
 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION APPENDIX 

Focus Group Summaries 

SARASOTA/MANATEE MPO 

LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 2030 UPDATE 

Newtown Front Porch Community Meeting  

Discussion Summary 

October 21, 2004 

Introduction 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is conducting a series of focus group discussions with key people representing 
various transportation stakeholders and geographic areas in the two counties as part of the development of 
the 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan. On October 21, 2004, MPO staff and its LRTP consultant 
participated in a regular meeting of the Newtown Front Porch Community. The purpose was to discuss the 
Long Range Transportation Plan and obtain input on redevelopment issues and needs to guide the plan as it 
relates to economically disadvantaged areas.  

After a brief overview presentation of the LRTP, Front Porch board members and community participants 
identified transportation related concerns.  Participants expressed a concern about equity, both in the 
design of projects and the amount of money spent in their area for transportation improvements.  They 
conveyed a strong desire to beautify existing corridors, such as Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard and US 
301, with sidewalks, landscaping, and bike lanes.  Pedestrian strategies such as these will increase safety, 
comfort and convenience, and are key livability elements that can increase neighborhood pride and attract 
desired private investment. 

Safety was an important issue with a recommendation for pedestrian overpasses across US 301. Also, there 
remain numerous areas in the community that lack adequate visibility for pedestrians, where gaps exist in 
the sidewalk network, and where busy roads hinder access from residential areas to parks, schools and 
commercial development. Another safety concern was the amount of truck traffic on their streets. The 
Newtown community is located adjacent to industrial and warehouse distribution areas, and residents have 
expressed concern that Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard, Myrtle Street and other roadways experience an 
unacceptable level of truck traffic.  The planned widening of 17th Street is a concern for many residents 
because of its potential to further divide the community with more asphalt to cross, high traffic volumes, 
more trucks and higher travel speeds. Finally, participants expressed the need for improved transit service.  
Several items relative to the transit system and the service provided in the Newtown area were mentioned 
during the discussion.  These included extending the hours of operation, providing better weekend service, 
and providing access to areas of new growth – the Lakewood Ranch area was specifically mentioned.  Also 
of interest was the addition of express bus service that would provide access to the Tampa and St. 
Petersburg areas.  All of the concerns relative to transit that were mentioned focused on the key of 
providing access to jobs for those who require use of the public transportation system. 



 

SARASOTA/MANATEE MPO 

LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 2030 UPDATE 

Parrish Community Focus Group 

Discussion Summary 

October 18, 2004 

Introduction 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is conducting a series of focus group discussions with key people representing 
various transportation stakeholders and geographic areas in the two counties as part of the development of 
the 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan. These discussions help identify transportation-related issues and 
understand mobility problems that need to be addressed in the plan.  

This roundtable discussion focused on the Parrish area, with the group including community residents and 
other interested parties. The meeting took place at United Methodist Church, located on US 301 in Parrish. 
The discussion summarized below reflects the opinions, observations and perspectives of the focus group 
participants, and data cited have not been verified. 

Transportation Trends, Issues and Problems 

Urban traffic is on the rise – trucks, 18 wheelers – is creating a very dangerous intersection at 675 and 301. 
The last four years traffic is rapidly increasing, making it even more unsafe. I have observed many accidents, 
including some that almost hit this church. People drive fast, and do not anticipate having to slow down 
when the reach Parrish.  

Evacuation coming up I-75 from the south creates a big mess on the bridge. Is there an alternate being 
developed? Rye Road? The Fort Hamer Bridge is absolutely imperative. 

There is such a frenzy of development. We need mass transit as an option that people can depend on – bus, 
train, etc. It has to be reliable. As people get older, they need other ways to get around besides a car. 

I am concerned about a lack of planning. Development just keeps coming. I’m glad to see this plan 
happening, but we need actions to happen in one year, two years, not 10 or 20 years. 

We need bicycle paths; the roads are narrow, and more and more people are living here. It’s too hazardous 
to ride a bike, but that’s what people want to do, for exercise or to go to the store.  Old Tampa Road is an 
example; you can’t even walk on it because it is so narrow and has no sidewalks. 

Development occurring on the east side of Lorraine Road is putting even more pressure on roads.  

The problem is financing some of the improvements that are needed. Development contributes very little 
of the money needed for transportation. On US 301, we need to partner with FDOT. We need to get our 
fair share of dollars from the state. 

A lot of traffic is coming down from Tampa. The growth over the county line is happening quickly. 



 

North-south access in the Duette area is limited. Is there right-of-way available for SR 39? Amount of traffic 
growth on SR 62 is incredible.  

There is an increasing rate of traffic accidents associated with growth – especially during spring break. Last 
year I observed 10 accidents while driving through this area during spring break. 

I have heard about a new north-south corridor from US 301 to Moccasin Wallow Road. County is looking 
at several options. Can we slow down growth until we figure out what is needed? 

Erie Road is a potential road that might work as a connector/alternate route. 

The county is completing a Parrish overlay district – and has recommended canopy roads: Martha Road end 
of 69th Avenue (only 18’ wide) is one.  This is a good idea and needs to be implemented. 

US 301 west of Old Tampa Road is still posted at 55 mph. With Albertsons Supermarket, that 55 speed 
limit should be reduced.  

Another entrance on I-75 is needed north of the river. Redesignate the interstate from rural to urban to 
allow for a new interchange.  

What about road maintenance – medians, mowing, keeping them safe? A part of building more roads is to 
budget enough money for it to take care of the maintenance needs. 

Roads are so far behind the curve of development; we need to be sensitive to people already living here. 
Roads need to be buffered – both for noise and visibility – to protect those homes. Be sensitive. 

We need to look seriously at other alternatives besides roads – bike paths, bus service, etc. 

Land use changes – everything being built out here is single use. If something other than single use is 
possible, that would help. We need more mixed use developments so people can walk to shopping or 
work, and so they don’t have to drive all the way in to Bradenton or Sarasota.  

Public transportation is needed from this area across bridges into Bradenton. People don’t go anywhere 
because they are afraid to drive at night. We can work with private providers. The elderly population 
would really benefit. Public transportation has to be reliable and comfortable.  

We need to think about medical transportation – access to Lakewood Ranch Medical Center and Blake 
Hospital, 701 Building on Manatee Avenue, Manatee Memorial Hospital. Use buses to pick people up at the 
Publix/Kmart Center at US 301; have designated park and ride lots. We need to have access to buses. 

The concept of frontage roads should be considered. There are no roads that connect between commercial 
properties. Keep people from going out onto the major highways.  

Use berms along roads to protect character. The Overlay plan is a big start. 

Don’t like the huge lights on US 301 from Old Tampa Road to I-75. They are a nuisance to people living in 
Colony Cove. Think about ways to shield that light so we can keep our character as a residential 
community. 



 

US 301 going through middle of Parrish – in the town of Parrish – maintain the character. How do you put 
a four or six-lane highway through and still maintain that character? Is a bypass needed? Go east of Parrish a 
mile or so for bypass. Not much development out there. 

Look at setbacks from corners of intersections – plantings, signage, etc. – it creates visual conflicts.  

121st where it connects to US 301 is a potentially hazardous situation because of limited sight distance.  

Timing of the Ft. Hamer Road construction is critical.  

Have a bus come to Parrish and farther north on US 41 by the Sysco plant.  

Erie Road from US 301 north is very dangerous for pedestrians and bicyclists. Kids are riding their bikes 
now with all the new development occurring. Old Tampa Road is also pretty bad. We can’t wait to make 
improvements. 

Rye Road and Mulholland Road – greenway plans should be considered. 

It is difficult for us as lay people to know that 10,000 new homes are coming to this area and determine 
where the problems are. You need to tell us what will happen and how we can solve it.  



 

SARASOTA/MANATEE MPO 

LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 2030 UPDATE 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Focus Group 

Discussion Summary 

August 27, 2004 

 

Introduction 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is conducting a series of focus group discussions with key people representing 
various transportation stakeholders and geographic areas in the two counties as part of the development of 
the 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan. These discussions help identify transportation-related issues and 
understand mobility problems that need to be addressed in the plan.  

This roundtable discussion focused on bicycle and pedestrian issues, with the group including bicycle and 
pedestrian planners from both Manatee County and Sarasota County, members of the two counties’ 
bicycle/pedestrian advisory boards and interested citizens. The meeting took place at the MPO’s 
conference room. The discussion summarized below reflects the opinions, observations and perspectives of 
the focus group participants, and data cited have not been verified. 

Must-Do Projects 

(The group was asked to identify 1-2 key projects they felt should be priorities in the 2030 Long Range Transportation 
Plan) 

Need to build a wildlife corridor from Oscar Scherer State Park across I-75 to the Myakka River State Park. 
This could also function as a shared use path within a greenway. 

As intersections are created, they need to be truly accessible for people with disabilities, with accessible 
signals, tactile information, ramps and other treatments. This should be included in all cost estimates. 

Bus stops need to be placed near accessible walkways – create easements. This is not a terrible problem 
now, but we need to be doing more. Our busiest intersections are not pedestrian friendly, yet they have the 
commercial destinations people need to reach. Cars don’t give people right of way; they do not stop at stop 
bars. The laws need to be enforced.  

I’d like to be able to unlock the gate between my apartment complex and the one next door, then have a 
bridge across the ditch that sometimes floods, and a path to the shopping center down the list. This is 
problem countywide. 

We need to complete the “Circus Boulevard Trail,” and turn it into a complete loop, connecting the 
Fruitville public library.  



 

I would like for people to be able to walk safely anywhere they want to go. There ought to be more than 
one way to go – not just the automobile and with multiple routes so that people are not risking their lives. 

Amen to that; I would like to walk in places other than at a park. A good connection for a regional trail is to 
connect Parrish with Sarasota, and areas north and south of that. 

This area needs to plan for a light rail system that would run north-south east of I-75 and connect to 
downtown areas. This would help create more pedestrian-friendly areas around stops while reducing 
dependence on automobile travel. 

How about if we just have a policy to not make any more road improvements; as it gets increasingly 
difficult for people to get around they will get on a shuttle. Bar Harbor Maine is an example – they don’t 
make road improvements but have free rides on shuttles that come very frequently to take you where you 
want to go. The transit is very accessible – with bike racks on front and back. 

We need to work on the integration of trails – both north-south and east-west. The railroad is an obvious 
north-south corridor; we also need an east-west corridor that connects with Myakka River State Park. 

A major “must need” is connectivity – we have a lot of infrastructure, but it doesn’t connect or go anyplace. 
There are sidewalk gaps, bike lanes and other facilities that do not link up. Need to assess missing 
connections. 

Related to that, I would like to walk or ride a bike to the park that’s ¼ mile from our house with my wife 
and children instead of making two automobile vehicle trips.  

We really should have sidewalks everywhere. Make it a must in new developments. Sidewalks are already 
required by both Manatee and Sarasota County unless there is a variance, which occurs very rarely (virtually 
nonexistent).  

Sarasota County does have a program to go in later and fill in sidewalk gaps. In Manatee County, developers 
are required to put in sidewalks to connect the nearest sidewalk when there is a school within two miles of 
the development (developers can’t just put a sidewalk on their property; have to make the connections). 

This is a group that clearly advocates for sidewalks, but there is a surprising amount of opposition to 
sidewalks in both counties. A number of neighborhoods oppose them, saying they attract crime and 
transients.  

One of the obstacles that needs to be overcome is public perception. Find out why people don’t want trails 
and try to get them more comfortable with the concept. We need a public campaign and marketing about 
the benefits. We have tried to put trails along drainage canals, but easements are limited to maintenance 
and people were told when they purchased the property that there would never be anything back there. If 
we could get one or two paths along drainage canals, it might incite others to want such amenities close to 
them. Small successes are needed. 

Parents don’t want kids walking to school because of safety concerns.  

Bicycle paths and sidewalks make you safer by making people more visible and keeping eyes on the 
community. They help you reconnect with people next door and neighbors. 



 

Getting across 41 is not a very safe trip (to Siesta Key or wherever). Even minimal signage to make people 
aware that cyclists are available. 

More cooperation with DOT and counties is needed; DOT needs to be planning for people not cars. 
County’s fight for bike lanes; get a lot of excuses.  

Bottom line, if there’s a road, there should be a bike lane.  

You don’t want bike lanes everywhere – it would be too expensive and local streets would have to be 8’ 
wider, which might only encourage speeding. Better to focus on collector and arterial roads, especially as 
new facilities are built or they are resurfaced. 

There are some places where bicyclists should not be. US 41 in Bradenton is an example. It is narrow and is 
a place for crashes to occur. Other high crash locations should be avoided. 

Well, maybe we need to restore Business 41 in Bradenton to the old way it used to be – maybe go from 
four lanes down to two lanes and add wide sidewalks, landscaping, medians, etc. to make it more livable 
and help revitalize that part of the community. They have a redevelopment agency addressing that area. 

Narrower roads with slower speeds diminish crashes and reduce fatalities when crashes with pedestrians or 
cyclists do occur. 

We need a visible position for bike-ped advocacy and planning that reports directly to the leadership. That’s 
what made a difference in places like Orlando and noted bike-friendly communities. 

Just look at the newspaper…why are we spending $300 million just to have gridlock in Sarasota County? 
There is no way to catch up to solve our congestion woes. Let’s spend that money on more lasting, valuable 
transportation endeavors. 

We need shelters, hub locations (restrooms, air conditioning, services) with interconnects between transit 
and bike/pedestrian facilities.  

Let’s make more use of pedestrian overpasses over six-lane roadways.  

We need to focus on a small number of projects and build from that. I’m hearing a lot of great ideas but it 
waters down the consensus. If we don’t get behind 4 or 5 key projects and see them through we won’t get 
anywhere. 

What can we do to get people to realize the concept of walkable villages? Public relations effort is needed to 
show businesses how we’re better off with places people feel comfortable walking and that are accessible to 
pedestrians and people with disabilities.  

People choose where they live – personal choices are important. Housing price and availability is a big 
factor in where people locate.  

We have lost the concept of neighborhood-supportive retail; we have moved on to the super-store. That’s 
where people go to buy things and they have to drive. 



 

We need to look at Columbia, Maryland where there is an interconnected network of trails to give people 
an option. Look at all elements and create a balanced solution for transportation. 

Long term outlook for health of the American people is an important consideration. We should provide 
more facilities and opportunities.  

Exercise and socialization is important, particularly for the youth and elderly who cannot drive, but we 
need to make walking and bicycling a part of regular activities day in and day out for more people.  

Trends Affecting Bicycling and Walking 

A lot of infill development occurring in downtown Sarasota. More people on the street will make it more 
walkable and help reduce fears for security. The residential development happening should help put more 
people on the sidewalks and reduce fear of transients. 

Parents don’t let their children stand alone on the corner; they are afraid to let their kids walk to school. 
Concerns for safety is an increasing trend. We have gotten away from pedestrian and bicycle activity. 
People don’t want to take the time to wait for a bus.  

Rezoning for higher density is occurring, but I am happy with our rural character and we are losing it.  

Clustering of development and leaving open space is the way to go with redevelopment and infill. Use open 
space to separate higher densities from established rural or lower density neighborhoods. 

What about using golf carts for transportation – look at small electric vehicles to navigate through 
communities; provide the access when developing the subdivisions. 

We need to consider moving bus shelters back from the roadway and let buses pull in so people are less 
exposed and there is more enhancement. 

Motorized scooters are too fast for the sidewalk and too slow for the roads.  



 

SARASOTA/MANATEE MPO 

LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 2030 UPDATE 

North Port Community Focus Group 

Discussion Summary 

July 27, 2004 

 

Introduction 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is conducting a series of focus group discussions with key people representing 
various transportation stakeholders and geographic areas in the two counties as part of the development of 
the 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan. These discussions help identify transportation-related issues and 
understand mobility problems that need to be addressed in the plan.  

This roundtable discussion focused on the North Port area, with the group including several city residents 
and staff. The meeting took place at North Port City Hall. The discussion summarized below reflects the 
opinions, observations and perspectives of the focus group participants, and data cited have not been 
verified. 

Transportation Trends, Issues and Problems 

The community has 900 miles of roads built by the original General Development Corporation. 
Maintaining those roads has been difficult as development fills in platted lots. The original layout of the 
subdivisions and road network has prevented any type of through street connectivity.  

North Port is a city built along the US 41 corridor. The only other through road is I-75. All these new 
communities with 1000 houses here and 1000 there are emptying on to US 41. There are no other 
alternatives. We have few connecting streets, and nothing runs parallel to 41. 

• Price Boulevard just peters out; eventually it will connect through, but it is a long way off. 
• We need other interconnections 

US 41 Master Plan has been completed. Frontage roads are planned. The city is trying to create a 
commercial core. 

The city ought to be thinking about acquiring right-of-way now for future needs. The city already has right-
of-way for widening Toledo Blade and Sumter Blvd., but not Price Blvd. 

The price of construction materials keeps increasing; taking longer to build roads and houses. This makes it 
very hard to estimate costs. The MPO has really struggled with this, which has lengthened schedules and 
reduced money available for other projects. 



 

An obvious trend that is cause for concern is that growth is outpacing transportation programming. That 
trend is already here and is going to continue. The City of North Port does not have a transportation 
department; how do we best respond? A transportation department may not be needed today, but there is 
limited staff availability to focus on transportation needs and projects. Land development and growth is 
happening so much faster than the ability to keep up with it. 

The city’s Comprehensive Plan has a future transportation plan, but we don’t have traffic counts and other 
data needed to analyze the system and track conditions. There is a need to have more resources to respond 
to growing needs. A department focusing on transportation – everything from traffic signals to sidewalks – 
is something that should be considered as this city grows. We need to understand and take care of our 
needs. 

When there is an accident on I-75, nothing moves. First responders can’t get to places. It’s not too early to 
start planning for that now. More options and interchanges are needed. 

Another I-75 interchange is needed between River Road and Sumter Boulevard. There is a problem getting 
off when accidents occur. The distance is five miles or so; an interchange can be built every two miles. 

People who live here are working in Tampa, Sarasota and Fort Myers. This is a bedroom community. We 
need to develop a grid network that gets people around more efficiently.  

It is next to impossible to get a ride back from the hospital in Port Charlotte – only one taxi cab in town. 
Need to have public transportation to connect people to medical needs, jobs, etc. When you get to the 
county line, everything stops. 

We need to plan for development and transportation on other side of I-75. 

The city is pushing for more commercial and economic development. The city has done annexations to 
bring in non-residential properties. The Toledo Blade corridor will have commercial and retail.  

Some people are scared; very concerned about the growth here. Not that growth is occurring (we expect 
that); but how we are responding to it. We are going to see a loss of opportunities to connect; isolated 
communities will load up our collector roads and the one or two arterials we have. 

The 8,000 acres of annexation land needs to have a supporting transportation network through the 
residential communities. Without connectivity, this situation will add greatly to vehicle miles traveled in 
this community. We have lost opportunities by not requiring internal connectivity when large development 
occurs. 

The Thomas Ranch annexation will take advantage of county-acquired ROW to connect with Englewood 
and Venice. Manasota Beach Road will help with east-west connectivity through the ranch. Thomas Ranch 
will develop as a village – a major issue to discuss will be transportation.  

River Road widening – Sarasota County will take care of US 41 to I-75 portion. Where will funding for the 
other portion come from? There is a convoluted set of responsibilities for managing the road and 
responding to traffic crashes when they occur. 



 

I-75 is an interstate, not a local road. But lack of internal local road connections forces people to use it even 
for shorter trips.  

What the Future Holds 

Imagine looking back 25 years – what would we have done differently then knowing what we know now? 
We need to take that approach for this plan. 

If we don’t imagine potential overpasses or interchanges now, we’ll be caught with our pants down later. 
Imagine tripling impact fees. 

North Port is part of a megalopolis that will stretch from Naples to Tampa. The growth is coming and the 
entire region will be affected. 

The trend toward having a bedroom community may become cost-prohibitive if we don’t do something 
now. We need more than homeowners for tax base diversification. The city wants to get commercial and 
industrial up to about 17-20 percent of the developed land, not the five percent it is now. 

Projected build-out population is 250,000 or so. More than 200-300 homes permitted in some weeks; 
2,000 per year. In the 1990s, the emphasis was on meeting existing needs, not developing a vision for the 
future. Nobody anticipated the growth we’re having today. We have done nothing incremental along the 
way to get ahead of the boom. Now it is here and the steps are bigger. 

Needs 

We have a huge problem with transit in the city. Public transportation is very poor here. We need to get 
the focus away from having a linear connection to Sarasota; instead (or in addition), we need a circulator in 
the community – serving the Riley Chase Apartments area and North Biscayne area, for example. People 
there lack means of transportation; some are immigrants from Russia/Ukraine and have a need for 
education and job training. The SCAT people complain about low ridership, but we don’t need to go to 
Sarasota. We need better local connections. Run the bus all day long in a loop.  

SCAT had an express bus a few years ago to downtown Sarasota. It was really a great thing, except for the 
bad drivers and bad buses. Then it transitioned to a vanpool. Costs were shared with riders ($60/month). 
This worked OK, but SCAT never advertised it, so the costs to the riders went up, making it less feasible to 
use the vanpool and more cost-effective to drive their own personal car. Vanpools are effective, but you 
need full cooperation to make them work: 

• Carpool lanes 
• Park and ride 
• Other basic infrastructure. 

People don’t know the schedule and information about SCAT. They don’t advertise. There is a real lack of 
information to people.  

We should create frontage roads parallel to I-75 to accommodate local trips.  

Trucks and buses need their own lanes on the interstate – works very well in New York. 



 

Keep the trucks out of the core parts of towns; make truckers break down cargo on edge of town (near 
interstate) onto smaller vehicles for distribution. That’s how it’s done in Europe. 

Interchange at Ponce DeLeon is needed. 

We should develop an Advance Right-of-Way Acquisition project. Work in coordination with MPO to be 
ready for growth when it occurs.  

Improvements are needed at Sumter and 41. Need traffic signals on Price to deal with school access issues. 

Corridor planning needs to happen. Improving US 41 from city limit to city limit is a need – take into 
account the state’s ultimate plan for that corridor; including frontage roads. 

Four-lane Price Boulevard – will be a challenge to do that or ever put six lanes there. It’s a residential road. 
People will be unable to get in and out of their driveways.  

An example of what we’re dealing with is Tract J – across from Glen Allen Elementary school; along Price 
Blvd.  People went crazy with that being proposed as a commercial property. It will be very difficult to 
widen this road. If Price is going to be an alternative to 41, it can’t be a residential road – needs to be a 
highway. Need to provide connections to Price if it becomes an alternative to US 41. 

We need more pedestrian crosswalks to accommodate safe crossing. Multi-modal transportation is 
becoming a bigger issue in the community.  

There are so many new ideas that can be developed here in North Port. Housing is still pretty affordable 
and there is a lot of opportunity with the growth we’re having. The median age has dropped from 65 to 40 
in about 10 years. This will affect the land uses – theaters, more shopping, civic and recreation uses. 



 

SARASOTA/MANATEE MPO 

LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 2030 UPDATE 

Economic Interests Focus Group 

Discussion Summary 

June 30, 2004 

 

Introduction 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is conducting a series of focus group discussions with key constituents 
representing various transportation stakeholders and geographic areas in the two counties as part of the 
development of the Long Range Transportation Plan. The discussions are intended to identify 
transportation-related issues and understand problems that need to be addressed in the plan.  

This roundtable discussion included representatives of economic development and business interests, 
covering both counties. The group consisted of a mix of citizens, builders, chamber of commerce 
representatives, downtown advocates, employers and large landowners/developers. The meeting took 
place at the MPO’s conference room. The discussion summarized below is reflects the opinions, 
observations and perspectives of the focus group participants, and data cited have not been verified against 
other sources. 

Transportation Trends, Issues and Problems 

Funding is a big issue.  The region is not getting its fair share of dollars in return for taxes sent to 
Washington and Tallahassee. It’s something like 54 percent. We need to have accurate, factual information 
about what we receive in our share of the money we send through taxes. In addition, there are other factors 
influencing the lack of funds: 

• Fewer dollars at the federal and state levels to spend. 
• High speed rail is receiving money that could be spent locally; the state needs to be fiscally 

responsible. 
• The proposal to increase the homestead exemption would mean much less money for local 

governments. 
• The Hometown Democracy petition could really shut things down. 
• Manatee County probably needs to increase its gas tax by five cents to keep up with needs like 

Sarasota County has done. 

We have got to come to grips with funding transportation. People are likely willing to pay more if they can 
see the benefits. 



 

We have to be concerned about equity of funding. It’s not just the five cents gas tax; Manatee County needs 
to keep up. We need to be more creative in using existing funding sources and broaden the base of 
revenues. 

There is a huge building boom going on in downtown Sarasota. Densities will soon be there to support 
various forms of public transportation, such as trolleys and jitney service. These would be better than big 
buses. 

There is a difficult relationship with Sarasota County Area Transit (SCAT). We did not have a good 
experience with the downtown trolley when it was in operation. 

There needs to be a policy decision to shift priorities to transit circulators within downtown. This would 
help reduce expensive capital investments and support the growth. 

A major trend is the growth in North Port. This concerns the elected officials, particularly in the county.  
There are a lot of expensive transportation needs being created. 

I seldom go to downtown Sarasota; people avoid it because of the congestion and lack of parking. Older 
people do not like parking garages; many have eyesight problems that make driving and parking the garages 
a challenge. 

We need constantly moving transit in the downtown. You cannot expect people to sit and wait a half hour 
or more for a bus to come by. One or more circulator routes are needed to connect downtown with 
surrounding areas and attractions (Ringling, Selby, St. Armands, Mote Marine, etc.).  

I am concerned with how fast we’re growing and approving buildings, but we’re not keeping up with the 
infrastructure. Need to use impact fees if you can’t raise taxes.  

A big problem is the state road system; can’t expand it because of the cost of right-of-way. Parallel county 
facilities get the pressure for widening. 

Are habits of drivers changing with the increasing cost of gas? 

We need more north-south roads in Sarasota County. Beneva only goes so far. 

I-75 has become a local road. A large share of the traffic does not go through the county. Even though it’s 
been talked about, we never did create a parallel road to I-75. This is a huge regional issue, not just local. 
It’s too difficult to resolve. 

Also need another connector to the east coast. Whatever happened to widening SR 70? 

Southwest Florida has been isolated for years. A huge population increase is likely due to demographic 
changes and migration. We are so burdened with playing catch-up on our roads. Impact fees are a political 
charade; they do not cover the costs. We need to free up other revenue sources. Tourist development 
dollars need to go toward improving mobility. Tourists have a major impact, and would benefit from 
improvements (and keep coming back). 

Higher impact fees may be forcing people to move farther away, which increases traffic. 



 

SURE – a faith-based initiative for transportation surveyed people about bus service. Merchants at the 
Sarasota Square Mall and at businesses on Fruitville Road and I-75 could hire needed workers if they had 
later evening public transportation service. People have to walk home after work. It’s hard to fill open 
positions for lower wage workers. 

We have a very parochial attitude towards public transportation. Manatee County and Sarasota County 
don’t work together. We need a regional transit authority. The counties don’t want to deal with it; it’s a 
long-term problem that they have never been able to address. 

The attitude toward land use and development does not recognize public transportation and linkages with 
all forms of transportation. 

We need to look at where impact fees are being spent. Tie them to the benefit. 

Generational change is going to affect policy of how transportation is addressed. We need new thinking. 
We have a very conservative mindset here now because of the elderly. There is a new, emerging group of 
people who will change how things are viewed. 

Too often, solutions are addressed in isolation. Intermodal strategies are needed; connect with buses, water 
taxis, bike facilities, etc. We have to deal with interconnectivity of land uses and our transportation system. 
There is planning and actions happening, but not nearly enough coordination occurs. 

Rapid development in eastern parts of both counties is a problem.  

A new bi-county initiative has been formed to help pull more money into the area; hired a lobbyist and 
beginning to work more with the Tampa Bay Partnership.  

Traffic problems in Sarasota County are on US 301 and US 41, but we don’t really hear from businesses too 
much about unmet transportation needs. The sense is the county is dealing with it. 

Parochially, we’ve addressed transportation needs in the two counties as best as possible. Economically, a 
big issue is how we connect with the rest of the state and the region (Southwest Florida).  

We have major political issues – north versus south; city versus county. You see it all the time at the MPO. 

Are we thinking of how to deal with tourist season only, or are we dealing with the needs of year-round 
residents? Travel alternatives should be considered (water taxi, bus, jitney, etc.). 

There should be redevelopment with more intensity/density in older corridors to support transit. 

In downtown Sarasota, we need a cohesive plan to link transportation with parking. The city is reducing 
parking requirements, but less than people think. 

We’ve got the infrastructure in defined city centers. We need to reverse trends for spreading out at the 
policy level – shorten commute times and increase densities. 

North Port will have more commercial development. That will help resolve the problem, eventually. 



 

Service industry workers take a lot longer than other people to get to their jobs when they are forced to live 
farther away because of housing costs, use transit, walk or bike. It’s a big problem that needs to be 
addressed. 

We have a very mobile population that can pick up and leave whenever conditions change or the desire hits. 
If services are not there people will go elsewhere. 

We are expecting to have a huge worker shortage in the next 20 years. What are we doing to recruit 
younger workers? Housing costs are going to continue to rise. 

Drive times are continuing to increase. Lakewood Ranch is struggling to provide affordable housing 
product.  

Local priorities should come before regional priorities. Get the local situation addressed first. 

Pinellas is built-out, Sarasota is high cost, so Manatee is the logical spot for growth. 

Local roadway levels of service are too high – unrealistic and expensive. It makes the congestion overstated. 
We can tolerate more traffic congestion. 

Connectivity at the Sarasota-Manatee county line is critical. Lorraine Road is a major need for north-south 
connection through both counties. Do the two counties ever talk? 

Widening 17th Street in Sarasota is funded and essential. 

Englewood Connector, Central Sarasota Parkway, SR 70 are other priority needs. 



 

SARASOTA/MANATEE MPO 

LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 2030 UPDATE 

Manatee County Focus Group 

Discussion Summary 

July 7, 2004 

 

Introduction 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is conducting a series of focus group discussions with key constituents 
representing various transportation stakeholders and geographic areas in the two counties as part of the 
development of the Long Range Transportation Plan. The discussions are intended to identify 
transportation-related issues and understand problems that need to be addressed in the plan.  

This roundtable discussion included citizens from the Manatee County area, primarily East Manatee County 
and Bradenton. The group consisted of citizens, including members of the East Manatee County Coalition 
and several homeowner associations. The meeting took place in the Sarasota/Manatee MPO conference 
room. The discussion summarized below reflects the opinions, observations and perspectives of the focus 
group participants, and data cited have not been verified against other sources. 

Trends and Issues 

Rapid growth in the east county is accommodated through subdivision approvals without comprehensive 
traffic planning.   

There aren’t enough transportation connections with Sarasota County.  Adding lanes to the existing 
network will only worsen the problem – new connections should be created.   

People of Manatee County tend to have an east-west culture; so much development is occurring in the east, 
but all of the traffic wants to go west.  This creates congestion problems because there aren’t enough 
roadways. 

Major roads such as University Parkway, SR 70 and SR 64 are in failure.  These roadways are trying to 
move too much traffic. 

There should be more east – west arterial roads available.  Also need to think about additional north-south 
routes.  The current system is lacking options for alternate routes.   

What’s the matter with extending 44 P

th
P avenue and Linger Lodge Roads and turning them into “real roads?”  

There doesn’t seem to be the political will to step up and make the major transportation improvements 
happen. 



 

I don’t think you can handle traffic in one direction only; you have to disperse it. We have tried to promote 
the Rye Road Bridge as a major reliever to SR 70 and maybe future of SR 64.  This could meet the needs of 
the north-south traffic instead of I-75. 

The recent build-up of development east of I-75 is creating gridlock.  Sometimes it can take 2-3 light 
changes before you can move through an intersection. Traffic is very directionally heavy. 

I-75 does not have enough exit lanes to get off, particularly going north. Getting on and off I-75 to SR 70 is 
a problem.  

The needs to be more options for truck traffic besides SR 70.  There is a lot of truck traffic. 

Adding lanes creates a safety problem.  Six and eight lane roads are less safe than four lane roads because of 
weaving traffic. 

We need to look beyond our own backyard to solve the traffic problems - a balance is needed. 

Traffic is all relative; our area isn’t as bad as big urban areas. We’re not the only ones out there trying to 
tackle this problem. There is a lot of home building at very high densities.  The developer attitude is one of 
trying to see how many houses can fit on a given piece of land.  More houses mean more traffic and we have 
a very car dependent culture here, which isn’t going to change. 

The demographics are changing here.  More families are moving in out east.  With more families comes the 
need for more cars per household.  Older kids need cars to get around. 

The area is lacking intermediate roads.  We have big roads and neighborhood roads but nothing in between.  
There is no secondary road network. Its like we have arteries and capillaries but no veins.   

On SR 70 the signal timing is out of sync with the flow of traffic.  You have to speed (break the law) to 
make the green light from one signal to the next.  This leads to the public moving at much higher speeds on 
SR 70.  It is creating frustrated and unsafe drivers.  Changing the signal timing would improve things. 

There is too much truck traffic on SR 70.  Multiple trucks in multiple lands create a real problem for cars.  
Trucks should be limited to the right-hand lane.   

There is a growth explosion in our area and we don’t understand the impacts. 

There are several roadways that are incomplete – they don’t connect to other major roadways.  Myrtle is 
three-quarters of the way to connecting with 301; what’s the hold-up in completing the connection?  Also, 
17P

th
P Street in Sarasota should go beyond Orange – this would add connectivity. 

In the northeast part of the country, service roads are built parallel to main roads to allow access to 
commercial development.  This seems to help a lot with safety and traffic. We should consider doing this in 
our area.  

We should keep foliage and landscaping along roads to shield some of the development on either side.  This 
helps to keep drivers focused on the roadway and blocks distracting views.    



 

The MPO is very politically driven; not just a long-range planning organization. Votes are taken in ways to 
build alliances. This is a disturbing trend. The MPO needs to be an unbiased planning organization that can 
provide the best technical information and keep the long-term policy perspective. 

I object to paying 18.4 cents tax per gallon and only getting 53% of that money back from the federal 
government for local transportation needs.  We also are not collecting as much on our local gas sales tax as 
we are legally able to collect. We need to maximize revenue.  This region isn’t getting its fair share of 
dollars. 

Ft. Hamer / Upper Manatee River Road project is a big mistake. The north-south corridor should be 
further east to serve both Sarasota and Manatee County. If you use the Rye Road corridor, it could connect 
directly to Lorraine Road and then down all the way to Bee Ridge Road. If Ft. Hamer is built as currently 
planned, it will concentrate traffic too closely to I-75. Many people have spoken out against this project. It 
will accelerate growth in North Manatee County. If the MPO were really doing its job, they should be 
deciding the best location for this corridor based on technical analysis and transportation priorities.  The 
$93 million could be spent on other projects that could really alleviate some of our big traffic problems.  

The amount of traffic volume on I-75 has been incredible. Eight years ago there was a huge seasonal 
difference in the volumes; much less today. 

The traffic volume at all of the interchanges is increasing, not just at SR 70 and I-75.  More thought and 
attention should be given to alleviating congestion at these interchanges.  

There are a number of people moving to the area who are slow to catch on about how to navigate our 
roads.  There is a real need for an educational plan to assist newcomers in learning how to navigate our 
transportation system and use alternative routes.  More signage could also help with this problem. 

The population here is aging quickly.  This will lead to a greater need for public transportation. People who 
moved here in their 50’s and 60’s are now in their 70’s and 80’s.  

The lack of street interconnectivity prohibits pedestrians, bicyclists or golf carts to connect from residential 
areas to commercial areas without getting on the main road. This also makes it difficult to use and access 
public transportation. 

There seems to be a lot of projects where developers have been allowed to come in and increase the density 
for residential. These are often small projects and do not get a lot of public notice.  

There are practical things to consider when you’re doing long range planning; there needs to be goals that 
guide the smaller decisions along the way. 

University Parkway should be extended further east so that it can serve both counties.  

When the developers ask for rezoning, they should be required to take more responsibility for the 
transportation impacts the rezoning will create.   

A great deal of land use and zoning change in Manatee County is done administratively, and does not 
require a public hearing. More public review is needed.  



 

The county has been burned by the rule of concurrency; can’t depend on that as much as they thought they 
could. Roads we thought were going to be there haven’t been built. There should be guidelines that if a 
developer brings forward a certain type of project; they need to have a detailed traffic study. The traffic 
study should be an independent study by a third-party consultant and paid for by the city. 

Frontage roads along I-75 are needed. 

University Parkway – people living along there will tell you there is no coordination or cooperation 
between the two counties as it relates to development and transportation planning in the corridor. As a 
result, people have to live with the failing level of service experience. 

The MPO needs to take a stronger position on development – not just transportation. 

Rye Road should have a smoother connection to Lorraine.  It could also extend north to I-275 in the future 
(when it may be needed) and south to Clark Road.  

The county and municipalities need to acquire land now for transportation improvements before the land 
costs make projects prohibitive. Prices are going up 3% a month for land in Manatee County. 



 

SARASOTA/MANATEE MPO 

LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 2030 UPDATE 

Environmental Interests Focus Group 

Discussion Summary 
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Introduction 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is conducting a series of focus group discussions with key constituents 
representing various transportation stakeholders and geographic areas in the two counties as part of the 
development of the Long Range Transportation Plan. The discussions are intended to identify 
transportation-related issues and understand problems that need to be addressed in the plan.  

This roundtable discussion included interests from an environmental advocacy and historic preservation 
perspective. The small group consisted of representatives from the Sarasota Audubon Society, Control 
Growth Now, the Scenic Highway Board and an individual who was formerly with the Florida House 
Institute. The meeting took place at the MPO’s conference room. The discussion summarized below is 
reflects the opinions, observations and perspectives of the focus group participants, and data cited have not 
been verified against other sources. 

Transportation Trends, Issues and Problems 

Trends – gas prices are rising now and may only go higher in the future. How are these being taken into 
account by the Long Range Plan? 

There is a problem with the travel model – the tool used to project how much traffic will be using the roads 
in the future. The model includes an excessive presumption of internal capture (the amount of traffic 
generated by a development that will stay inside a large development and not use external roads). The 
Sarasota 2050 Plan predicted a reduction in traffic on University Parkway and Fruitville Road. They refused 
to accept the reality of transportation impacts on major east-west roads. The analysis was flawed, and the 
model needs to be corrected for the Long Range Plan. 

Sarasota long was an “unfound” place, and now people are finding it. 1995 was really the point at which 
things began to take off in terms of development. Growth here is inevitable; it is all a matter of how you 
handle it. The market is the key to development. We need to plan ahead to have transportation available to 
handle the growth. The area will not stop growing; the market is here and I-75 ensures growth will 
continue to occur. 

I would disagree with that. Growth is not inevitable – it can be stopped through one of two ways: 

1. Development and its related impacts gets so intense and disruptive that it will stop people from 
coming here. They will find it is better elsewhere and go there instead. 



 

2. For policy reasons or referenda of the citizens – make a conscious decision to limit growth through 
fees, land use policy, high level of service standards, etc. 

I believe in free enterprise; we should not be dictating to people how and where they can live. 

We need more controls on growth, not less. A good example is Singapore; they had tremendous growth 
but it is a very pleasant place to live in spite of high density because they put very tight controls on 
development.  

I am concerned about what development is doing to our ability to get around. The number of stoplights has 
doubled, making it take much longer to get somewhere.  

It is time to recognize the interrelationships between land use and transportation. An adjustment in land use 
may be needed to ensure we have adequate transportation mobility. We need to undertake an honest 
evaluation of development plans, especially the Sarasota 2050 Plan. That plan overstated the non-residential 
land use that will occur east of I-75, and as a result, shows a reduction in traffic demand on University 
Parkway.  

The timing and phasing of the plan was changed to allow build-out to essentially occur by 2030, not 2050. 
It remains to be seen what Sarasota County will require regarding mixed use (true, serious mixed use versus 
something vaguely resembling mixed uses). Even if there is shopping, employment, etc. near residential, 
people are not necessarily going there. Mixed use development isn’t the solution to traffic problems any 
more than buses are. The solution is to reduce overall density and intensity of development, pay attention 
to timing and require sufficient development exactions (fees, capital improvements, etc.). 

Another trend is that we are getting both over-intensification of development and sprawl. The 
Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA) in downtown Sarasota is a problem. Instead of doing 
away with it like they should, they are expanding it. We have major hurricane evacuation routes going 
through downtown that will be impacted by excessive downtown development. 

There are three other significant trends: 

1. Energy prices will increase and volatility in supplies will result. This will require more imports and 
higher costs. 

2. More population in Florida. Baby Boomer retirees are coming to SW Florida. The road network 
will have more cars. We’re already the oldest county in Florida. The current development pattern 
is unworkable. 

3. Road capacity will be stretched and cost of adding capacity will increase. It is becoming very 
expensive to obtain capital and construction products. 

Transportation Needs 

We need planning. American ingenuity is a key to our success. Good planning can help us prepare for 
change. 

We need a range of transportation choices. With ever-widening roads, you preclude other options. We are 
building our communities wrong; we’re facilitating obesity because it is impractical to walk or ride a bike 
anywhere. 



 

It is not an either/or proposition; you can have single family development and mixed use development. We 
need to create another opportunity and give people choices. 

Sarasota is an unpleasant place to walk half the year due to weather. People will continue to use cars. We 
need to stop development by restricting construction. The village centers east of 75 will only reduce very 
marginally the amount of traffic going into downtowns and beach areas.  

We need to enforce concurrency (adequate facilities timed to be in place when development occurs). It has 
been continually weakened since 1985. The SCOPE report on traffic congestion encourages a multimodal 
level of service concept, which is insane. It’s just a way to allow more development without forcing 
developers to pay their way. We need to control development and limit access on congested roads. Sarasota 
needs to keep a Level of Service C standard – it is stringent and helps control the amount of growth that can 
occur. 

Mass transit is another excuse not to control land use and tolerate excessive traffic congestion. Buses get 
caught in traffic too. A dedicated lane for buses on US 41 is crazy and a waste of money.  

Look, public transportation is important for transportation dependent people, but it isn’t a replacement for 
mobility. The over-intensification of land uses is the problem that’s not being addressed. 

Transportation finance is a key factor. We need to separate out costs and impacts by jurisdiction. The 
consequence of over-growth is over-taxation. We are seeing an increase in local gas taxes to fund roads 
even with an increase in impact fees on development. Impact fees need to come way up. 

The need of the public is traffic mobility on the roads. There is a revolution against growth bubbling up. 

Public transportation in this community is undervalued and underused. We need to restrict automobile 
mobility to encourage transit use. 

We need to direct growth to nodes – key intersections – where it can be supported. This will help us create 
a viable transit system. Service workers can’t afford to live here; they need an alternative to driving. An 
alternative transportation system = affordable housing policy. Transportation and housing are the two 
largest costs on a household; our policies and plans need to address both. 

I disagree. Affordable housing is overstated as a problem. It is used as an excuse by the developers to reduce 
impact fees. In appropriate locations, through inclusionary zoning, affordable housing should be part of the 
mix. 

Transit is worthwhile only for social and economic reasons, not mobility reasons. Sarasota is too far-flung a 
community for transit to work. Automobiles are remarkably liberating and give tremendous freedom. 

Nine and 10 year olds don’t drive. Freedom of mobility is a big factor for them as well. If we would 
encourage people to walk for daily or weekly needs, it would have a big impact on our carrying capacity and 
lifestyles. We need neighborhood schools for kids to walk to, not mega-schools. 

With transportation improvements, there is a need to ensure that wildlife corridors are protected through 
use of underpasses or other strategies to minimize disruption of habitat and reduced access to food, water 



 

and shelter. If I-75 is widened, we need a wildlife underpass. Honore Avenue needs a corridor for wildlife; 
all new roads need these treatments. 



 

SARASOTA/MANATEE MPO 

LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 2030 UPDATE 

Sarasota Focus Group 

Discussion Summary 
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Introduction 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is conducting a series of focus group discussions with key constituents 
representing various transportation stakeholders and geographic areas in the two counties as part of the 
development of the Long Range Transportation Plan. The discussions are intended to identify 
transportation-related issues and understand problems that need to be addressed in the plan.  

This roundtable discussion included citizens from Sarasota County, primarily Lido Key and several 
homeowners associations on the mainland. The meeting took place at the MPO’s conference room. The 
discussion summarized below is reflects the opinions, observations and perspectives of the focus group 
participants, and data cited have not been verified against other sources. 

Trends, Issues and Problems 

First of all, the bridge to St. Armands and Longboat Key is a huge improvement; it’s fabulous. It was a long 
battle, fought tooth and nail, but it is worth it.   

A big concern is the trend of all these condos going up downtown – Golden Gate Point, Ritz Carlton, etc. 
All that traffic being created will go right on US 41. The commissioners see tax dollars but aren’t thinking 
about local residents. Noise from restaurants, clubs and outdoor concerts will create conflicts with older 
residents who are expected to move into the condos. 

It’s already too difficult to go into the city. We don’t go anymore because of the difficulty of finding 
parking. There’s a real lack of parking that’s close. Older people do not want to walk five blocks; it’s too 
hot.  

Redevelopment is a good idea. We need to have something to pull people downtown. If there’s no 
attraction, people will move out further east and downtown will decline. You need to have a balance in 
development so there’s more variety and things for people to do. Level the playing field. You need 
something to draw people downtown – provide entertainment.  

Having offices, retail and residential downtown is good for those who live there. But the concern is that it 
won’t sell and the downtown will be over-built. The prices are so high that it’s only going to attract older 
people, and they won’t put up with the noise and traffic. 

So much development may be good for people who live there, but lack of parking will keep visitors away. 



 

It is a hassle to get into downtown, go to and get out of Van Wezel. It got so bad that we don’t go anymore. 
It’s just too difficult to go east-west. 

Bee Ridge and Cattlemen Road is worst intersection in the county, and needs improvement.  

I am concerned about getting off the islands, going east-west and using 301 for hurricane evacuation. 
What’s the plan for directing traffic to I-75 and safe locations? Anybody living along the coast line is in 
danger. Over development will only make it less safe. 

Potential Solutions 

I am a great proponent of developers being forced to make the road improvement before they build. 
Developers expect the county or state to fix the problem. We’re seeing Manatee County do more in terms 
of making developers fund improvements. 

SR 70 needs to be widened across the state.  

I see a problem with the local constraint of roadways in the city, such as keeping or reducing roads to two 
lanes, while at the same time the county continues to allow development. Siesta Key is a good example – 
same with Longboat Key; roads will not be widened but growth continues. Those beach roads need 
widening to handle amount of residents who live there, allow everyday use of the roadway. 

On Siesta, they are tearing down small houses and replacing them with condos. There’s a disconnect with 
what government allows in housing density versus needed infrastructure. 

I have looked at the funding the MPO receives from federal and state sources; there’s nothing wrong with 
our priorities, but if you look at what the projects cost there is a real disconnect. $18 million is allocated for 
each county annually, but isn’t enough money to complete projects on time. The Englewood Connector 
alone costs $50 million. Transportation needs in Sarasota County add up to $1.5 billion if you included 
everything. 

Because of that, and uncertainty of future funding, it is real difficult for planning. We seem to start a project 
and never get the funding to go past initial engineering. Then we have to re-do the study because it’s out of 
date. Our reality is funding, and we’re out of touch with reality (funding). 

There are delays in building road projects in Sarasota County. The problem is that the system does not get 
finished. Projects are too piecemeal; creates bottlenecks. 

A better strategy is to build an Intelligent Transportation System – computerized control of intersections, 
which is an efficient way to spend money to get the best return on investment. It will help more people, but 
it is not high enough on the priority list. If completed, we may not need to construct some of the other 
priorities. 

We do need to manage the signals better; it is a real problem getting around town.  

If you widen a road, it just fills up with traffic. Instead of just widening the roads, manage the system more 
efficiently with the lanes you have.  



 

We need to improve public transportation. We need to make it so people are be able to get on a bus in 
South County and go all the way up to Bradenton without a transfer. The two bus systems operate like 
they’re on different planets. Make public transportation attractive because it is easy to use.  

I don’t see people using public transportation here; people are too affluent and run a lot of errands. This 
isn’t New York or Chicago. Mass transit is not the solution. 

Well, we have an affordable housing problem, and a good public transportation system would benefit those 
people.  

Why not have smaller buses that can run more often and frequently? 

 At intersections with traffic lights, the left turn arrow should come at the end of the cycle rather than at the 
beginning. Why give priority to one lane over three lanes of opposing traffic? 

The Rails to Trails project is needed to provide a place for people to ride bicycles. You take your life into 
your hands riding a bike on US 41. Drivers are not considerate of people who walk or bicycle. There are 
bike lanes on US 41, but I’m scared to use them. Bike lanes belong on roads that are 35 mph or less, not 
major roads. Put bike lanes on two lane roads only. People use the bike lanes only if they feel safe.  

We are too sedentary; bicycles are a great way to get exercise.  

There is a nice bike lane on Siesta Drive, but it disappears on Higel or around there. We have a problem 
with continuity of bike lanes; they don’t connect where people need to go. 

Older people are uncertain about whether they can make it across larger roads – pedestrian signals are 
confusing. Need to give longer light to cross and you have to really watch for turning vehicles. We don’t 
have enough walkers. Sarasota County needs to pay more attention to pedestrian access and give people 
more visibility. 

I’m not sure there is good coordination between the county and the city of Sarasota.  They seem at odds 
regarding traffic patterns and development. 

Growth east of the interstate is a cause for concern. The Village Center concept will be pulling more things 
away from downtown, creating competition with downtown.  We’re essentially building a city outside of 
the city. The hockey arena, etc. is going to become a major traffic attractor. I am concerned about 
everything pushing east.  

We have strip malls up and down these older corridors, and many of them have very good occupancy, but 
others lie vacant. We need to redevelop and infill these older, vacant strip malls. Redevelopment can lift 
the area up; helps the surrounding neighborhood and uses existing infrastructure.  

Landscaping is a waste of money – a road is there to be efficient, not to look gorgeous. 

A new bridge from 10th Street to Longboat Key at Mote Marine/Ken Thompson Parkway would help filter 
traffic. Would be a big fight; and not really sure it’s needed, but we shouldn’t ignore the potential. 



 

A water taxi may be used by tourists, but not much by everyday citizens. If they can prove tourists will use 
it, then it might be a worthwhile project. Government investment should be based on expected return. 
Need to make it attractive for connections at either end. What do we expect people to do, wait an hour for 
the bus to come by? 

These are the measures we should be using for every potential traffic project: 

1. Traffic efficiency (help the flow, not necessarily fast, but keep it moving) 
2. Good plan for storms; ability to move people to safety 
3. Developers should be forced to pay for needed improvements (concurrency) 
4. Take care of the core – make it a viable and attractive part of the community 
5. Pipeline of funding – maintain the progress of projects once begun. Make sure they proceed most 

efficiently to protect the taxpayer investment. If income is variable, make contingency plans to 
keep projects rolling. 
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Introduction 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is conducting a series of focus group discussions with key constituents 
representing various transportation stakeholders and geographic areas in the two counties as part of the 
development of the Long Range Transportation Plan. The discussions are intended to identify 
transportation-related issues and understand problems that need to be addressed in the plan.  

This roundtable discussion included citizens from the southern Sarasota County area, primarily Venice, 
Englewood and Osprey. One participant attended from the Charlotte County – Punta Gorda MPO. The 
group consisted of a mix of citizens, Chamber of Commerce representatives, employers (PGT Industries) 
and community advocates. The meeting took place at Venice City Hall Community Room. The discussion 
summarized below is reflects the opinions, observations and perspectives of the focus group participants, 
and data cited have not been verified against other sources. 

Transportation Trends, Issues and Problems 

Trends – more people are coming to this region, particularly as baby boomers age. A larger percentage of 
people are increasingly unable to drive. 

The northeast corridor, with PGT Industries as the center and along Knights Trail, has a huge amount of 
annexation and development toward I-75 and beyond. Growth is occurring without a strong plan for 
roadway connections in the area. 

Growth is occurring in the southern part of the community between Englewood and Venice (North Port 
annexation of Taylor Ranch with some 20,000 acres) will be developed; River Road is way too crowded.  

Connections between those growth areas are deficient, and Venice is right in the middle. City center of 
Venice is on an island (unique to most urban areas, which have their city centers on the mainland). To get 
to the Gulf of Mexico you have to go through Venice. 

In south Sarasota County, between the growth in Venice, Englewood and North Port – 75,000 new 
households is a reasonable expectation. A network of roads is necessary; they are in the county 
Comprehensive Plan – Winchester; Manasota Beach Road, Kissinger Street, etc., but there is a lack of 
funding. Roads are needed and portions will be built as part of developments. 



 

- Growth will have a massive impact on infrastructure 
- Cape Haze peninsula – will feel growth effects, especially for hurricane evacuation. 

I live in Osprey, and there is a very limited way to get north or south, except on 41 and 75. Emergency 
vehicles cannot get through, but a massive amount of building is going on. How can the county allow 
building to go ahead without the infrastructure? 

An example is Old Venice Road and US 41 – a bad intersection; unsafe. DOT can’t seem to fix it despite 
people being killed.  

Concern about allocation of money to big urban areas in the state’s proposed funding plan. 

From PGT’s perspective, the relationship between Sarasota and Charlotte County is extremely important. 
About 90 percent of employees live south of Clark Road (about 40 percent of those live in Charlotte 
County).  We lack public transportation linkages – such as express bus service – for PGT employees from 
Charlotte County, through North Port, to PGT. We did a survey of employees that showed overwhelming 
support for transit – more than 300 employees would be very interested and use it regularly. A lot of miles 
and cost of gas is a factor. The company has been contributing to vanpooling, but the question is whether 
that’s the best way to spend resources. (PGT is largest employer in Sarasota County) 

Need to look at mistakes made in the past – we adopted a policy of “If we don’t build it, they won’t come” 
– but that didn’t work. SW Florida is a growth region of the state – we need to build roads like they were 
built on the east coast. We need to direct dollars and create partnerships to bring more dollars into the 
area. You can’t stop growth. 

Needs and Potential Strategies 

If we could get cars off the road, that would help immensely. Placing restrictions on drivers’ licenses for 
those who shouldn’t be driving would force people to use public transportation. Older drivers who can’t 
meet minimum standards are a safety hazard; this causes a lot of accidents. Need to make people comply 
with laws – enforce them (rolling through stop signs, failing to yield, etc.). 

A transit authority is needed to provide services to meet those needs. Ft. Lauderdale didn’t act fast enough 
on this problem; I would hate to see that occur here through lack of action. 

Create incentives for carpooling (insurance, dedicated lane for carpools). 

Identify other sources of revenue and funding to make transportation better – create a multimodal system, 
rail, whatever. The problem is a lack of money. Let’s look at the whole system and how we can fund 
something that will benefit the majority of people. 

DOT’s current philosophy of only funding interstate projects is wrong; a bypass here is needed; but we are 
lacking construction dollars. Need DOT to change its thinking to fund right-of-way acquisition. We need to 
prevent money from being taken out of the state’s Transportation Trust Fund and stop being such a donor 
state (not getting our fair share of gas taxes we send to the federal government for transportation). 

There have been increasing comments and discussions in Charlotte County about a park and ride facility in 
the county near the Interstate (interchange) for connections into Sarasota County.  



 

Don’t build a transportation plan in a vacuum – needs to be integrated with growth management and land 
use plans. Older people will need services and will have to find a way to get there. If development is too 
spread out, public transportation won’t be feasible.  

People are coming here to live year round, coming from “big markets.” The perception is that traffic isn’t 
that bad compared to where they came from. There needs to be an education about looking forward into 
what future traffic problems will occur if we don’t do something now. 

I see a conflict with how people think about traffic and growth – people don’t want higher densities and 
don’t want urban sprawl. This is a big misunderstanding that needs to be addressed through education. 

Gated communities – one way in and out dumps all the traffic onto a main road; Venice Avenue is an 
example. We need to require multiple connections for new developments; build a better network. 

Need another east-west road as an alternative to I-4 and Alligator Alley. 

Affordable housing is a real critical issue – Sarasota County’s affordable housing is Manatee and Charlotte 
Counties. $70K to $140K price range is what PGT employees need for housing. 

Make sure that the unpaved portion of Border Road is on the list for improvement. It is an integral 
connection of Jacaranda to Laurel. That road would relieve some of the traffic pressure.  

Charlotte is a bedroom community for Sarasota, Manatee and Lee County. A lot of trade and construction 
workers. Hurricane evacuation routes are a high priority.  

On US 17 at the DeSoto/Charlotte border, a Walmart distribution center will be built. It will generate 50 
trucks per hour every day all day, and will have about 800 employees.  

Widening of Center Road to four lanes is needed.  

I would like to see US 41 widened from Shamrock up to Laurel.  

Garbage trucks going past PGT driveway; no entrance to the dump from the north end of the road, so all 
truck traffic has to go down Knights Trail. This has got to be less convenient and more costly. 

It would be smart to create a transit circulator route in the greater Englewood area – working with both 
counties – need to be creative to make that work. Flexibility is needed; some type of dial-a-ride or demand 
responsive may be the best option, and then feed into regular system.  

Need to acquire money on a regional basis to deal with regional transportation problems.  

We need to preserve the CSX corridor – keep it as an option for rail or other form of transportation in 
addition to a bike trail. The bike trail is a lovely attraction; we need alternatives to keep people safe and 
separated from traffic. Bicycle lanes are not safe given how people drive and the amount of traffic on the 
roads. Put the trail in now, then later plan for rail. 

Use of Intelligent Transportation Systems is the future in terms of regulating traffic flow and managing 
congestion.  
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Introduction 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is conducting a series of focus group discussions with key constituents 
representing various transportation stakeholders and geographic areas in the two counties as part of the 
development of the Long Range Transportation Plan Update. The discussions are intended to identify local 
transportation-related issues and understand priorities that need to be addressed in the Plan.  

This roundtable discussion included representatives from the island community in Manatee and Sarasota 
County. Participants included members from the Anna Maria Chamber of Commerce, Longboat Key 
Chamber of Commerce, City of Anna Maria, and Bradenton Beach organizations. The discussion took place 
at the Longboat Key Hilton. The summary below reflects the discussion, opinions, observations and 
perspectives of the focus group participants, and data cited have not been verified against other sources. 

Key Issues and Problems 

There are several issues the island community would like to see addressed in the LRTP. Some of these 
include: 

• Need a better public transportation system. Some suggestions on how to improve the islands bus 
system include:  

o Establishing or extending a bus route along the 4 miles of Longboat Key that does not have 
service. 

o Attain ROW for the bus/trolley through eminent domain. The Trolley service isn’t 
functioning on Longboat Key because the stops on and off the road cause major congestion 
for island travelers.  

o Create more routes so islanders can get off the island easily, for example they would like 
public transportation to the airport. 

o Traffic is a problem during tourist season. A better public transportation system will take 
traffic off of the roads. 

o Would like to entertain the idea of a ferry service. 
• Would like more East-West connections for the islands, so that people can get on and off easier. 
• With traffic it can sometimes take 30 minutes or more to enter or exit the island. As a result of 

this, small business owners find it tough to get good personnel. In order to find employees, small 
businesses will do such things as – change hours in order to accommodate employees, offer them 



 

higher compensation, etc. This creates a loss for commercial businesses and a lot of them are 
closing shop or opening up in the mainland.  

• Too many condos. Developers are wiping out small hotels and putting up high-rise developments. 
• Synchronize Traffic Lights.  
• Island is built out. It is extremely expensive to live on the island, and people that own homes are 

unable to rent them out and still afford their payments. As a result homeowners are converting 
their single-family homes into higher density living in order to make money. 

• Islanders feel like they are getting no financial support from the mainland. 
• Preserve island and environment by limiting access to beaches. There are too many people on the 

island during high season and residents feel that there needs to be a limit. 
• Water resources are depleting and residents would like to see restrictions enforced. 
• Improve Bridges – residents want bridges to be 3-4 lanes, and a height of 41’. Also, they would like 

to keep bridges closed during rush hour. 
• Gulf Drive and Cortez Rd. need right turn lane. 
• St. Armand’s circle needs improvement because it is always congested. 
• Islanders want traffic calming devices, crosswalks, pedestrian friendly walkways, sidewalks, 

medians, multi-use sections, and in general want to beautify the streets. 
• Fuel efficiency and noise – need to maintain roads for future. 
• Residents want commercial back on the island. They don’t like having to leave the island for 

necessities.  
• Safety is an issue on Gulf of Mexico Drive. Pedestrian friendly design will help. 
• The large amount of growth taking place in Sarasota/Manatee County is going to have an affect on 

the amount of people using the beach. The island needs to prepare for the future.  
• Bayfront area – do not slow down traffic with calming measures. 
• Time the bridge with public transportation in order to alleviate congestion. 
• Too much traffic on I-75 – Islanders would like to see a beltway around the area to divert traffic. 
• Cortez bridge needs to be replaced 
• Islanders want to see more parking lots, especially around the Cortez and Bradenton Beach Bridge, 

and 75th Street and Manatee. 
• Population decreasing on islands because it is becoming too expensive for people to live. 
• Concurrency-need to accommodate development before it comes in. 
• Residents want a third bridge. 



 

SARASOTA/MANATEE MPO 

LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 2030 UPDATE 

Transportation Disadvantaged Focus Group 

Discussion Summary 

June 30, 2004 

 

Introduction 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is conducting a series of focus group discussions with key constituents 
representing various transportation stakeholders and geographic areas in the two counties as part of the 
development of the Long Range Transportation Plan. The discussions are intended to identify 
transportation-related issues and understand problems that need to be addressed in the plan from different 
perspectives. 

This roundtable discussion included members and advocates of the transportation disadvantaged (TD) 
community in Manatee and Sarasota County. The TD population includes people with mobility 
impairments, the elderly and lower income groups. Participants in the discussion included Lighthouse of the 
Blind, Division of Blind Services, Just for Girls, AARP, Easter Seals of Southwest Florida and the 
Transportation Disadvantaged Coordinating Board. The discussion took place at the Sarasota/Manatee 
MPO’s conference room. The discussion summarized below is reflects the opinions, observations and 
perspectives of the focus group participants, and data cited have not been verified against other sources. 

Key Issues and Problems 

A big problem with the transportation disadvantaged system is that there is a county line; it’s a fence we 
can’t get over. The jurisdictional line creates a barrier for transportation that limits mobility of where 
people need to go. 

Within the I-75 corridor there is a lot of growth, but especially in terms of colleges, medical offices and 
businesses moving out there. This inaccessible location is a problem because of the lack of public 
transportation. They are putting facilities out there without the infrastructure for everyone. The assumption 
is everybody drives or has a car, but that is not the case. 

Service jobs are mostly on the islands – Longboat, Anna Maria, etc., but workers can’t get to or from there 
efficiently without a car. It takes them an hour and a half or more one way to get there when it is only 20 
minutes to drive. 

If they don’t provide better access to public transportation in terms of better routing and hours of service, 
there will never be more riders. People will not support transit if the transfer points and number of buses 
are too infrequent and inflexible. People here feel sorry for transit users. 



 

There is a great need for coordinated service agreements between counties. People need to travel across 
county lines – paratransit is a problem. There is a lack of understanding of the issues; paratransit and public 
transportation are low priority for decision-makers. 

There are no medical services in South Sarasota County; people have to go to Charlotte County or into 
Sarasota. Insurance limits the choice people have of where they must go for medical treatments, and a lack 
of public transit service makes getting to those locations difficult. 

The trolley in Manatee County is touted as such a success, but it is free. No wonder it’s successful. Visitors 
are riding it, but I would have liked to see them try to serve people who live here. If it’s a tourist service, 
use tourist revenues to pay for it. What steps are being taken to improve transit for people who live here 
year ‘round? 

The number of people in the US with macular degeneration is about 2.5 million; this number will grow to 
over 5 million people as the baby boomers age. These people cannot drive – period. According to the 
document “Prevalence of Visual Impairments in Florida by County,” prepared by the Florida Association of 
Agencies Serving the Blind (December 2001), the Florida statewide total for all ages that are legally blind or 
have significant visual impairment is 504,140. Sarasota County’s total is 15,245 and Manatee County’s total 
is 10,275. These people are forced to constantly call friends and family to get around for their daily 
transportation needs. 

We know that 3,000 request talking books every month from the library system in Sarasota. 

Many transportation disadvantaged citizens have moved here from somewhere else; they do not often have 
families to depend on for transportation, and should have an accessible and effective bus system available to 
them. 

At-Risk Children – funding has been eliminated for transportation; need to address this situation so youth-
serving organizations can apply for funds to purchase vehicles for transportation of at-risk (economically 
disadvantaged) youth to educational events and activities. 

There are several areas that are transportation underserved – Englewood/North Port area, along with 
Palmetto and Ellenton. If transit routes are cut, we will lose the complementary ADA transportation 
service as well.  

One solution to the funding problem for transit is to raise the price of riding the bus in Sarasota County to 
cover the cost. It has been suggested, but people were hesitant to even bring it up to Board of County 
Commissioners.  

Gas prices increasing are affecting everybody – operators and lower income drivers are hurting. 

If you get rid of the big buses it will save on gas.  

We are encouraging people who are ill to stay in their homes for care as long as possible – it is cheaper 
health care than staying in the hospital. But if you do that, you need to get around or have goods/services 
provided to you. We need to do a better job of getting drivers off the road who can’t or shouldn’t drive, 
such as by testing for vision. But if we do that, how will they get around for their daily needs? They will 



 

need some sort of public transportation. The population is getting older, and people will keep coming here 
as they retire.  

The no. 1 need for the lower income people is transportation – 80% of people we survey say it’s a real 
problem. Money is the key. Palmetto and north of Palmetto – lack of bus service, but people live there and 
have to get places. Ellenton/Parrish have a lot of mobile homes (mostly elderly). There has never been 
public transportation in some of those areas and they have a great need.  

The bullet train is too expensive; redirect funds from that to local system. 

Federal money is being cut, so there is an increasing level of service denials for the transportation 
disadvantaged. There is substantially less money for Florida Department of Transportation, District 1 for all 
of its counties, so transit is limited by what the Board of County Commssioners will allow.  

Key to success of the Manatee Trolley is its frequency. Having very few shelters is a problem – it’s really a 
huge problem for transit riders everywhere. If you wait an hour in the sun or rain, it just discourages people 
from using the bus (only the poor or dependent will use it). Need 150 shelters just to meet the need. 

Not a lot of working people riding the trolley – mostly tourists now – but could serve more workers. 

Consider using the SCAT-About service to serve geographic areas as a circulator and hook in with the fixed 
route system for longer connections along main roads. Develop a service that would shorten up the fixed 
route.  

Frequency of fixed route service is a problem; especially in the Palmetto area.  

Access to the transit system – lack of sidewalks – is a problem. Very long walk within the ADA service area 
– 2 miles walk sometimes.  

Another problem is that vehicles are available, but drivers aren’t due to the cost of paying drivers and 
insurance. 

Explosive growth east of 75 is driving the need for more transit. People have to go out there to work. 
People can’t get to the schools that are out there. We need to be strategic in getting people from home to 
schools.  

Possible Solutions 

Different segments of the community have different needs – tailor service to those needs: work – get the 
bus at 6:30 AM; retired – not as regular but maybe develop transit that is in response to demand. Early and 
late in the day demands – make service available. 

People are available to volunteer to drive and help with transportation. Insurance is the problem; the 
counties and non-profit groups refuse to allow volunteers to handle a vehicle and carry passengers. We 
need to get the state to pass a law to make it easier to use volunteers for transit. 



 

Buses only run 6 days a week – a limit to people getting to work who have to work on holidays or Sunday 
(or want to go to church). Service ends at 7 PM; too early for people in shift work. People forced to take a 
taxi, which is very costly.  

A Regional Transit Authority makes sense; would likely save money, but can’t see the board giving up 
control.  

There have been a lot of cosmetic changes, but not real substantive changes for improvement in transit. Not 
a serious attempt to fix the system that isn’t working – that requires creativity and money, which we don’t 
have. 

Key areas for service expansion: 

• Parrish 
• Rubonia – North Manatee County 
• Englewood, North Port – large immigrant population 
• Center for Independent Living has a new facility on Fruitville Road at Tuttle/Robards Arena. How 

will people get there? Fruitville is a busy 7 lane road, but is a barrier for people who need to cross 
it. 

Pilot program needed – use the Long Range Plan to direct money to a pilot program for innovative transit. 

We are frustrated with the lack of action – stop talking; do something. Venice was designated as the “most 
accessible city” and got $20,000 in a grant. We wanted to spend it on shelters, but nothing has happened. 
Why not? 

Bus users are not self-advocates; they’re lower income, disabled. People just assume there will be a bus 
when they move here, but then find out there’s nothing available.  
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Introduction 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is conducting a series of focus group discussions with key constituents 
representing various transportation stakeholders and geographic areas in the two counties as part of the 
development of the Long Range Transportation Plan Update. The discussions are intended to identify local 
transportation-related issues and understand priorities that need to be addressed in the Plan.  

This roundtable discussion included representatives of the freight/goods movement industry operating in 
Manatee and Sarasota County. Participants included motor carriers, CSX, Sysco, Bealls, Wilson Sporting 
Goods and Port Manatee. The discussion took place at the Sarasota/Manatee MPO’s conference room. The 
summary below reflects the discussion, opinions, observations and perspectives of the focus group 
participants, and data cited have not been verified against other sources. 

Key Issues and Problems 

There is a growing conflict between land development / population growth and efficient movement of 
freight, particularly via trucks. This is occurring in several ways: 

• Traffic increases on existing major truck routes – US 301, US 41, Fruitville Road, 9th Street 
(Bradenton), SR 64 and SR 70 – is creating a major problem for access into the cities. Trucks are 
facing increasing difficulty turning and getting through critical intersections in and around the 
downtown areas. 

• There are currently no viable alternate routes or advanced notification for incidents (i.e. crashes) 
that occur on I-75.  This situation can add hours to a shipment. 

• As growth occurs in areas that formerly were used for agriculture, mining or other industry, there 
is an increasing conflict between new homeowners and truck traffic. Complaints about truck noise 
and pollution are forcing truckers to use alternative routes, which is increasing costs due to extra 
mileage from more circuitous routing. An example is Lakewood Ranch, which has a phosphate 
processing plant and shell mine. Now, with thousands of homes being built, the environment for 
trucks is changing. University Parkway was the primary route to access the Shell plant, but noise 
complaints have forced a change in routes to avoid conflicts. 

• Connectivity between interchanges on I-75 is a growing concern.  On ramps and off ramps are 
becoming more treacherous due to weaving, short turn lanes and lack of advance signage. As 
growth occurs east of the interstate, heavy traffic volume is making access for trucks more difficult.  
On/Off ramps in the left lanes should be changed to the right lanes for consistency and safety. 



 

• Truck deliveries are a time-window issue – everything is scheduled for “just in time” delivery for 
efficiency and to keep inventories low.  Reliable travel time estimates are very important. Trucking 
companies are increasingly moving to off-peak hours (very early morning or overnight). 

• Department of Transportation rules on hours of service have become “a nightmare” for trucking 
operations given the level of local traffic congestion on major arterial roadways. 

Improved east-west routes are needed in the region. Truckers indicated they avoid Interstate 4 by taking SR 
50, US 301, SR 64 or SR 70. I-4 is too unpredictable, especially between Orlando and I-95. SR 70 should 
be widened to four lanes all the way across the state. Conditions on SR 64 and SR 70 east of the Interstate 
are very poor and unsafe because of narrow lanes and lack of adequate shoulders. 

The main problem for truck traffic five years ago was getting in and through the downtowns, but that’s not 
the case anymore. Now, the biggest problems are east of I-75. 

Given the increasing demand for traffic at Port Manatee, the area of I-275 and Moccasin Wallow Road is 
critical for preserving freight mobility. With 5,000 homes planned in the area, there is a concern for 
maintaining adequate level of service for trucks accessing the interstate. 

Restrictions on vehicle size in urban areas are a growing problem; limits access and forces more breakdown 
and transfer of shipments to smaller vehicles. 

Freight Information 

Currently, there is no north-south express rail system in the region. 

When a banana boat arrives at Port Manatee, there can be 7,000 trucks at a time going out of the Port, 
mostly to the interstate. 

Port Manatee is almost exclusively served by trucks rather than rail. Currently, there is only limited rail 
export occurring. Much of the product is phosphate and produce. 

Tropicana ships about 80 percent of its product to New Jersey, Cincinnati and California via rail. The rail 
line between Bradenton and Tampa has about reached its maximum capacity. 

CSX serves Tropicana but also ships all kinds of freight in the region, including some hazardous materials. 

Freight Movement Trends 

Simply adding lanes is not going to solve the long term problem of freight mobility. With the growth in 
traffic and an expected increase in shipping activity, there eventually will be an increase in other modes for 
cargo, such as rail and sea.  

Shifting more freight traffic to trains is a growing trend; there is a need for longer haul freight movement 
(more than 750 miles). Modernizing the area’s rail lines and intermodal facilities has to be the long range 
goal for improving freight/goods distribution. 

There is an expected 30 percent increase in imports from Asia in the next 10 years.  Due to union contracts 
and other factors, it is becoming increasingly cheaper to ship from Asia via the Suez Canal than across the 



 

Pacific. Thus, more shipping is expected to occur in eastern ports, such as Savannah, Everglades, Manatee 
and Tampa.  

Port Manatee is expected to double in size and capacity in the next 10 years. This is in response to changes 
in demand that are expected to make the port more attractive in the next five to 10 years (it’s the closest 
port to the canal). The port is getting very involved in the container business. It has a competitive advantage 
over Port Tampa because it is 12 hours less steaming time round trip to the Panama Canal. 

There is a growing desire to operate tandem trucks (double containers with one driver/motor), which are 
cheaper but currently limited to operating only on the Florida’s Turnpike. Running more double trucks 
may reduce trucking costs overall by 40 percent. 

Because Florida imports most of its goods and exports very little, it is a challenge for truckers who often 
cannot return with a full load to their point of origin. 

Additional Needs or Strategies 

There is a lack of north-south rail for container shipments. This presents a real limitation on the region. The 
rail line used by Tropicana is not an option for connection by other freight shippers because it is fully funded 
by Tropicana.  

There is a need for greater awareness of alternative routes when traffic incidents occur. Some type of 
variable message signs or highway advisory radio would help. When crashes occur on I-75, there is no 
viable alternative route. Additional crossing of the Manatee River is essential.  An advance warning system 
is needed at major locations to alert motorists (and trucks) about traffic delays in the region. 

Special purpose lanes for trucks or other types of traffic on the interstate would be a viable option to 
consider. They work very well on the New Jersey Turnpike.  

Rail-highway grade crossing elimination needs to be evaluated. Most of the problem areas are in 
Hillsborough County. 

More connections are needed to I-75, particularly in the vicinity of Port Manatee. Buckeye Road may be an 
option; it could be converted from an overpass into an access road. There will be a need for direct access 
between Port Manatee and I-75 within the next 10 years. 

The exit ramp at I-275 and US 41 is a problem for trucks due to awkward geometry and merging. Also, 
there is a visibility problem with the access from I-75 to westbound SR 64, and the merge is much too 
short. 

The region needs a better expressway system serving north-south travel (not just the interstate).  

There is a need for more “drop points” (cargo breakdown/distribution) between modes or vehicle types in 
the region. 

More rest areas for overnight truckers is a continuing need. Manatee County lacks good truck stops. With 
federal restrictions on the number of consecutive hours a driver can operate a vehicle, there should be 
renewed efforts to locate truck stops/rest/eating areas. There was some talk in the past of a truck stop at 



 

69th Street, but that may not be an option any longer.  17th Street and US 301 in Manatee County has a lot 
of truck demand but tight operations make it dangerous. 
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SUMMARY OF PUBLIC WORKSHOP 

Sarasota/Manatee MPO 

Long Range Transportation Plan 2030 Update 

Sarasota County Operations Center, October 13, 2004 

INTRODUCTION  

On October 13, 2004 about 30 citizens of Manatee County and Sarasota County provided input at a 
community workshop on Needs and Issues for the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) 2030 Update. 
The LRTP will set transportation priorities and guide the use of federal, state, and local funding for the next 
25 years. The two-hour workshop format was conducted in both Sarasota and Manatee County, which 
enabled residents to attend a workshop near their home. A companion workshop was held at the Manatee 
Central Library in downtown Bradenton on October 28, 2004. 

Community profiles and focus group summaries outlining existing trends, conditions, and issues were 
available for participants to review.  Flip charts, individual maps, surveys, and other worksheets were used 
to collect general comments and suggestions. Several maps including a transit supportive area map, 
employment centers map, mobility district map, focal point map, and freight/goods movement map were 
placed strategically around the room for participants to circulate, ask questions, and provide comments. 
Attendees participated in two main activities: a survey and mapping exercise. The survey responses will 
guide the development of goals, objectives and evaluation measures, and will help identify projects that 
should be considered for funding. The mapping exercise allowed participants to review a collection of maps 
and draw areas where they wanted improvements.  The mapping exercise aims to identify transportation 
system needs.  

PRIORITY ISSUES AND THEMES 

Priority issues were identified in both the survey and mapping activity.  Several common themes emerged 
from the workshop, both in response to the survey questions and in the mapping exercise.  

Below is a list of the key issues and themes from the workshop:  

• Roadway capacity needed on I-75 

• Bus service improvements needed, such as extending hours of operation and more frequent service  

• There is a concern about adding roadway capacity to 17th Street in Sarasota (eliminate project or 
reduce the number of lanes) 

• Transit and bike/pedestrian improvements are needed to and from beach points 

• Strengthen concurrency standards and enforcement (no development approvals without adequate 
capacity) 

• Direct growth to North Port and Newtown area 



 

SURVEY RESULTS 

The Open House survey contained three categories with a total of 18 questions. Each category represented 
a transportation mode, including roads and highways, bicycle and pedestrian mobility, and transit. Some 
key findings of the survey are listed below. A detailed summary of the survey will be placed on the LRTP 
website at a later date.  

Some key findings from the survey include: 

• Participants were asked to distribute $100 to different types of transportation improvements. 
Surprisingly, there was almost an even spread across all modes - $35 for road widening, new roads, 
and interchanges; $35 for improving flow on existing roads; $27 for improved transit service; and 
$30 for bicycle and pedestrian networks.  The nearly equal distribution indicates people want to see 
multi-modal transportation improvements. 

• The majority of participants agreed that intense growth should only be allowed in targeted 
economic or redevelopment districts where the transportation system is in place to support it. 

• When asked to prioritize funding for bicycle and pedestrian projects, the majority of participants 
rated access to schools and safety, especially at crosswalks and intersections, as top priorities. 

• The majority of participants felt that improvements to sidewalks and walking paths, and training 
and enforcement for bicyclists and/or motorists would increase the amount of people that walk or 
bike. 

• When asked to prioritize Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) strategies and activities the 
majority of participants said the top priority should be computer-controlled traffic signals that 
change in response to traffic conditions, and medium priority should be given to real time traffic 
information (changeable signs and automatic broadcasts that warn of sudden congestion and provide 
alternate route information). 

• When participants were asked what prevents them from using public transportation most people 
said that it takes too long to get to where they need to go and the wait is too long between buses. 

• Service later at night and earlier in the morning, as well as more frequent bus service are 
improvements people would like to see to the bus service. 

• Additional lanes and interchanges on I-75 should be a priority. 

MAPPING EXERCISE RESULTS  

Participants were given an 11x17 map of the two counties and asked to draw where they wanted to add 
roadway capacity; roadways where capacity should not be added; areas to add or improve transit, bike, 
pedestrian facilities; areas that need improved intersections or other operational improvements; areas 
where they want to direct growth; and areas where growth is a concern.  Upon completion of their 
individual maps they were instructed to place their priority project, for each of the different categories, on a 
larger map in the front of the room.  

Comments participants identified through the mapping exercise include: 



 

ADD ROADWAY CAPACITY 

• Interchange between Toledo Blade and Kings Highway on I-75 

• Add roadway capacity to I-75, Lakewood Ranch Blvd, Honore Avenue, University Parkway, 
Fruitville Road, Bee Ridge Road, Proctor Road, SR 72, and Clark Road. 

• Extend Honore Avenue from Manatee Avenue to Laurel Road 

CONCERNS ABOUT ADDING ROADWAY CAPACITY (ELIMINATE A PLANNED PROJECT OR 
REDUCE EXISTING NUMBER OF LANES) 

• SR 681  

• Concern about adding roadway capacity to 17th Street in Sarasota (eliminate project or reduce the 
number of lanes) 

• 44th Avenue in Bradenton   

• Fruitville Road  

• Bee Ridge Road 

TRANSIT/BIKE OR PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 

• Add or improve transit and bike/pedestrian facilities along: Fruitville Road, Manatee Avenue, and 
US 41 

• Improve transit and bike/pedestrian facilities to and from beach points - especially along Gulf of 
Mexico Drive, Midnight Pass Road, Ringling Boulevard, Stickney Point Road, Cortez Road, and 
Clark Road 

• Express bus from North Port to Palmetto along US 41 

• Water Taxi service from Port Manatee through Intracoastal to Venice.  Stops should include Port 
Manatee, Bradenton Beach, Longboat Key, Downtown Sarasota, St. Armands, Siesta Key, Osprey, 
Venice, and Whitaker Bayou 

• Raised intersections along US 41 and I-75 for wildlife corridors from Sarasota to Venice 

IMPROVE INTERSECTIONS, INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM (ITS), OR OTHER 
OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENTS 

• Pedestrian crossing (very dangerous) needs improvement at Waldemere and US 41, and US 301 
and North of Fruitville. 

• SR 70 east and west of I-75 (even with expansion) will have major traffic congestion, frustration 
with length of lights, poor synchronization, dangerous intersections. 

• SR 70/I-75 interchange - need more exit/entry lanes, improved traffic flow onto exit lanes, 
longer/additional stacker lanes 



 

• Other priority roads needing operational improvements include University Parkway, Fruitville 
Road, Bee Ridge Road, and Clark Road. 

• Stickney Point bridge needs to be timed for opening and closing. 

• Left turns unsafe (turn lanes too short, especially westbound) at University Parkway and Honore 
Avenue and University Parkway and Lockwood Ridge Road. 

• Focus on moving traffic more efficiently on existing roads. 

GROWTH ISSUES 

• Strengthen concurrency standards and enforcement (no development approvals without adequate 
capacity) 

• Increase impact fees, not taxes. 

• Maintain and increase growth limits in Comprehensive Plans. 

• Transit and walking are illusory answers to the problem of traffic congestion. 

GROWTH CONCERNS IN THESE AREAS 

• SR 70/I-75 SE corner - approved development/inadequate access/roadways 

• I-75/University - proposed mall 

• SR 70/Lakewood Ranch - residential, arena, commercial development 

• Portion of Manatee County that is east of I-75, south of SR 62, and north of University Parkway. 

• Portion of Sarasota County that is east of I-75 and south of University Parkway. 

• Downtown Sarasota – too much development intensity 

• Intersection of Bee Ridge Road and Cattleman Road.  

• Rubonia, Parrish, and South Venice – concerns about losing community character 

DIRECT GROWTH TO THESE AREAS 

• North Port 

• Newtown area 

• Area between 53rd Avenue, US 41, US 301, and University Parkway. 

• Area east of I-75 and south of SR 72. 

 



 

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC WORKSHOP 

Sarasota/Manatee MPO 

Long Range Transportation Plan 2030 Update 

Manatee Central Library, October 28, 2004 

INTRODUCTION  

On October 28, 2004 about 30 citizens of Manatee County and Sarasota County provided input at a 
community workshop on Needs and Issues for the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) 2030 Update. 
The LRTP will set transportation priorities and guide the use of federal, state, and local funding for the next 
25 years. The two-hour workshop format was conducted in both Sarasota and Manatee County, which 
enabled residents to attend a workshop near their home. A companion workshop was held at the Sarasota 
County Government Operations Center on October 13, 2004.  

Community profiles and focus group summaries outlining existing trends, conditions, and issues were 
available for participants to review.  Flip charts, individual maps, surveys, and other worksheets were used 
to collect general comments and suggestions. Several maps including a transit supportive area map, 
employment centers map, mobility district map, focal point map, and freight/goods movement map were 
placed strategically around the room for participants to circulate, ask questions, and provide comments. 
Attendees participated in two main activities: a survey and mapping exercise. The survey responses will 
guide the development of goals, objectives and evaluation measures, and will help identify projects that 
should be considered for funding. The mapping exercise allowed participants to review a collection of maps 
and draw areas where they wanted improvements.  The mapping exercise aims to identify transportation 
system needs.  

PRIORITY ISSUES AND THEMES 

Priority issues were identified in both the survey and mapping activity.  Several common themes emerged 
from the workshop, both in response to the survey questions and in the mapping exercise. Key among these 
were concerns about the amount of regional connections, bus service, and operational and intersection 
improvements. 

Below is a list of the key issues and themes from the workshop:  

• Bus service improvements needed, such as extending hours of operation, more frequent service, 
and providing better inter-county service; 

• Transportation improvements needed in the Parrish area to meet growth needs; 

• Redevelopment should be a priority in depressed areas; 

• Explore signal timing, transit, and access management before widening roadways; 

• Improve intersections and operations along Ft. Hamer Road and US 301; 

• Add roadway capacity to Cortez Road and US 41; 



 

• Improve transit and bike/pedestrian facilities along Gulf of Mexico Drive, 53rd Avenue, SR 70, US 
301, and Moccasin Wallow Road; 

• Growth concerns related to development on Perico Island;  

• Direct growth to downtown Bradenton.  

SURVEY RESULTS 

The Open House survey contained three categories with a total of 18 questions. Each category represented 
a transportation mode, including roads and highways, bicycle and pedestrian mobility, and transit. Some 
key findings of the survey are listed below. A detailed summary of the survey will be placed on the LRTP 
website in the near future.  

Some key findings from the survey include: 

• Participants were asked how they would choose to spend $100 between different types of 
transportation improvements. On average, participants allocated $40 to road widening, new roads, 
and interchanges; $33 to improving flow on existing roads; $10 to improved transit service; and 
$26 to bicycle and pedestrian networks.  This reflects a very balanced approach to funding 
transportation projects. 

• Most people agreed that the MPO should fully explore all mobility options (e.g., transit, signal 
timing, access management, etc.) before widening any more roadways.  

• An overwhelming majority of participants rated access to schools as top priority, when asked to 
prioritize funding for bicycle and pedestrian projects. 

• The majority of participants stated that adding on-road bike facilities and building more sidewalks 
and walking paths would increase the number of people who walk or bike.  

• When asked to prioritize Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) strategies and activities, the 
majority of participants said the top priority should be computer-controlled traffic signals that 
change in response to traffic conditions, and medium priority should be given to real time traffic 
information (changeable signs and automatic broadcasts that warn of sudden congestion and provide 
alternate route information). 

• When participants were asked what prevents them from using public transportation most people 
said that it takes too long to get to where they need to go and the service in their area is inadequate. 

• Service later at night and earlier in the morning, as well as inter-county bus service were listed as 
transit improvements people would most like to see. 

• 15th Street East and US 301 are two roadway capacity projects that need to be prioritized. 

• Transportation improvements are needed in the Parrish area. 

• Concentrate on redevelopment in depressed areas before creating more new developments. 



 

MAPPING EXERCISE RESULTS  

Participants were given an 11x17 map of the two counties and asked to draw where they wanted to add 
roadway capacity; roadways where capacity should not be added; areas to add or improve transit, bike, 
pedestrian facilities; areas that need improved intersections or other operational improvements; areas 
where they want to direct growth; and areas where growth is a concern.  Upon completion of their 
individual maps they were instructed to place their priority project, for each of the different categories, on a 
larger map in the front of the room.  

Comments participants identified through the mapping exercise include: 

ADD ROADWAY CAPACITY 

• Extend Rye Road north to Upper Manatee River Road 

• Create more connections in Parrish area 

• Moccasin Wallow Road 

• Extend Laurel Road east 

• Create more connections east of I-75 in both Manatee and Sarasota County’s 

• Extend Cortez Road east to CR 675 

• US 301 

• SR 62 

• Old Tampa Road 

• Upper Manatee River Road 

• Rye Road 

• SR 64 

• I-75 

• Cortez Road 

• SR 70 

• University Parkway 

• Fruitville Road 

• 75th Street and 53rd Avenue in Bradenton 

CONCERNS ABOUT ADDING ROADWAY CAPACITY (ELIMINATE A PLANNED WIDENING 
PROJECT OR REDUCE EXISTING NUMBER OF LANES) 

• Cortez Road 



 

• SR 72 

TRANSIT/BIKE OR PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 

• Sidewalk needed on 26th Avenue East from Johnson Middle School to 27th Street East 

• Develop carpool/vanpool network between West Bradenton and Downtown Sarasota - bus system 
takes too much time 

• Free trolley service on all of the islands 

• Improve park and ride service 

• Develop CSX railway into bike/pedestrian trail 

• Designate a “commuter only” lane on US 41 

• Gulf of Mexico Drive 

• Moccasin Wallow Road 

• US 301 

• 53rd Avenue/SR 70 

• 17th Street in Palmetto 

• Erie Road 

• Cortez Road 

• 53rd Avenue 

• Fruitville Road 

• US 41 

IMPROVE INTERSECTIONS, INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM (ITS), OR OTHER 
OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENTS 

• Need street lights on US 41 and 14th Street West from Bradenton city limits to Whitfield 

• Address signal lighting on US 41, 53rd Avenue West, and University Parkway. 

• Ft. Hamer Road 

• US 301 

• Manatee Avenue in downtown Bradenton  

• Add pedestrian crossing signals at intersections on all new and improved roads 

• Cortez Road 

• Downtown Sarasota 



 

• SR 70 

GROWTH CONCERNS IN THESE AREAS 

• Parrish – Many participants expressed a concern about growth in the Parrish area; however, as 
shown below, many people also identified Parrish as an area to direct growth.  This demonstrates 
that careful planning is needed to ensure that the transportation system for this high-growth part of 
the county is sufficient.  

• University Parkway and Lorraine Road 

• Fruitville Road, east of I-75 

• Perico Island 

DIRECT GROWTH TO THESE AREAS 

• Parrish 

• Portion of Manatee County that is east of Lorraine Road, north of SR 70, south of SR 64 

• Downtown Bradenton 



 

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC WORKSHOP 

Sarasota/Manatee MPO 

Long Range Transportation Plan 2030 Update 

Fruitville Library, Sarasota, May 5, 2005 

INTRODUCTION  

On May 5, 2005 about 60 citizens of Manatee County and Sarasota County provided input at a 
community workshop on evaluating the region’s transportation needs and developing effective 
solutions for the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) 2030 Update. The LRTP will set 
transportation priorities and guide the use of federal, state, and local funding for the next 25 years. 
The two-hour workshop format was conducted in both Sarasota and Manatee County, which 
enabled residents to attend a workshop near their home. A companion workshop was held at the 
Manatee Central Library on May 3, 2005.   

Flip charts, individual maps, scenario worksheets, surveys, and other worksheets were used to collect 
general comments and suggestions. Several maps including a trend scenario, high growth scenario, low 
growth scenario, transit-oriented scenario, mobility district map, and freight/goods movement map were 
placed strategically around the room for participants to circulate, ask questions, and provide comments. 
Attendees participated in two main activities: a scenario worksheet exercise and mapping exercise. Both the 
worksheet responses and the mapping exercise responses will guide the development of the scenarios, and 
will help identify projects that should be considered for analysis, and ultimately, funding priority. The 
mapping exercise also allowed participants to review a collection of maps and draw areas where they 
wanted improvements.  Both exercises aim to identify transportation system needs.  

SCENARIO QUESTIONS 

Participants reviewed goals and objectives and answered several questions about the different scenarios. The 
following comments are key issues and themes from that activity. 

• Based on the worksheet responses received, a slight majority of respondents said high growth could 
best support the MPO’s goals for the plan, followed closely by transit-oriented growth and low 
growth 

• Participants identified buying right of way and increasing capacity on I-75 or building a beltway east 
of I-75 as strategies to support the needs caused by the high growth scenario 

• Some participants identified increasing taxes as strategies that would be needed for high growth 
scenario 

• Participants that identified the transit-oriented scenario as the best supportive of the MPO’s goals 
offered that it increases quality of life, protects the environment, promotes long term solutions, 
promotes dense development over sprawl, allows mobility without more motor vehicles and places 
residential density next to work, shops, etc. 



 

• Strategies identified to support the transit-oriented scenario include tax incentives, business 
incentives, changes in zoning codes, decrease the amount of parking lots, add more bike lanes, 
trails and sidewalks, and only allow high density development where public transit is provided 

• Strategies identified by participants that chose the low growth scenario as best supportive of the 
MPO’s goals for the plan include maintain restricted growth, building moratorium, enforce 
concurrency and limit comprehensive plan amendments  

• Most participants identified the high growth scenario as most likely to happen 

• Participants identified many obstacles to achieving their preferred scenario. Some of them include 
lag between funding and implementing, attitudes toward mass transportation, difficulty limiting 
development, cost of right of way and construction, I-75 bypass, and insufficient funds 

TRANSPORTATION PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 

For each scenario, a package of transportation projects/improvements are being considered along with a 
respective growth strategy. Participants were asked to review the transportation maps and provide 
comments about potential projects or additional suggestions on the worksheet. The following comments 
are broken down by scenario type and provide a general overview of what people were saying.  

TREND SCENARIO COMMENTS 

• Delete upper Manatee River Road Bridge and widening 

• Convert US 301, US 41 and US 19 to eight-lane limited access from Sarasota to I-275 

• Convert University Pkwy to 6 lanes limited access from Hwy 41 to I-75 

• Make I-75 10 lanes from 681 to Selmon Expressway in Hillsborough County 

• Implement best bus per PTSA 2002 plan immediately 

• Build the MURT in Sarasota.  Funds were appropriated, why no trail? 

• Need North/South Hwy to reduce daily vehicle flow on I- 75. Expansion of I-75 will help move 
more vehicles but if there is an accident traffic stops and there isn’t another choice for travel.  A 
parallel highway will solve the problem.  Secondly, as the population continues to grow vehicles 
will need additional highways for emergency conditions that might require evacuation. 

• Safety – incorporate traffic monitoring and signage, e.g. cameras and levy heavy fines on offenders 

• Support ITS – van and carpool lanes.  Support “specialty” lanes.  Focus on traditional built up areas 
and refill, redo and update. 

• The growth will follow the infrastructure, roads etc.  

• Concerned with affordable housing due to displacement 

HIGH GROWTH SCENARIO COMMENTS 

• Max out lanes on I-75 soon 



 

• Bus along Venice Ave to beach 

• Light rail from Northport, through Venice to Downtown Sarasota 

LOW GROWTH SCENARIO COMMENTS 

• No comments 

TRANSIT-ORIENTED SCENARIO COMMENTS 

• Regional bus from Anna Maria south through Longboat to Sarasota. 

• All buses operate 18/7 (18 hours, 7 days per week) 

• Bus to airports 

• The islands pay high taxes and are underserved.  Employees and employers need buses 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

• Outer beltway – opportunity for this to happen is through the Peace River Valley 

• Transit – Airport to downtown 

• Need more north/south connectivity 

• Railroad – use of existing railway in Sarasota 

• Think about the quality of roads – make noise abatement as integral part of road building 

• N. Cattleman Road – parallels I-75 at Cooper Creek Park – an opportunity to make this an 
outstanding roadway with proper noise controls and aesthetics (bike lanes, wide sidewalks, 
landscaping. 

• Widen US 17 or US 27 

• Need N/S road from 301 to Moccasin Wallow Road 

• Quality of life factors need to be considered – the amount of time spent stuck in traffic is a 
detriment. 

• Obesity is another important factor – plan for active living by design 

• Road building isn’t working; alternatives are needed. 

• More pedestrian friendly wildlife analysis – part of the analysis (wildlife crossings) 

• Fruitville east of the interstate 

• Old road/ decaying – it’s unsafe. 

• No shoulders 

• Development is coming/ building 



 

• Widening and maintaining – paved shoulders 

• SR 70 – to Verra to Fruitville 

• Truck traffic 

• Ensure coordinated developer contributions so we don’t waste money tearing up a relatively new 
project to do something more. 

• Walmart will be coming back 

• waste of funds to keep rebuilding new roads when more development occurs. 

• East of Interstate – corridor needed or gridlock will occur. 

• Siesta Key – trolley to off island, remote parking lots for beach-goers. 

• Reinstate the rail line and build a commuter rail line south from Tampa to Fort Myers, using 
abandoned rail line routes where available 

• The state could divert Ft. Myers south traffic in Bradenton onto a widened SR-70 route to Arcadia 
and expand lanes on route 31 south to Ft. Myers where it can rejoin I-75 



 

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC WORKSHOP 

Sarasota/Manatee MPO 

Long Range Transportation Plan 2030 Update 

Manatee Central Library, May 3, 2005 

INTRODUCTION  

On May 3, 2005 about 60 citizens of Manatee County and Sarasota County provided input at a 
community workshop on evaluating the region’s transportation needs and developing effective 
solutions for the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) 2030 Update. The LRTP will set 
transportation priorities and guide the use of federal, state, and local funding for the next 25 years. 
The two-hour workshop format was conducted in both Sarasota and Manatee County, which 
enabled residents to attend a workshop near their home. A companion workshop was held at the 
Fruitville Library in Sarasota on May 5, 2005.   

Flip charts, individual maps, scenario worksheets, surveys, and other worksheets were used to collect 
general comments and suggestions. Several maps including a trend scenario, high growth scenario, low 
growth scenario, transit-oriented scenario, mobility district map, and freight/goods movement map were 
placed strategically around the room for participants to circulate, ask questions, and provide comments. 
Attendees participated in two main activities: a scenario worksheet exercise and mapping exercise. Both the 
worksheet responses and the mapping exercise responses will guide the development of the scenarios, and 
will help identify projects that should be considered for analysis, and ultimately, funding priority. The 
mapping exercise also allowed participants to review a collection of maps and draw areas where they 
wanted improvements.  Both exercises aim to identify transportation system needs.  

SCENARIO QUESTIONS 

Participants reviewed goals and objectives and answered several questions about the different scenarios. The 
following comments are a summary of key issues and themes from that activity. 

• High growth scenario could best support the MPO’s goals for this plan 

• High growth scenario anticipates needs early on in the process and could serve more people 
efficiently 

• Transit strategies should be emphasized in the high growth scenario 

• High growth scenario is thought to most likely happen, because of development pressures and 
economic growth 

• Public transportation needs to be improved and people need to be better made aware of the 
services 



 

TRANSPORTATION PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 

For each scenario, a package of transportation projects/improvements are being considered along with a 
respective growth strategy. Participants were asked to review the transportation maps and provide 
comments about potential projects or additional suggestions on the worksheet. The following comments 
are broken down by scenario type and provide a general overview of what people were mostly saying.  

2030 TREND SCENARIO COMMENTS 

• Widen SR 64 to 6 lanes from Braden River to I -75  

• Build Fort Hamer Bridge quickly 

• Synchronize lights, think traffic flow – keep it moving to reduce road rage 

• A toll beltway east of I-75 makes good sense – North Port to Port Manatee 

• Expand the transit services 

• Bicycle/Pedestrian Projects – Manatee County – flat – is ideal for bike transportation, both for job 
and short distance transportation—young and old alike. 

• More sidewalks.  Very dangerous to walk in the street on Cortez. 

• Expanding I-75, SR 64, SR 70, US 301 and etc. should not exceed 6 lanes.  (3 in each direction).  

• Do not build Ft. Hamer Bridge, but consider improvements to Rye Rd. Bridge as a better 
alternative (lower cost, more rapid access).  

• Do not build Ft. Hamer Bridge. Increase Rye/Lorraine to 4 lanes.  Fort Hamer Bridge induces 
growth. 

• Accelerate expansion of 44th Avenue, East to Lakewood Ranch Blvd, seriously consider a new N/S 
toll road east of existing I-75. 

• Don’t build more roads, widen current roads. 

• The only prayer we have is to establish a workable public transit system on major thoroughfares 
(Fruitville, Bee Ridge, Tamiami Trail) that provides a transit lane reduces car lanes.  People will 
gravitate to use such a system once they see the convenience, just as NYC commuters use the 
subway. 

• Incredible approvals of new developments must STOP – especially in Manatee County.  Even with 
impact fees paying for new roads, the people moving in will use current thoroughfares, maybe 
daily, and though they use new roads, there will be no new roads into either Sarasota or Bradenton 
city centers.  Money now voted for the Ft. Hamer Bridge can be for better used for public transit.  
This bridge will only bring more cars to already saturated roads. 

• Need new interstate East of I-75 - not toll road – won’t be used.  

• Improve East-West roads (64, 70, University Pkwy) 



 

• Need barrier island loop (continuous) from Anna Maria Island through Longboat Key to St. 
Armands 

• Where feasible improve bicycle facilities for recreation  

• Increase access capacity for trucks to port facilities 

• Focus resources projected for I-75 widening to build a new parallel bypass instead.  Consider the 
bypass as a toll road to accelerate construction time 

• Tie together water taxi road and mass transit 

• Encourage build-up of retail and activity outlet in North Port to support their growth. 

• More regular bus service in both areas 

• Both seem to have adequate sidewalks, although the sidewalks to disappear as 8th turns into Hwy 19 

HIGH GROWTH SCENARIO COMMENTS 

• Mass transit systems like light rail must be considered.  Expanded bus systems only adds to highway 
congestion 

• Focus on widening I-75 and adding a new Interstate East of I-75 

• Transit service corridors; 301, 41 

• Bicycle not viable except for recreation. 

• Connect Englewood Road to US 41 to regional transit.  Connect UMRR to county/regional transit 
and add bike lanes.  More bus stops along 45th Street → Lockwood Ridge Road, connect to 
regional transit. 

• Bike trails on UMRR, US 41, Palmetto → Venice 

• How about a rail system from Manatee → Charlotte? 

LOW GROWTH SCENARIO COMMENTS 

• Concern that low growth scenario is not viable 

• More frequent bus service 

• More sidewalks along US 19 outside of Palmetto 

TRANSIT-ORIENTED SCENARIO COMMENTS 

• 45th SR → Lockwood Ridge Road; 8th Street → US 19; 44th Avenue → Honore; Englewood → US 
41 

• Regular bus service on all of them w/ connections to regional transit 



 

• Bike trails on all, if possible.  Sidewalks where needed on N. Washington, US 19, 44th Avenue → 
Honore, US 41 → Englewood Road 

• Rail system from Manatee to Charlotte 

• Islands: All bus to SRQ luggage; connections (not just 41 and University) 

• Anna Maria Island, Longboat Key bus connection 

• Private Tampa shuttle at DeSoto and 301.  Needs bus connections. 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

• Newspaper article advertising these workshops talked about widening I-75 versus building new 
interstate like road east of I-75.  In reality, both are urgently needed.  A great deal of the traffic 
currently on I-75 (including at least half the truck traffic) travels through, not to the area.  A new 
eastern road will help take a lot of traffic off of I-75, especially trucks. 

• I-75 should be widened sooner not later.  Except for accidents, bad weather, and sometimes rush 
hour, traffic is not too congested on our portion of I-75.  Why wait until it is to begin construction 
of new lanes & turn congestion into grid lock. 

• Finish N-S roads – especially west of I-75; e.g. Beneva, Honore (over Braden River), Lockwood 
Ridge to Clark, etc. 

• Do more to get truck traffic off of I-75 if it is not destined for area…or limit truck usage of I-75 
(e.g. not permitted at rush hour). 

• Lack of a 3rd bridge off the islands in Manatee County or northern Sarasota County may result in 
people driving someday in a hurricane. 

• Start timing stop lights and provide more E-W roads. 

• Need public transit between Bradenton – St. Pete as is with Bradenton-Sarasota.  I took bus from 
downtown Bradenton to downtown Sarasota (took about 60 minutes).  I drove from Bradenton to 
downtown St. Pete (took about 60 minutes).  Growing area needs expanded transit system.  

• The following is an analysis and plan for East Manatee County, completed by a workshop 
participant. Fort Hamer Bridge is outdated thinking on the part of the MPO. It solves no problem, 
would waste scarce monies and would encourage the use of Lakewood Ranch Blvd. as an 
unintended corridor. Note that the parallel to I-75 north/south corridor and existing roadway is 
from University Parkway via Lorraine, Rye, and County Road 675 to US 301. (At the Lorraine/64 
east junction, a safe and convenient connector to Rye is believed affordable. And, to cross the 
Manatee River at the junction of Rye and Upper Manatee River Road East; I believe the 
construction of the new bridge is approved and underway). In addition; just east of the preferred 
corridor, from 64 east north to US 301, note that CR 675 is an underused beltway that many cities 
would envy. The east/west corridors, above the Manatee River are Old Tampa, Golf Course and 
other local connectors to US 301, Rye and CR 675. These east/west corridors will best serve the 
existing and “to-be-built” homes that are north of the Manatee River. That includes those on Hamer 
Road. 



 

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC WORKSHOP  
Sarasota/Manatee MPO 

Long Range Transportation Plan 2030 Update 

Third Workshop Series 

USF-Sarasota/Manatee and North Port City Hall – October 5 & 6, 2005 

INTRODUCTION  

On October 5, 2005 about 100 citizens of Manatee County and Sarasota County provided input at a 
community workshop held at the University of South Florida’s Sudakoff Center to help prioritize the 
region’s transportation needs and determine how to spend the area’s limited transportation resources over 
the next 25 years. To enable more of the region’s residents to attend a workshop at their convenience, the 
two-hour workshop was also conducted in North Port at the City Hall on the 6th of October. Attendance at 
the North Port workshop was about 30. Participants at the two workshops represented every mobility 
district and municipality in both counties, and combined represented the two counties equally. The 
workshops were the latest in a series for the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) 2030 Update. The 
LRTP will define the area’s transportation needs and guide the Sarasota/Manatee MPO’s use of federal and 
state funding to improve mobility and accessibility.  

While the workshop was an open house format, the consultant provided an introductory presentation that 
included an overview of the LRTP process to date and outlined the draft Needs Plan list of projects that is 
currently before the MPO. As part of the open house format, attendees were invited to fill out funding 
allocation worksheets as well as mark up maps identifying highway and transit priority projects based on 
how they allocated funding. Materials available at the workshop included several maps showing 2030 
growth scenarios, the draft Needs Plan, regionally significant roadways, and information about the types of 
multimodal transportation projects being considered by the plan. In addition, a set of boards identifying and 
explaining the five potential funding areas in the needs plan (bicycle and pedestrian improvements, 
ATMS/traffic operations, livable streets, transit, and highway capacity projects) were on display to assist 
participants in completing the funding allocation worksheets. Both the worksheet responses and the 
mapping exercise responses will help guide the prioritization of the transportation needs projects for the 
region. Results of those exercises are summarized below. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS FROM PRIORITIZATION WORKSHEETS 

Participants were given the opportunity to divide the total projected transportation funding for the region 
over the next 25 years (about $435 million for Manatee County and $593 million for Sarasota County) into 
five types of transportation project categories. In addition, residents were asked to allocate public money 
toward specific projects in the Needs Plan according to the percentage of funds they assigned to the transit 
and highway categories. To facilitate this process, worksheets listing each project and its estimated cost 
were provided to each participant. In some cases, attendees also provided extensive comments on specific 
projects and their preferences for transportation project priorities. 

Based on the worksheet responses received, the average percentage of funding assigned to the five 
transportation improvement areas was as follows: 



 

• Manatee County:  

BICYCLE/ 
PEDESTRIAN/ 

TRAILS 
ATMS/TRAFFIC 
OPPERATIONS LIVABLE STREETS

TRANSIT 
ENHANCEMENTS/ 
IMPROVEMENTS

HIGHWAY 
CAPACITY 
PROJECTS 

5.1% 7.5% 6.9% 13.4% 67.0% 

• Sarasota County: 

BICYCLE/ 
PEDESTRIAN/ 

TRAILS 
ATMS/TRAFFIC 
OPPERATIONS LIVABLE STREETS

TRANSIT 
ENHANCEMENTS/ 
IMPROVEMENTS

HIGHWAY 
CAPACITY 
PROJECTS 

8.7% 10.2% 9.0% 24.1% 46.6% 

 



 

For the second part of the investment exercise, participants allocated their limited highway and transit 
money to specific projects. The following tables present a summary of the projects receiving funding from 
this exercise. 

• Top five highway funding priorities (listed in order) for Manatee County: 

STREET PROJECT FROM TO 
EXISTING 

LANES 

44th Ave. E New 4 Lane Road 44th Ave. E Lorraine Road 0 

44th Ave. E New 4 Lane Road 15TH St. E 45TH St. E 0 

Port Connector New 4 Lane Road Port Manatee US 301 0 

44th Ave. E New 4 Lane Road Lorraine Road CR 675 0 

44th Ave. E Add 2 Lanes 14th St. W 15th St. E 4 

It is important to note that while 44th Avenue was overwhelmingly the highest roadway priority for 
participants, it was also the most controversial. A sizable minority specifically wrote on their worksheets 
that they did not believe the 44th Avenue project to be a good project for the region to invest in because of 
environmental, community impact and cost concerns. 

Several participants included notes advocating making the Port Connector the number one priority, arguing 
that it will bring commerce to the region and provide an additional hurricane evacuation route. 



 

• Top five highway funding priorities (listed in order – the last four all received the 
same amount of votes) for Sarasota County: 

STREET PROJECT FROM TO 
EXISTING 

LANES 

Toledo Blade 
Road Widening 
and Extension  

Widening of 
Existing Road and 
New 4 Lane Road 

Hillsborough 
Blvd. 

SR 72 0/2 

Palmer Ranch 
Parkway 

Extension 

New 4 Lane Road Clark Road Honore Ave. 0 

Honore Ave. Add 2 Lanes University Pkwy Fruitville Road 2 

Bee Ridge Rd. Add 2 Lanes McIntosh Road I-75 4 

Central 
Sarasota Pkwy 

New 4 Lane Road Honore Ave. Lorraine Road 
Extension 

0 

Dam Road 
Extension 

New 2 Lane Road University Road 
Extension 

Lorraine Road 
Extension 

0 

Honore Ave. 
Extension 

New 4 Lane Road Central Sarasota 
Parkway 

Laurel Road 0 

McIntosh Road Add 2 Lanes Sawyer Loop Road US 41 2 

 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS FROM MANATEE COUNTY WORKSHEETS: 

• For those choosing a rural lifestyle in Eastern Manatee County, the roads should remain small and 
rural. 

• Financial priority should be given to ATMS (Advanced Traffic Management System). A TV channel 
and a website dedicated to real time video shots of major arterials with accompanying estimated 
transit times is critical. 

• The comprehensive plan needs to be revised to focus on minimizing trip lengths. It should 
encourage more multi-use land uses. This will reduce the need for more highway construction. 

• Turn lanes are needed in Downtown Palmetto. 

• Transit Suggestions: 



 

o Place more emphasis on Park and Ride options. 

o Eliminate all stops directly on arterials and those within 150 feet of each other. 

o In order to expand transit, it needs to be proven to be more cost effective. 

• Train traffic during rush and lunch hours should be prohibited. 

• A study is needed to see if “double-decking” the Desoto Bridge with the top lanes dedicated to 
through-traffic would be feasible. 

• Delay building the Ft. Hamer Bridge until 2020 and develop retail and employment centers north 
of the Manatee River to bring a better employment/residence ratio. 

• 44th Avenue should be built with bridge (not dirt fill) for environmental considerations. 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS FROM SARASOTA COUNTY WORKSHEETS: 

• There needs to be a dual turn lane for those turning east on Bee Ridge from the south bound lane of 
US 41. 

• Focus on ATMS for intersections in order to achieve better traffic flow. 

• Re-route US 41 away from the Sarasota bayfront. 

• Build no roads or highways greater than four lanes wide. 

• All of Beneva Road needs to be made more livable. 

• Transit Suggestions: 

o Build the majority of new transit routes from Downtown Sarasota to outlying locations. 
Use US 41 and I-75 as transit corridors. 

o Combine Sarasota, Manatee, and Charlotte County into one transit system. 

o Run buses later in the evenings. 

o Park and Ride should be invested in with multi-level parking garages with multi-use 
buildings attached. 

• The Eastern Beltway is critical for north-south connections. 

• We should build no new roads east of I-75 



 

• No increase in lanes through public lands such as Myakka River State Park. These roads should be 
low speed (35 mph). 

• Improvements/capacity additions are needed at the University and I-75 interchange 

• The CSX line from Tampa to Clark Road should be used for future commuter rail service or as 
Amtrak passenger rail along Florida’s west coast, connecting New York to Tampa and destinations 
south. 

• The CSX line should be used for trails not rails. 

• I-75 special purpose lanes and possible rail is a good idea. 

• Nokomis community wants pedestrian overpasses on US 41 (one on rails to trails network, one at 
the Dona Bay Bridge and one near Albee Road). 

• The whole transportation network needs a grid system in order to provide alternate routes for 
wrecks, etc. 

• Solar power and renewable sources of energy should be encouraged by our region’s transportation 
priorities. 

NEEDS MAP PRIORITIZATION FEEDBACK 

The second exercise used maps of both the proposed 2030 roadway needs and transit network to prompt 
discussion of project priorities. The maps were provided at each discussion table during the open house 
workshops. Participants placed dots on the projects they wanted to make high priority. Not surprisingly the 
results from the needs maps closely matched those of the worksheets. There were few differences between 
the two workshops, with two exceptions. The North Port workshop focused more on transit solutions 
(especially Bus Rapid Transit or regional transit connections north to Sarasota and Bradenton). The North 
Port workshop also understandably focused more on projects in Sarasota County. 

PRIORITY ROADWAYS: 

Those roadway projects receiving the most votes as a priority include the following (in order): 

1. The 44th Avenue project, including the bridge 

2. Widening Honore Avenue to four lanes from Bradenton area to south of Sarasota 

3. Widening I-75 to include four special purpose lanes 

4. Roadway widening projects around the center of Parrish 

5. Widening University Parkway out to State Road 72 



 

6. Widening and extending Rye Road 

7. Widening County Road 675 from State Road 64 to US 301 in east Manatee County. 

8. Building the Ft. Hamer Bridge and accompanying road 

9. Widening Washington Boulevard in Sarasota from 17th Street to Fruitville Road despite constraints  

10. Widening Tuttle Avenue from two to four lanes from Fruitville Road to Clark Road 

Additional Comments 

• Wildlife underpasses should be built under each new eastern roadway. 

• The Dam Road Extension should not be built. 

PRIORITY TRANSIT IMPROVEMENTS: 

Those transit improvements receiving the most votes as a priority include the following (in order): 

1. Higher frequency bus service (15-20 minute headways) on US 41(more popular than the 2nd ranked 
priority by a three-to-one margin) 

2. Bus Rapid Transit or passenger rail between Bradenton and Sarasota, potentially in the CSX right of 
way and potentially extending to Palmetto and Venice 

3. An express bus along I-75 (especially connecting North Port with Sarasota) 

4. Expanded bus service along University Parkway 

5. Bus service along an extended Conquistador Parkway 

6. Expanded bus service along Fruitville Road 

7. Bus service across the proposed Ft. Hamer Bridge 

8. Expanded bus service along Manatee Avenue 

9. Bus service along Toledo Blade south to Charlotte County 

10. New service along 69th Street from Rubonia to Parrish 

Additional Comments 

• Raise the gas tax in Manatee County. 

• We need a Palmetto to Sarasota express bus. 

• We need a park and ride location near I-75 and Fruitville Road. 

• There should be water taxis to the airport area. 






