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1.0 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN GOALS, 
OBJECTIVES, AND MEASURES 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

The Sarasota/Manatee Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is the regional transportation 
planning entity for Sarasota and Manatee Counties, located in southwest Florida. MPOs are 
established by state and federal laws and through interlocal agreement to provide a process for 
local governments within the region to coordinate with the Florida Department of 
Transportation (FDO), the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA). The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is tasked to develop plans, policies, and 
priorities that guide regional decision-making on transportation issues. 

All MPOs are required to develop a 20-year (or more) Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). 
The LRTP must be updated at least every five years and provides a framework of goals and 
objectives to guide multimodal transportation investments. This framework aligns plans and 
actions to clarify federal, state, regional, and local responsibilities to support an overall vision 
for transportation, economic development, and livability. 

The Sarasota/Manatee MPO is currently working on the 2050 LRTP, otherwise known as Invest 
Today | Transform Tomorrow. The 2050 LRTP is being developed through three collaborative 
phases to engage the community in crafting a sustainable transportation plan, ensuring vitality 
and accessibility for generations to come (Figure 1).  

 
Figure 1. 2050 LRTP Phases 

This report details the development of the goals, objectives, and measures as part of Phase 2, 
Evaluate our Transportation System. It includes a review of the goals, objectives, and measures 
from the 2045 LRTP, a comparison of these 2045 LRTP goals to federal requirements and the 
2050 Scenarios, and how the survey and workshop conducted as part of Phase 2 influenced the 
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development of the 2050 goals, objectives, and measures and the types of projects that will be 
prioritized. 

1.1.1 Goals, Objectives, and Measures Snapshot 

This section of the report provides a brief “executive summary” of the 2050 goals, objectives, 
and measures. More details about their development are provided in later sections and are 
referenced as appropriate.  

The goals, objectives, and measures for the 2050 LRTP are not significantly different from those 
from the 2045 LRTP. While updated LRTP guidance from FDOT and FHWA has not been 
provided, the language has been modified to reflect recent federal directives regarding the use 
of federal funds. Figure 2 shows the 2050 LRTP goals and objectives, in order of importance 
(from left to right, top to bottom) from the public survey. Throughout the public engagement on 
the goals and objectives, the MPO did not receive any comments suggesting additional or 
different wording from the 2045 goals. 

In response to comments received from the public engagement efforts, changes in Federal and 
state guidance, and updated data from recently completed MPO studies, revisions to the 2050 
LRTP objectives and prioritization measures associated with the 2050 LRTP Goals have been 
made. Revisions to the objectives are underlined in Figure 2 to highlight the proposed updates. 
A summary of the prioritization revisions, to include updated data and analysis conducted by 
the MPO, are listed below by goal. A full list of the revised prioritization factors used for 
evaluating performance of the LRTP is included in Appendix 1. 

• Safety– Updated Scoring to include High Injury Network. 
• Infrastructure– Included results of Phase 2 Resiliency Vulnerability Assessment. 
• Mobility and Technology– Updated data layers to include updated congestion, travel 

time reliability, and transit routes. 
• Economy – Updated data layers for economic development areas, special 

generators, and freight network. 
• Environment and Livability – Added Florida Wildlife Corridor for scoring. Revised 

categories based on recent Federal actions. Updated multimodal accessibility 
measures with updated data layers. 

• Project Delivery – No changes are proposed. 
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• Decrease vehicle crashes.
• Reduce crashes and conflicts 
between all users.

• Improve safety for vulnerable 
users.

• Provide education to increase 
safety and security.

• Plan for efficient evacuations and 
safe returns.

Safety

• Preserve and maintain the 
existing transportation system.

• Retrofit and replace aging 
bridges to include multimodal 
options.

• Identify and mitigate the effect of 
stormwater impacts on the 
system.

Infrastructure

• Reduce vehicle miles travelled.
• Safeguard critical habitat, 
wetlands, and endangered 
species.

• Support low impact development, 
energy conservation, and natural 
redevelopment. 

• Achieve weather appropriate tree 
cover, community wide.

• Promote environmental and 
public health.

• Increase infill development to 
reduce urban sprawl. 

Environment

• Improve operating efficiency 
using intelligent transportation 
systems. 

• Identify infrastructure needed for 
autonomous/connected/ 
electric/shared technology. 

Technology

• Promote projects that reduce 
travel time.

• Expand transportation options to 
reduce auto use.

• Identify and expand connectivity 
in the regional network. 

• Use best practices to reduce 
congestion. 

Mobility

• Increase access to bus stops and 
transfer stations, and availability 
of park-n-ride.

• Expand access to essential 
services and affordable housing.

• Improve access for people with 
disabilities. 

• Ensure economic opportunity in 
all transportation decisions.

Livability

• Analyze project readiness and 
monitor progress.

• Prioritize projects with local 
match and/or public/private 
partnership.

• Implement projects 
recommended from plans, 
studies, and LRTP.

Project 
Delivery

• Stimulate economy in enterprise 
or economic development zones 
and opportunity zones.

• Maintain the regional freight 
network.

• Improve access to major tourist 
destinations. 

Economy

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

Figure 2. 2050 LRTP Goals and Objectives
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1.1.2 Relationship to 2050 Vision 

During Phase 1, different scenarios were explored and based on engagement with the public, a 
combination of the proposed scenarios was selected, resulting in the 2050 Vision: Creating a 
Balanced Future. This scenario recognizes the need to protect the environmental assets and 
unique environment that drew residents and visitors to the area, while allowing for the 
continuation of existing development patterns rather than trying to redirect them. The focus is 
on providing multimodal options to connect these developments. Table 1 illustrates how the 
principles of this preferred scenario tie to the 2050 LRTP Goals.  

Table 1: Relationship of the 2050 Vision to the 2050 Goals 

2050 Vision: Creating a Balanced Future Principles 

Related 2050 LRTP Goals 
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Safeguarding treasured environmental assets        
Preserving the unique environment that attracted 
people to the region in the first place        

Concentrate development in existing areas (infill)        
Hardening infrastructure to storms and flooding        
Expanding transit service (distance and service hours)        
Expanding safe multimodal options        
Increased connectivity        
Preservation of corridors for future premium transit        

Relationship with Federal & State Planning Requirements 

The passage of the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) in 2021 did not change either 
the national transportation goals established in Title 23, Chapter 1, Section 150 of the United 
States Code or the performance-based planning requirements introduced in the Moving Ahead 
for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) and reinforced by Fixing America’s Surface 
Transportation Act (FAST Act). As previously noted, FDOT has yet to release an updated LRTP 
requirements letter; therefore, the emphasis areas from the 2045 LRTP are being carried 
forward into the 2050 plan. Table 2 illustrates how the Goals of the LRTP are aligned with the 
National Planning Goals and State LRTP Requirements.  
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Table 2: Relationship of 2050 Goals to Federal and State Planning Requirements 

National Goals State LRTP Requirements MPO 2050 LRTP Goals & Objectives 
Safety 
Significant reduction in traffic fatalities 
and serious injuries on all public roads. 

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

Safety 
Decrease vehicle crashes. 
Reduce crashes and conflicts between all users. 
Improve safety for vulnerable users. 
Provide education to increase safety and security. 
Plan for efficient evacuations and safe returns. 

Infrastructure Condition 
Maintain highway infrastructure in a 
state of good repair.  

Emphasize the preservation of the 
existing transportation system. 

Infrastructure 
Preserve and maintain the existing transportation system. 
Retrofit and replace aging bridges to include multimodal 
options. 
Identify and mitigate the effect of stormwater impacts on the 
system. 

Congestion Reduction 
Significant reduction in congestion. 

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

Mobility 
Promote projects that reduce travel time. 
Expand transportation options to reduce auto use. 
Identify and expand connectivity in the regional network.  
Use best practices to reduce congestion.  

System Reliability 
Improve efficiency of surface 
transportation system.  

Promote efficient system 
management and operation.  

Technology 
Improve operating efficiency using intelligent transportation 
systems.  
Identify infrastructure needed for autonomous/connected/ 
electric/shared technology.  

Freight Movement & Economic Vitality 
Improve national freight network, 
strengthen rural communities, access 
to national and international trade 
markets, support regional economic 
development.  

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

Economy 
Stimulate economy in enterprise or economic development 
zones and opportunity zones. 
Maintain the regional freight network. 
Improve access to major tourist destinations.  
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Table 2: Relationship of 2050 Goals to Federal and State Planning Requirements (continued) 

National Goals State LRTP Requirements MPO 2050 LRTP Goals & Objectives 
Environmental Sustainability 
Enhance performance of the system 
while protecting and enhancing the 
natural environment. 

Protect and enhance the 
environment, promote energy 
conservation, and improve quality 
of life. 
 
 

Environment 
Reduce vehicle miles travelled. 
Safeguard critical habitat, wetlands, and endangered 
species. 
Support low impact development, energy conservation, and 
natural redevelopment.  
Achieve weather appropriate tree cover, community wide. 
Promote environmental and public health. 
Increase infill development to reduce urban sprawl.  

Increase the accessibility options 
available to people and for freight. 

Livability 
Increase access to bus stops and transfer stations, and 
availability of park-n-rides. 
Expand access to essential services and affordable housing. 
Improve access for people with disabilities.  
Ensure economic opportunity in all transportation decisions. 

Reduced Project Delivery Delays 
Reduce project costs, promote jobs 
and the economy, expedite the 
movement of people and goods 
through accelerated project 
completion. 

 Project Delivery 
Analyze project readiness and monitor progress. 
Prioritize projects with local match and/or public/private 
partnership. 
Implement projects recommended from plans, studies, and 
LRTP. 
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Project Priorities that Support the 2050 Goals 

As part of the outreach conducted for the goals, the public was asked to identify the types of 
projects that should be prioritized by the 2050 LRTP. Figure 3 summarizes the results and Table 
2 shows the relationship between each type of project to the 2050 Goals.  

  
Figure 3: Public Survey Project Priorities 

Table 3: Relationship of Preferred Project Types to 2050 LRTP Goals 

Project Types (from public survey) 
2050 LRTP Goals 

Technologies to improve traffic flow and safety        

Safer walking conditions        
Intersection improvements        

Alternative transportation modes        
Transit improvements        
More recreational (off-street) trails        
Safer bike facilities        
New or improved bridges        

Preparing for future technologies, like self-
driving, electric, or shared cars        

Wider roads (adding more lanes)        

New interstate access points        

20.50%

29.05%

32.88%

37.61%

43.02%

45.50%

46.40%

47.52%

57.66%

59.68%

70.95%

New interstate access points

Wider roads (adding more lanes)

Preparing for future technologies, like self-driving, electric, or shared cars

New or improved bridges

Safer bike facilities

More recreational (off-street) trails

Transit improvements

Alternative Transportation Modes

Intersection improvements

Safer walking conditions

Technologies to improve traffic flow and safety
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1.1.3 Key Takeaways 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

The 2050 LRTP Goals are relatively unchanged from the 2045 Goals. The most 
significant changes are to reflect the new federal directives. Safety was consistently 
the top ranked goal during the public engagement.  

The 2050 Vision: Creating a Balanced Future aligns with the 2050 Goals. The 
guiding principles of the vision align with at least one of goals and objectives, and in 
most cases, multiple. 

The 2050 LRTP Goals are consistent with State and Federal Planning Requirements. 
Wording for some of the goals and objectives has been modified to comply with new 
direction from US DOT.  

Preferred project types correspond to the top ranked goals of Safety, Infrastructure, 
and Environment. The top ranked project types include technologies to improve 
traffic flow and safety, safer walking conditions, and intersection improvements.  
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1.1.4 Goals, Objectives, and Measures Development 

The introduction provided a snapshot of the 2050 Goals and Objectives. The remainder of this 
document details how the goals, objectives and measures were developed. This section 
includes a summary of the public engagement during the development of the goals and 
objectives.  

Transform 2045  

The goals, objectives and measures from the 2045 LRTP were used as the starting point for the 
2050 LRTP. Eight goals were established for the 2045 plan, as shown in Table 4.  

Table 4: Transform 2045 Goals and Goal Statements 

Safety/Security 
The MPO is working to improve safety for all walkers, bicyclists, and drivers. 
The MPO plans for efficient evacuations and safe returns.  
Infrastructure/Resiliency 
The MPO identifies priority bridges and monitors pavement condition. 
The MPO plans for stormwater impacts to transportation. 
Mobility/Reliability 
The MPO monitors commute times to ensure optimum traffic flow.  
Technology/Autonomy 
The MPO develops ways to better manage congestion. 
The MPO supports Advanced Traffic Management System (ATMS) technology to reduce traffic jams, 
coordinate traffic signals, keep buses on schedule, improve reliability, and manage parking more efficiently.  
Economy/Tourism 
Keeping freight moving is essential to the local economy. 
Improve accessibility and multi modal connectivity by promoting proximity to jobs and efficient movement 
of freight and goods.  
Environment/Conservation 
The MPO incorporates public health in project priorities. 
The MPO must balance planned growth and environmental protection.  
Equity/Livability 
The MPO incorporates access, equity, and multiple modes in project priorities.  
The MPO plans for people of different ages, backgrounds, and abilities by prioritizing trails and an active 
transportation network.  
Project Delivery 
The MPO serves as a steward of public resources. 
The MPO advances projects with a local match and encourages public/private partnerships to reduce delays 
in project development and completion.  
The MPO strives to achieve national, state, and local performance goals by prioritizing study 
recommendations.  
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In preparing the questions for the public survey, these goals and goal statements were revisited. 
The goals remained the same and the goal statements were revised slightly for the survey, as 
shown below.  

• Safety – The MPO is working to improve safety for all, whether you walk, bike, or 
drive. We are also planning for efficient evacuations and safe returns.  

• Infrastructure – The MPO prioritizes maintenance of the existing system (bridges 
and pavement condition) and plans for stormwater impacts to the system. 

• Mobility – The MPO monitors commute times to ensure optimum traffic flow.  
• Technology – The MPO supports advances in technology that manage congestion, 

coordinate traffic signals, keep buses on schedule, improve reliability, manage 
parking efficiently, and prepare the system for upcoming technologies.  

• Economy – The MPO seeks to improve accessibility and multi modal connectivity by 
promoting proximity to jobs and the efficient movement of freight and goods. 

• Environment – The MPO balances growth with environmental protection and 
prioritizes projects that improve public health by reducing emissions.  

• Livability – The MPO plans for people of all ages, backgrounds, and abilities across 
multiple modes.  

• Project Delivery – As a steward of public resources, the MPO advances projects with 
a local match and encourages the use of public/private partnerships to reduce 
delays in project development and construction. The MPO strives to meet local, 
state, and national performance measures with the projects it prioritizes. 

2050 Vision: Creating a Balanced Future 

The preferred scenario was reviewed to determine if any changes to the goals, objectives, and 
measures were required to reflect this vision. As noted previously, the preferred scenario aligns 
with the goals and objectives. 

Federal and State Planning Requirements 

The goals, objectives, and measures were developed to be consistent with federal and state 
requirements. The Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) was signed into law in 2021. 
The IIJA continued the performance-based planning process introduced in the Moving Ahead 
for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) and reinforced by Fixing America’s Surface 
Transportation Act (FAST Act).  

Federal Requirements 

National Goals and Performance Measures 

Guiding the development and funding of the nation’s transportation system are a series of goals 
that were developed for the purposes of accountability in transportation investments and 
improved decision making. These goals are codified in Title 23 of the United States Code, Title 
23, and are shown below. 
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Performance Based Planning introduced by MAP-21 and reinforced by the FAST Act continues 
to be part of the IIJA. The performance measures identified in the 2045 LRTP remain 
unchanged and are identified in Table 5 on the following page. 

LRTP Planning Factors 

The IIJA is the first federal law passed in decades that provides significant funding for public 
transportation infrastructure. With its focus on funding infrastructure improvements, the IIJA 
did not modify the metropolitan planning process beyond what was established by MAP-21 and 
the FAST Act. Therefore, the following 10 planning factors utilized for the 2045 MTP will be 
applied to the 2050 update: 

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

2) Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
3) Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized 

users. 
4) Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
5) Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality 

of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvements and State and 
local planned growth and economic development patterns. 

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

National Goals — It is in the interest of the United States to focus the Federal-aid highway 
program on the following national goals: 

1) Safety — To achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on 
all public roads. 

2) Infrastructure condition — To maintain the highway infrastructure asset system in a 
state of good repair. 

3) Congestion reduction — To achieve a significant reduction in congestion on the 
National Highway System. 

4) System reliability — To improve the efficiency of the surface transportation system. 
5) Freight movement and economic vitality — To improve the National Highway Freight 

Network, strengthen the ability of rural communities to access national and 
international trade markets, and support regional economic development. 

6) Environmental sustainability — To enhance the performance of the transportation 
system while protecting and enhancing the natural environment. 

7) Reduced project delivery delays — To reduce project costs, promote jobs and the 
economy, and expedite the movement of people and goods by accelerating project 
completion through eliminating delays in the project development and delivery 
process, including reducing regulatory burdens and improving agencies’ work 
practices. 
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7) Promote efficient system management and operation. 
8) Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
9) Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 

stormwater impacts of surface transportation. 
10) Enhance travel and tourism. 

Table 5: Federal Planning Programs and Performance Measures 

Core Federal Program Performance Measures 
Highway Safety Number of fatalities 

Rate of fatalities 
Number of serious injuries 
Rate of serious injuries 
Number of non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries 

Transit Asset Management Equipment, rolling stock, infrastructure, and facilities meeting 
good repair standards. 

System Preservation Percent of pavement in good condition based on roadway 
type 
Percent of bridges in good condition 

System Performance Level of travel time reliability – person miles 
Level of travel time reliability – truck travel 
Peak hour excessive delay per capita 
Non-single occupant vehicle travel 
Reduction of on-road mobile source emissions 

Transit Safety Reportable fatalities 
Reportable fatalities per vehicle revenue miles 
Reportable injuries 
Reportable injuries per vehicle revenue miles 
Reportable safety events 
Rate of reportable events per vehicle revenue miles 
System reliability 

Recent Federal Actions 

On January 20, 2025, President Trump issued an Executive Order rescinding all diversity, equity, 
inclusion, and accessibility initiatives within the Federal government, within federal funding 
initiatives, and encouraging the private sector to do the same. The next day, January 21, 2025, 
President Trump issued an order rescinding Executive Order 12898 of February 11, 1994 
(Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income 
Populations). Both of these actions suggest that the use of the words “diversity”, “equity”, 
“inclusion”, or “accessibility” should be discouraged in the 2050 LRTP.  

Similarly, another Executive Order issued on January 20, 2025, titled “Unleashing American 
Energy” attempted to halt funding under the IIJA and Inflation Reduction Act specifically for 
electric vehicles, and also rescinded multiple prior executive orders related to climate change. 
This executive order did not discourage the development of electric vehicles but rather 
promoted freedom of choice by consumers. Therefore, references to electric vehicles need not 
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be removed. However, it is advisable to reconsider the use of words such as “climate change,” 
“resiliency,” and “extreme weather.” The goals and objectives have been revised to address 
these recent actions.  

State Requirements 

The Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council (MPOAC) and Florida’s MPOs have 
worked with the Federal planning partners (FHWA and FTA) and the FDOT to identify and 
document expectations relating to meeting federal long range planning requirements. The 
Federal Strategies for Implementation Requirements for LRTP Updates for the Florida Metropolitan 
Planning Organizations (MPOs), which can be found in Appendix 2, outlines a series of topics 
including stakeholder coordination, fiscal constraint, emerging issues, and a series of technical 
topics. This document has not been updated since its issuance in January 2018 and therefore 
did not result in any changes to the goals, objectives, and measures for the 2050 LRTP.  

Public Engagement 

As part of the 2050 LRTP, the MPO 
hosted two public workshops and 
disseminated a survey. The goal of these 
engagements was to gather feedback on 
the goals, objectives, and measures for 
the plan, and the types of transportation 
projects and investments our 
communities would like to see over the 
next 25 years in Sarasota and Manatee 
counties. This section summarizes key 
findings from these efforts. Detailed 
information is provided in Appendix 3. 

Key Findings from the Public Workshops 

Feedback from the public workshops highlighted several key transportation priorities aimed at 
improving safety, connectivity, and efficiency across the region. Participants were asked to 
choose their priorities in five areas. 

• Transit 
• Technology 
• Bikes, Sidewalks and Trails 
• Roads and Bridges 
• Alternative Modes 
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Below are the common themes and greatest priorities by area. 

Transit 

Transit was seen as a potential solution to alleviate congestion, with recommendations for bus 
rapid transit (BRT) and improved bus stops. Transit priorities were focused on improving 
accessibility, efficiency, and multimodal integration. 

Alternative Modes 

There was strong support for enhancing regional 
transit connectivity, including proposals for light 
rail, tram lines, and increased service frequency, 
along with a focus on multimodal solutions such 
as bike and scooter sharing, water taxis, and golf 
carts. 

Technology 

The workshops explored the role of technology in 
enhancing safety, efficiency, and multimodal 
transportation. Technology was emphasized, with suggestions for safety improvements like 
Leading Pedestrian Intervals (LPIs), LED lights, and raised pavement markers to enhance 
visibility and traffic flow. Additionally, there was a call for integrating connected vehicles and 
intelligent signal systems to improve traffic and pedestrian safety. 

Bikes, Sidewalks and Trails 

The workshops highlighted the importance of creating practical, safe, and accessible biking, 
walking, and trail systems. Key themes include separated and connected bike and pedestrian 
facilities, safer crosswalks, and extended trail hours for better accessibility. 

Roads and Bridges 

In terms of road and bridge infrastructure, 
roundabouts, speed tables, and road diets were 
recommended to improve traffic flow and 
pedestrian safety. Participants also emphasized the 
importance of maintaining bridges, addressing road 
congestion through elevated toll roads, and 
ensuring better integration of road design with land 
use. 

Overall, the workshops underscored the need for 
safer, more connected infrastructure to improve 
transportation efficiency and promote multimodal travel. 
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Key Findings from Polling at North Port Public Workshop 

At the public workshop hosted 
on December 10, 2024, 
participants were polled 
throughout the LRTP 
presentation using Poll 
Everywhere.  

Participants were asked about 
the type of projects they would 
most like to see funded based on 
the concepts that have been 
historically prioritized by the 
MPO as part of the LRTP. The 
investment areas are illustrated 
in Figure 4.  

 
Figure 4: Preferred Types of Projects to Fund (Polling Results) 

When asked where the MPO should focus future planning, the top three concepts were: 

• Multimodal 
• Safety 
• Transit  

When asked to rank the eight goals from the 2045 plan, participants ranked the goals in the 
following order: 

1) Safety 
2) Mobility 
3) Infrastructure 
4) Livability 
5) Environment 
6) Project Delivery 
7) Economy 
8) Technology 

Key Findings from the Public Survey 

In November 2024, an online public survey was published to capture the public’s input on the 
Sarasota Manatee MPO 2050 Long Range Transportation Plan. The survey was posted on the 
MPO’s website and shared on social media. The survey received 722 responses and closed in 
early February 2025. The survey consisted of 13 topical questions with 7 demographic/ 
respondent information questions. This section highlights the key findings related to the 

56%33%

11%
Transit
improvements

Bicycle/Pedestrian
/Trails

Intersection and
Operational
Improvements
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development of the goals, objectives, and measures. A copy of the online survey and a 
summary of the results are included in Appendix 3. 

Future Travel Preferences 

When asked how they wanted to move around in the future, the most selected response was 
enhanced public transit options, followed closely by continued use of a personal vehicle and 
active transportation. There was less interest in shared, connected, and electric vehicles and 
shared mobility options. Figure 5 provides a summary of the responses to this question.  

Figure 5: Responses to How Would You Like to Move Around the Area in 25 Years 

 
Visioning Survey Follow Up 

As a follow up to the survey conducted during Phase 1 of the LRTP, participants were asked to 
rank the four most frequently selected aspects of the vision scenarios from most to least 
important. Providing more multimodal options including safe walking and biking, safeguarding 
treasured environmental resources, and building, upgrading, and managing our transportation 
facilities to reduce the adverse impacts of natural disasters were ranked very close to each 
other. The public has less interest in preparing for new technologies.  
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LRTP Goals 

As noted in the Goals and Objectives Snapshot, the public selected Safety, Infrastructure, and 
Environment as the top three goals that are most important to them. The Economy and Project 
Delivery goals were ranked as least important. As shown in Figure 6, the remaining goals related 
to Livability, Mobility, and Technology were in the middle.  

Figure 6: Ranking of Proposed LRTP Goals 

 

LRTP Funding Priorities 

When asked to identify priorities, either by project type or for funding, there is some disconnect 
with the ranking of the goals. The top projects selected are focused on objectives from the 
Mobility/Reliability goal, including reducing travel time and congestion, providing more options 
for travel beyond relying on a personal vehicle, and intersection improvements. However, safety 
and environmental objectives were also ranked highly. For more information, see the responses 
to questions 5 and 6 in Appendix 3.  

The remainder of the topical survey questions were follow up questions about the types of 
projects respondents want to see. The details of the responses to these questions, along with 
the demographic/respondent information questions are provided in Appendix 3.  
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2.0 APPENDIX 1: 2050 LRTP PRIORITIZATION CRITERIA AND 
SCORING 
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Safety Factors 

Category Prioritization Scoring Criteria Points 

Total number of crashes 
(5 points max) 

Project intersects with high crash location 
on the High Injury Network 

5 

Project intersects with medium crash 
location on the High Injury Network 

3 

Project intersects with low crash location 
on the High Injury Network 

1 

Number of non-motorized 
(bike/ped) crashes 

(5 points max) 

Bicycle or pedestrian project intersects 
with high non-motorized crash location on 
the High Injury Network   

5 

Bicycle or pedestrian project intersects 
with medium non-motorized crash 
location on the High Injury Network  

3 

Bicycle or pedestrian project intersects 
with low non-motorized crash location on 
the High Injury Network 

1 

Vulnerable Users 
(2 points) 

Project provides new pedestrian 
crossings or bike lanes in high or 
medium-high non-motorized crash 
location (Red or Orange on map) (Specify 
in application) 

2 

Evacuation Route 
(3 points max) 

Project is located on a designated 
evacuation route in Zones A-B 

3 

Project is located on a designated 
evacuation route in Zones C-E 

1 

 

Network Weighting Percentages 

Community Regional Inter-Regional Active Transportation Plan  

40% 25% 25% 40% 
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Infrastructure Factors 

Category Prioritization Scoring Criteria Points 

Bridge Condition 
(4 points max) 

Project on an arterial roadway and includes 
rehab/replacement of bridge in poor 
condition 

4 

Project on a collector or local roadway and 
includes rehab/replacement of bridge in 
poor condition 

2 

Project on an arterial roadway and includes 
rehab/replacement of bridge in fair 
condition 

1 

Project on a collector or local roadway and 
includes rehab/replacement of bridge in 
fair condition 

1 

Pavement Condition 
(5 points max) 

Project includes replacement of pavement 
in poor condition 5 

Project includes replacement of pavement 
in fair condition 3 

Resiliency 
(2 points) 

Top Tier Recommendation from Resiliency 
Vulnerability Assessment Phase 2 2 

Resiliency 
(4 points max) 

Project improves resiliency Tier 1 Facility 
from Resiliency Vulnerability Assessment 
(Phase 1) 

4 

Project improves resiliency Tier 2 Facility 
from Resiliency Vulnerability Assessment 
(Phase 1) 

2 

 

Network Weighting Percentages 

Community Regional Inter-Regional Active Transportation Plan  

15% 15% 8% 5% 
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Mobility and Technology Factors 

Category Prioritization Scoring Criteria Points 

Existing Congestion 
Levels 

(3 points max) 

Existing V/C ratio > 1.20 3 

Existing V/C ratio between 1.05 and 1.20 2 

Existing V/C ratio between 0.75 and 1.05 1 

Future Congestion 
Levels 

(1 point max) 

Future V/C ratio between 0.75 and 1.05  1 

Future V/C ratio between 1.05 and 1.20  1 

Future V/C ratio > 1.20  1 

Multi Modal 
Improvements  
(4 points max) 

Project includes construction or improvement of 
sidewalks or trails greater than 7 feet wide 2 

Project includes construction or improvement of 
sidewalks or trails 5 - 7 feet wide 1 

Project includes construction or improvement of 
bicycle facility 6 - 7 feet on street/separated 
facility  

2 

Project includes construction or improvement of 
bicycle facility 4 - 5 feet on street  1 

Alternative Transit 
Service  

(3 points max) 

Project is located along a transit route 3 

Project intersects a transit route 2 

Project is within 1/4 mile of a transit route 1 

Intersection  
(1 point) Project includes operational improvements  1 

ITS/ATMS 
(2 points max) 

Cost Feasible TSM&O Corridor  2 

TSM&O Needs Project or Candidate Project  1 

Reliability 
(1 point) 

Multimodal project located on Travel Time 
Reliability priority segment 1 

 

Network Weighting Percentages 

Community Regional Inter-Regional Active Transportation Plan  

6% 30% 40% 15% 
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Economy Factors 

Category Prioritization Scoring Criteria Points 

Economic 
Development 

(3 points) 

Project located within established CRA, 
brownfield, Enterprise Zone, Port 
Encouragement Zone or other locally 
established special district 

3 

Freight Network 
(3 points max) 

Project on regional Freight Mobility 
Corridor 3 

Project on Freight Distribution Route 2 

Project on Freight Activity Street 1 

Freight Access 
(4 points max) 

Project provides direct access to high 
freight activity area 4 

Project provides direct access to medium 
freight activity area 2 

Project provides direct access to low 
freight activity area 0 

% of daily truck 
volumes 

(2 points max) 

Project on segment with daily truck 
volumes 6,001 - 15,000 2 

Project on segment with daily truck 
volumes 3,501 - 6,000 1 

Tourism & Special 
Generators  
(3 points) 

Project is within ¼ mile of a special 
generator 3 

 

Network Weighting Percentages 

Community Regional Inter-Regional Active Transportation Plan  

4% 10% 15% 5% 
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Environment and Livability Factors 

Category Prioritization Scoring Criteria Points 

Environmental 
Mitigation 
(4 points) 

The Project limits do not contain a critical habitat 1 

The Project limits do not require mitigation for wetland 
impacts 1 

The project limits do not contain endangered species 1 

The project limits do not overlap with the Florida Wildlife 
Corridor (including Opportunity Corridors) 1 

Transit Service  
(4 points) 

Project improves accessibility to transit in an area with a 
below average life expectancy 2 

Project addresses ADA compliance issues through retrofit at 
transit stops 1 

Project includes transit shelters at priority stops  1 

Multimodal 
Livability 

(2 points max) 

Multimodal project is located within an area with high 
housing cost burdens 2 

Multimodal project is located within an area with an above 
average rate of zero-car households  2 

Low Life Expectancy 
(2 points) 

Multimodal project is located in an area with a below average 
life expectancy 2 

Walkability & 
Bikeability 
(1 point) 

Multimodal project improves nonmotorized access in 0.5 mi 
buffer of 15-min accessibility areas to essential services, 
including groceries, medical facilities, parks, and schools   

1 

Transportation 
Accessibility 

(2 points max) 

Multimodal project is located in an area with a low level of 
access to transit options 2 

Multimodal project is located in an area with a low level of 
access to transportation options 2 

 

Network Weighting Percentages 

Community Regional Inter-Regional Active Transportation Plan  

25% 10% 4% 30% 
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Project Delivery Factors 

Category Prioritization Scoring Criteria Points 

Current Project 
Status 

(3 points max) 

Needed right-of-way for project has been acquired 3 

Project right-of-way is fully funded in FDOT Work Program 2 

Project design is fully funded in FDOT Work Program 2 

Project PD&E has been completed with preferred alternative 
defined 1 

Project Cost 
Sharing 

(3 points max) 

At least 50% of project cost is a local match 3 

25% - 50% of project cost is a local match 2 

15% - 25% of project cost is a local match 1 

Operational 
Commitment 

(1 point) 
Project includes private partner - requires special agreement 1 

Local Priority 
(4 points max) 

Project is priority #1 for submitting agency 4 

Project is priority #2 for submitting agency 3 

Project is priority #3 for submitting agency 2 

Implement 
Feasibility Study  

(2 points) 
Project is a recommendation of MPO or FDOT feasibility study 2 

LRTP Consistency  
(2 points max) 

Proposed project is in first 5-year time band of the Financially 
Feasible Plan 2 

Proposed project is listed in the Financially Feasible Plan 
beyond first 5-year time band 1 

 

Network Weighting Percentages 

Community Regional Inter-Regional Active Transportation Plan  

10% 10% 8% 5% 
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3.0 APPENDIX 2: THE FEDERAL STRATEGIES FOR 
IMPLEMENTATION REQUIREMENTS FOR LRTP UPDATES FOR 
THE FLORIDA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATIONS 
(MPOS) 
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4.0 APPENDIX 3: PUBLIC WORKSHOP AND SURVEY SUMMARIES 
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4.1 Online Public Survey Summary and Results 

Question 1: “In the future (25 years from now), how would you like to be moving around the 
area? (Select all that apply.)” 

When asked how they wanted to move around in the future, the most selected response was 
enhanced public transit options, followed closely by continued use of a personal vehicle and 
active transportation. There was less interest in shared, connected, and electric vehicles and 
shared mobility options. 
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Question 2: “You selected ‘using enhanced public transit options’ and/or ‘relying on active 
transportation’ in the first question. What prevents you from doing it more now?” 

When asked what prevents them from using public transit options and/or active transportation, 
over 2/3 of respondents chose transit takes too much time, there is no direct route and/or the 
schedule doesn’t work for me, followed by locations they visit are too far away, and that they do 
not feel comfortable.  In the open-ended “Other” category, most referenced public transit 
accessibility, referencing the distance required to reach a bus stop or a perceived lack of safety 
to reach the bus stop. 
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Other Public Transit/Active Transportation Responses 
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Question 3: “During the Visioning Survey (Survey #1), the following responses were the most 
frequently selected responses to ‘what interests you the most’ about each of the four 
scenarios. Please rank these responses from most to least important for you.” 

The responses to this question indicated a fairly even interest in three of the four options: 
safeguarding treasured environmental assets, providing more multimodal options, and building, 
upgrading, and managing our transportation facilities. There was slightly lower interest in 
preparing for new technologies.  
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Question 4: “The following are the eight goals from the 2045 plan. Please rank them in order 
of most to least importance to you.” 

When respondents were asked to rank the eight goals from the 2045 plan, Safety/Security, 
Infrastructure/Resilience, and Environment/Conservations were the top three choices. 
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Question 5: As the MPO prioritizes transportation projects that will be funded in the 2050 plan, 
which of the following are the most important factors we should consider? Please select 5. 
Note: If you select fewer than or more than 5 options you will not be able to move on to the 
next set of questions.  

When asked to choose the five most important factors the MPO should consider, respondents 
chose reducing travel time and congestion, followed by providing more options for moving 
around, protecting critical habitat, enhancing safety for all users, and improving resiliency to 
extreme weather events.  

All Responses 

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Reducing travel time and congestion 58.6% 
Providing more options for moving around (less reliance on cars) 50.2% 
Protecting critical habitat and endangered species 49.8% 
Enhancing safety for all users 40.3% 
Improving resiliency to extreme weather events 39.9% 
Maintenance of existing facilities 27.0% 
Expanding regional connections 26.1% 
Increasing access to essential services and affordable housing 25.9% 
Preparing for future technologies, like self-driving, connected, electric, and/or shared 
vehicles 

23.2% 

Ensuring efficient evacuation and return times 22.5% 
Reducing delay in project development and construction 20.1% 
Increasing access to bus stops and other transit facilities 17.8% 
Supporting growth in appropriate areas 16.9% 
Supporting energy conservation 16.0% 
Promoting public health 14.2% 
Ensuring equity in transportation decisions 10.1% 
Implementing previously identified projects 9.9% 
Improving access for persons with disabilities 9.7% 
Improving access to tourist destinations 8.3% 
Supporting freight and goods movement 7.4% 
Prioritizing projects with matching funds 6.1% 

 
  



 

GOALS, OBJECTIVES & MEASURES APPENDIX 3 | 8 

Question 6: The following are concepts that have been prioritized and funded by the MPO in 
previous Long Range Transportation Plans. Where would you like to see the MPO continue to 
invest funding? Please select up to 6 options. Some options may have follow-up questions. 

When respondents were asked to choose up to six concepts they would like to see the MPO to 
continue investing funding, the majority chose technologies to improve traffic, followed by safer 
walking, intersection improvements, alternative transportation modes, transit improvements, 
and more recreational trails. 

All Responses 

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Technologies to improve traffic flow and safety 71.0% 

Safer walking conditions 59.7% 

Intersection improvements 57.7% 

Alternative Transportation Modes 47.5% 

Transit improvements 46.4% 

More recreational (off-street) trails 45.5% 

Safer bike facilities 43.0% 

New or improved bridges 37.6% 

Preparing for future technologies, like self-driving, electric, or shared cars 32.9% 

Wider roads (adding more lanes) 29.1% 

New interstate access points 20.5% 
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Question 7: “You selected "safer bike facilities." What types of projects would you like to see 
funded?” 

Separated (off-street) bike lanes and protected bikes lanes were of almost equal importance to 
respondents, followed by designated bike lanes when asked what types of safer bike facilities 
projects they would like to see funded. In the open-ended “Other” category, most respondents 
referenced bike infrastructure including expanding rail trails, building out existing bike corridors, 
and dedicated multi-use trails. 

 
Other Responses 
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Question 8: “You selected "safer walking conditions." What types of projects would you like to 
see funded?” 

When asked what types of safer walking conditions funding they would like to see funded, a 
majority of respondents chose better connected sidewalks, followed by more crosswalks and 
wider sidewalks, which were almost of equal importance. In the “Other” category, crosswalks 
and traffic lights were referenced most often, followed by a number of specific sidewalk 
projects such as smoother sidewalks, more and continuous sidewalks, and shaded and lit 
sidewalks.  

 
Other Responses 
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Question 9: “You selected "more recreational (off-streets) trails." What types of projects would 
you like to see funded?” 

When asked what types of recreational trails projects they would like to see funded, just over 
half of respondents chose trails for multiple types of users, followed by trails that are separated 
by type of user. There was less interest in trails for other forms of mobility, like scooters and 
golf carts. In the “Other” category, more trails and connectivity, followed by safer bike trails and 
infrastructure were mentioned most. 

 
Other Responses 
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Question 10: “You selected "transit improvements." What types of projects would you like to 
see funded?” 

Over 3/4 of respondents chose rail transit, such as trams, streetcars, or light rail as their first 
choice when asked what types of transit improvements projects they would like to see funded. 
This was followed by more frequent bus service and bus stop improvements, such as shelters, 
and then longer service hours and different types of bus service. In the “Other” category, most 
comments were focused on adding different types of transit, including regional, express, and 
on-demand services.  
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Other Responses 
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Question 11: “You selected "alternative transportation modes." What types of projects would 
you like to see funded?” 

When asked what types of alternative transportation modes projects they would like to see 
funded, almost half of respondents chose water taxis or ferries, followed by “other,” and lastly, 
aerial trams or gondolas. In the “Other” category, light rail/high-speed rail were referenced most 
often.  

 
Other Responses 
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Question 12: “You selected "new or improved bridges." What types of projects would you like 
to see funded?” 

When respondents were asked what types of new and improved bridges they would like to see 
funded, the majority chose more connections between the barrier islands and the mainland, 
followed by adding bicycle and pedestrian facilities to existing bridges. Few showed interest in 
adding dedicated bus lanes to existing bridges. In the “Other” category, the majority of 
respondents mentioned bridge safety, maintenance, and updates, followed by adding new 
bridges and routes with specific suggestions, such as another bridge over the Manatee River, 
more north-south access into Manatee County, and more bridges across the Manatee River 
leading to Interstates 75 and 275. 

 
Other Responses 
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Question 13: “You selected "intersection improvements." What types of projects would you like 
to see funded?” 

When asked what types of intersection improvement projects they would like to see funded, the 
majority of respondents chose improved signal timing. Respondents showed equal interest in 
more turn lanes and more roundabouts. In the “Other” category, the two most referenced project 
types were related to pedestrian and bike safety, and traffic signals and flow improvements. 
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The next series of questions are the demographic questions asked to understand who 
responded to the survey and how representative the responses are of our region.  

Question 14: “What best describes you?” 

Survey respondents were made up mostly of permanent residents (75.47%), followed by 
seasonal residents (14.25%).  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Resident (permanent) 75.47% 
Resident (seasonal) 14.25% 
Student (College/University/Technical School) 3.27% 
Other (please specify) 3.04% 
Transportation industry professional 1.40% 
Member of local government 1.17% 
Representative of local advocacy group 1.17% 
Prefer not to answer 0.23% 
Elected official 0.00% 
Student (K-12) 0.00% 

 

Question 15: “What is your age?” 

Most survey respondents were between the ages of 65-74, followed by 55-64. 
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Question 16: “What is your racial or ethnic identity?” 

The majority of survey respondents identified as white, though other racial and ethnic groups 
were also identified. 

 

Question 17: “What is your total annual household income?” 

The majority of respondents preferred not to answer this question, and the other respondents 
were nearly equal in three of income ranges, which ranged between $75,000 and over $200,000. 
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Question 18: “What is your gender?” 

The majority of the survey respondents were women. 

 

 

Question 19: Please provide your home zip code. If you are a seasonal FL resident, please 
provide your local zip code. 

The map on the following page shows the frequency of zip code responses provided for this 
question. 

 

 

Question 20: Would you like to receive updates on future surveys, workshops, or events 
related to the 2050 Long Range Transportation Plan? Drop your email in the comment box! 

173 respondents provided an email address. 
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