding of travel patterns in and around the Midtown 
area of Tallahassee.  This phase has provided an evaluation of existing conditions including data 
collection efforts that have included use of Bluetooth technology to provide a picture of traffic 
patterns throughout the Midtown area (including traffic traveling both to and through Midtown). 
 
Included within Phase 1 is the identification of nine (9) options and how each options performs based 
on both qualitative and quantitative criteria.  These options (or alternatives) are discussed above and 
summarized in Attachment 1. 
 
Phase 2 of the plan involves public and stakeholder input on the plan including the options identified 
as well as a refinement of those options. 
 
 
NEXT STEPS 
 
Consistent with Board direction, the Phase 2 of the Midtown Area Transportation Plan is the next and 
final phase of the plan.  As noted above, this phase will focus on public involvement as well as 
refinement of the options identified.  Subsequent to completion of Phase 2, the Midtown Area 
Transportation Plan will be complete. 
 
Upon completion of the Plan, further phasing and implementation will be explored including further 
development and design of key alternatives.   
 
 
 
 

 
ATTACHMENT 
 
Attachment 1: Options Matrix 
Attachment 2: Draft PowerPoint  
 



Updated January 26, 2018

Midtown Traffic Study: Potential Improvement Options for Future Study
The matrix below depicts how each alternative performs based on multiple qualitative and quantitative criteria. The alternatives are being evaluated to determine which may be viable to move forward for future, more detailed consideration. The criteria
include:
ü Maintain/Improve LOS: Does the alternative either maintain acceptable LOS or improve the LOS, when compared with the existing?

ü Sense of Place: Does the alternative enhance the area by providing a uniqueness that sets it apart from the surrounding area?

ü Traffic Calming: Does the alternative include a traffic calming component?

ü Improves circulation/connectivity: Does the alternative improve access to the Midtown area along with improving access to businesses and amenities within the Midtown area?

ü Opportunity for multi-modal enhancement: Does the alternative provide opportunity for enhancements of bikes and pedestrians, and transit facilities?

ü Potential Need for Additional ROW: What is the estimated need for additional ROW that could be required?

× Indicates that there is a negative impact.

Alternatives
Maintain/
Improve

LOS

Opportunity
for Sense of

Place
improvements

Traffic
Calming

Improves
Circulation/Connectivity

Opportunity for Multi
Modal Enhancement

Potential ROW
Needs Relative

Cost Additional CommentsNone/
Minor Major

Beard St and North Gadsden St
Realignment ü - - ü ü ü - Low

Realignment could occur within the existing ROW. Coordination with adjacent
landowner needed (parking lot in NW quadrant).  Aligning the intersection would
improve the operations. It would also make it easier to travel along the roadways,
improving connectivity and circulation through midtown.

Sidewalk Connectivity ü - - ü ü ü - Med Identification of key gaps.

North Gadsden St Corridor
improvements from 6th Ave to
Thomasville Rd

- - ü - ü ü - Med
Construct sidewalks along entire corridor on both sides of roadway and implement a
road diet.

Midtown Boulevard/Complete
Street ü ü ü × ü ü - Med

Creates a sense of place and traffic calming. Could be done with existing geometry but
access management would need to be evaluated on a driveway by driveway basis.
Parallel facilities could handle diverted traffic that may occur with reduced speeds.
Additional midblock pedestrian crossings are possible.

One way southbound option of
Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden
St to 6th Ave

ü ü *- × ü ü - Low
Improves LOS. Access to businesses could be negatively impacted.
*Recommended that additional features be included to ensure friction is provided
along the roadway to reduce speeds and provide traffic calming.

One way southbound option of
Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden
St to N Monroe St

ü ü *- × ü ü - Low
Improves LOS. Access to businesses could be negatively impacted.
*Recommended that additional features be included to ensure friction is provided
along the roadway to reduce speeds and provide traffic calming.

Thomasville, Meridian and N
Gadsden Roundabout (includes
all existing movements)

× ü ü         - × - ü High
FDOT Safety study includes this potential roundabout. Operationally this does not
work. Additional concerns with grade change and extensive ROW needed. A
roundabout would provide a unique characteristic to the midtown area.

Thomasville, Meridian and N
Gadsden Roundabout (No
Gadsden to Meridian movement)

ü ü ü × × - ü High

The operations of the roundabout could work if the movement from 7th Ave to
Meridian would be removed. Additional concerns with grade change and extensive
ROW needed. A roundabout would provide a unique characteristic to the midtown
area.

6th and 7th Ave Bi-Directional
Roadways × - ü ü - ü - Low

LOS is degraded and it creates additional conflict points at the intersections. One-way
roads do not contain the same amount of friction as a bi-directional roadway. This
friction acts as a traffic calming measure by reducing the comfort level of the drivers,
increasing their awareness and reducing their speed. Making the road bi-directional
would provide improved connectivity and circulation to the driveways along those
roadways.

ATTACHMENT 1



MIDTOWN AREA
TRANSPORTATION PLAN

January 2018

ATTACHMENT 2



What We are Doing
• Analyzing traffic trends and patterns

• Into, out of, and through Midtown
• Identifying network deficiencies in the Midtown area
• Evaluating potential improvement alternatives.

• Goal of Phase 1:
• Obtain feedback from CRTPA committees and Board
• Identify viable alternatives for further study and

stakeholder review.



Study Area



Review Previous Studies

• Blueprint
• Midtown Placemaking

• Tallahassee/Leon County Planning Department
• Midtown Action Plan

• FDOT District 3 Safety Office
• SR 61/Thomasville Road Pedestrian/Bicyclist Arterial Safety Study
• SR 61/Thomasville Road Supplemental Safety Study



Data Collection

• Signal timings, turning movement volumes, etc. – City of
Tallahassee

• Sidewalk Network – Tallahassee/Leon County Planning
Department

• Roadway Information – FDOT
• Origin-Destination (OD) Data
• Crash Data



Traffic Trends
AM

Peak
(7-9)

PM
Peak
(4-6)

Midday
Peak
(1-3)



AM Peak Traffic Patterns

Origin Northwest
(N Monroe St)

Origin North
(Meridian Rd)

Origin Northeast
(Thomasville Rd)



PM Peak Patterns

Origin West
of N Monroe St

Origin Along
N Monroe St

Origin East
of N Monroe St



Midtown as a Destination

AM Peak Traffic
Patterns

Midday Peak Traffic
Patterns

PM Peak Traffic
Patterns



Midtown as a Origin

AM Peak Traffic
Patterns

Midday Peak Traffic
Patterns

PM Peak Traffic
Patterns



Optimize Timings Optimize Timings

Capacity Constrained
Optimize Timings

Channelized right turn lane
Optimize Timings



Initial Options Being Considered

• Beard St and North Gadsden St Realignment
• Sidewalk Connectivity
• North Gadsden St corridor improvements from 6th Ave to Thomasville Rd
• Midtown Boulevard/Complete Street
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to N

Monroe St
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to 6th

Ave
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (includes all existing

movements)
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (No Gadsden to

Meridian movement)
• 6th and 7th Ave Bi-Directional Roadways



Realignment of Beard Street



Realignment of Beard Street



Initial Options Being Considered

• Beard St and North Gadsden St Realignment
• Sidewalk Connectivity
• North Gadsden St corridor improvements from 6th Ave to Thomasville Rd
• Midtown Boulevard/Complete Street
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to N

Monroe St
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to 6th

Ave
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (includes all existing

movements)
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (No Gadsden to

Meridian movement)
• 6th and 7th Ave Bi-Directional Roadways







Key Gaps in Sidewalks
Thomasville Rd- Colonial Dr. to 7th Ave
(west side only)

6th , 7th, 5th, 3rd Avenue

Meridian Rd

N Gadsden St



Initial Options Being Considered

• Beard St and North Gadsden St Realignment
• Sidewalk Connectivity
• North Gadsden St corridor improvements from 6th Ave to Thomasville Rd
• Midtown Boulevard/Complete Street
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to N

Monroe St
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to 6th

Ave
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (includes all existing

movements)
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (No Gadsden to

Meridian movement)
• 6th and 7th Ave Bi-Directional Roadways



N Gadsden
Between

6th Ave and
7th Ave

N Gadsden
Between 7th

Ave and
Thomasville Rd



N Gadsden
Between

6th Ave and
7th Ave

N Gadsden
Between 7th

Ave and
Thomasville Rd

Sidewalk Improvements



N Gadsden
Between

6th Ave and
7th Ave

N Gadsden
Between 7th

Ave and
Thomasville Rd



Initial Options Being Considered

• Beard St and North Gadsden St Realignment
• Sidewalk Connectivity
• North Gadsden St corridor improvements from 6th Ave to Thomasville Rd
• Midtown Boulevard/Complete Street
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to

Monroe Ave
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to 6th

Ave
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (includes all existing

movements)
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (No Gadsden to

Meridian movement)
• 6th and 7th Ave Bi-Directional Roadways



Midtown Boulevard/Complete Streets Local
Examples



Initial Options Being Considered

• Beard St and North Gadsden St Realignment
• Sidewalk Connectivity
• North Gadsden St corridor improvements from 6th Ave to Thomasville Rd
• Midtown Boulevard/Complete Street
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to

Monroe Ave
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to 6th

Ave
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (includes all existing

movements)
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (No Gadsden to

Meridian movement)
• 6th and 7th Ave Bi-Directional Roadways





Initial Options Being Considered

• Beard St and North Gadsden St Realignment
• Sidewalk Connectivity
• North Gadsden St corridor improvements from 6th Ave to Thomasville Rd
• Midtown Boulevard/Complete Street
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to

Monroe Ave
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to 6th

Ave
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (includes all existing

movements)
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (No Gadsden to

Meridian movement)
• 6th and 7th Ave Bi-Directional Roadways





Initial Options Being Considered

• Beard St and North Gadsden St Realignment
• Sidewalk Connectivity
• North Gadsden St corridor improvements from 6th Ave to Thomasville Rd
• Midtown Boulevard/Complete Street
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to

Monroe Ave
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to 6th

Ave
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (includes all existing

movements)
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (No Gadsden to

Meridian movement)
• 6th and 7th Ave Bi-Directional Roadways



Operationally Does not work



Initial Options Being Considered

• Beard St and North Gadsden St Realignment
• Sidewalk Connectivity
• North Gadsden St corridor improvements from 6th Ave to Thomasville Rd
• Midtown Boulevard/Complete Street
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to

Monroe Ave
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to 6th

Ave
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (includes all existing

movements)
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (No Gadsden to

Meridian movement)
• 6th and 7th Ave Bi-Directional Roadways



Shift Movement



Geometrically Does not work



Roundabout Evaluation

• Maintenance of Traffic During Construction
• Pedestrian and Bicycle Compatibility
• Right of Way and Construction Costs
• Elevation Change along 7th Ave



Elevation: 206 feet

Elevation: 196 feet

Elevation: 172 feet

34 feet of change over 1/8th of a mile



7th St approaching Gadsden St 7th St approaching Thomasville Rd



Initial Options Being Considered

• Beard St and North Gadsden St Realignment
• Sidewalk Connectivity
• North Gadsden St corridor improvements from 6th Ave to Thomasville Rd
• Midtown Boulevard/Complete Street
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to

Monroe Ave
• One way southbound option of Thomasville Rd from N Gadsden St to 6th

Ave
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (includes all existing

movements)
• Thomasville, Meridian and N Gadsden Roundabout (No Gadsden to

Meridian movement)
• 6th and 7th Ave Bi-Directional Roadways





Operationally Does not work







Phase 2

• Parking evaluation (to be completed by others)
• Phasing and implementation of strategies
• Further development and design of alternatives

Subsequent Phases

• Public and Stakeholder Outreach
• Midtown Merchants, Surrounding Neighborhoods, and others

• Refine alternatives, evaluations, and develop Midtown
Transportation Plan development (March 2018)

• Evaluations specific to other modes—pedestrian, bicycle, and
transit facilities



Questions/Discussion
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