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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
The LRTP planning process involves a technical analysis of transportation system performance 
and related improvement needs; forecasts of transportation revenues expected to be available 
over the plan horizon; and extensive stakeholder and public engagement to balance the 
performance-based needs with the desires and vision of the region’s communities. The 
technical performance analysis is based on forecasts of projected population and employment 
growth; resulting future traffic; and needed transportation infrastructure improvements. The 
process culminates with the prioritization of projects that can reasonably be assumed to be 
cost feasible with projected revenues. This technical report describes the long-range strategy to 
address those needs for the period between 2031 and 2050, as well as the short-term 
committed improvements in the 2026 to 2030 timeframe. This document describes the 
methodology used to demonstrate cost feasibility and the resulting cost feasible plan projects.  

The 2050 state/federal revenue forecasts provided by the Florida Department of Transportation 
(FDOT) are the principal revenue source used to develop the 2050 Cost Feasible Plan. The FDOT 
forecasts are considerably lower than those used in the 2045 plan adopted in 2020, 
underscoring the importance of the project prioritization process. The 2050 Cost Feasible Plan 
is guided by the following three principles.  

 Complete “pipeline” projects – Pipeline projects are those improvements that are in 
various stages of project development. For many of these projects, funding has already 
been expended for planning, design, and/or Right-Of-Way (ROW) acquisition. This 
strategy is based on the MPO’s project delivery goal to complete transportation 
improvements in a timely manner. 

 Establish Modal Improvement Programs – The use of a programmatic strategy enables 
the MPO to set aside a portion of revenues in the Cost Feasible Plan for various types of 
improvements. Six programs were identified, including Multimodal, Roadway Capacity, 
Resiliency, Transportation System Management and Operation (TSM&O), Intersection 
Improvements, and Safety. Each of the programs includes between five and twenty 
priority improvements that will be advanced based on project readiness. 

 Proportional Funding – The funding allocation to the various modal programs is based 
on a cost-efficiency standard that recognizes the benefit/cost relationship of various 
improvement types. For example, a roadway capacity improvement that costs upwards 
of $10 million may improve mobility on a one-mile section of roadway, whereas the 
same amount of funding can be used to improve safety for 10 miles of roadways. 

Additionally, the need for capacity improvements is recognized and facilities were identified for 
funding and implementation by FDOT and/or local jurisdictions. The LRTP planning process is 
iterative and ongoing to some extent, with updates occurring at least every five years. Funding 
programs can change; for example, the next federal transportation funding legislation is 
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currently being developed and it is hoped that additional revenues beyond those projected will 
be authorized.  

2.0 COST FEASIBLE PLAN DEVELOPMENT 
The 2050 Cost Feasible Plan identifies regional transportation investments and programs for 
the period between 2026 and 2050, accounting for transportation revenues estimated to be 
available in the future and allocation of those revenues to eligible projects and improvement 
programs.  
 
The process used to identify projects in the Cost Feasible Plan includes a combination of 
technical analysis, public and stakeholder input and recognition of established MPO priorities 
through the List of Project Priorities adopted by the MPO Governing Board. Figure 1 depicts that 
process in three phases, including Needs Assessment, Revenue Forecasting, and Cost Feasible 
Plan Development. The Needs Assessment process focused on the use of travel demand 
forecasts based on projected growth and socioeconomic changes, as well as a performance-
based planning process to understand and quantify regional transportation improvement needs. 
The Revenue Forecasting component includes the identification of local, state, and federal 
transportation funding and estimation of funding expected to be available in the future. The 
Cost Feasible Plan 
development 
process uses the 
performance data 
and public and 
stakeholder input to 
prioritize the 
identified needs and 
allocates funding to 
those priorities. 
Agency stakeholders 
and the public were 
involved at each key 
milestone in this 
process through 
committee and 
Board presentations, 
individual town tour 
meetings with each 
jurisdiction, a public 
workshop, and 
public survey.  
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1st Five Years
Identify short-term projects 
funded in FDOT Work 
Program.

Agency Coordination
Identify city, county, state 
transportation projects 
beyond 2030.

Town Tours
Coordination with jurisdictions, 
public to identify priorities

Project Prioritization
Score projects using data 
driven analysis.

Committee Review
Presented priority projects to 
Technical and Citizen advisory 
committees June, 2025

Revenue Forecasts
Estimate future revenues by 
source, including local, state, 
federal funding programs.

Committee Review
Presented revenue forecasts to 
Technical and Citizen advisory 
committees March, 2025

2050 Cost Feasible Plan
Estimate future revenues by source, 
including local, state, federal funding 
programs.

Needs Assessment
Use technical process to 
evaluate performance and 
identify needs
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3.0 REVENUE PROJECTIONS 
The LRTP is required by federal law to demonstrate the feasibility of improvements contained in 
the cost feasible plan. FDOT and the MPO produced forecasts of revenues that can reasonably 
be assumed to be available in the timeframe between 2026 and 2050 for the purpose of 
balancing against project costs in the cost feasible plan. This section provides a summary of 
those forecasts, including Federal, State, and Local revenue sources used for transportation 
investments. While the revenue forecasts include local revenues, the MPO Cost Feasible Plan 
focuses on Federal and State revenue allocation. 

For the period between 2026 and 2030, transportation revenues are already programmed in 
FDOT’s Work Program and the MPO’s Transportation Improvement Program. The forecasts 
prepared by the LRTP project team, therefore, begin in the year 2031. The primary assumptions 
used to forecast revenues include:  

 Historical receipts of fuel and sales tax revenues; 

 Expected population growth; 

 Expected changes in fuel efficiency; and 

 Expected Inflation. 

The total revenue projected to be available between the years 2031 and 2050 for transportation 
improvements is $8.4 billion, inclusive of Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) funding, in Year of 
Expenditure dollars (YOE). The following section describes the revenue forecasting process and 
summarizes the results.  

3.1 STATE/FEDERAL REVENUES 
Federal and State transportation revenue forecasts were provided to the MPO by FDOT, based 
on the Florida Revenue Estimating Conference estimates of future revenues. Many of the 
revenue programs in the FDOT forecasts include both MPO level allocations and Statewide and 
FDOT Districtwide allocations. For the latter, FDOT provided an apportionment spreadsheet to 
assist the MPO’s in District 1 to estimate the portion of districtwide revenue that can be 
estimated at the MPO level. The apportionment is based on Bureau of Business and Economic 
Research (BEBR) population estimates in each of the future year timebands in the Cost Feasible 
Plan. For Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) investments, the revenue estimates were not 
provided by FDOT, but the MPO accounted for SIS revenue by aggregating project costs in the 
Sarasota Manatee region as reflected in the SIS 2050 Cost Feasible Plan. The FDOT revenue 
forecasts do not project potential future growth in anticipated federal revenues, but the MPO is 
required to represent costs in Year Of Expenditure (YOE) terms based on an average three 
percent rate of annual inflation. The summary of Federal/State revenue forecasts in Table 1 
includes the following programs: 

 Surface Transportation Blog Grant (STBG) 
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 Transportation Alternatives (TA) 

 State Highway System (SHS, non-SIS) 

 Other Roads (Non-SHS, non-SIS) 

 Transit Formula 

Other non-capital and bridge replacement revenues are estimated by FDOT at the districtwide 
and statewide level and are not accounted for in the 2050 Cost Feasible Plan. The assumption 
is that for the following programs, FDOT accounts for them at the state or district level, and they 
are not provided at the MPO level: 

 Safety 

 Resurfacing 

 Bridge repair and replacement 

 Operation and maintenance 

 Administration 
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Table 1. Federal/State Future Revenue Estimates (in millions YOE $) 

Revenue Source 2031‐35 2036‐40 2041‐50 
20‐Year 

Total 

SIS $ - $ 17.5 $ 772.0 $789.5 

MPO-Specific  

STBG (SU) $ 49.5 $ 49.5 $ 99.0 $198.0 

Transportation Alternatives (TALU) $ 9.0 $ 9.0 $ 18.1 $36.2 

State Highway System (SHS) non-SIS $ 31.2 $ 32.5 $ 66.1 $129.8 
Other Roads, Non-SHS, Non-SIS $ 16.2 $ 16.8 $ 34.2 $67.2 

Transit Formula $ 18.9 $ 19.8 $ 40.3 $78.9 

SUB-TOTAL MPO-Specific (inc. SIS)   $124.8 $ 145.1 $ 1,029.7 $1,299.6 

Districtwide 
(proportioned 
for Sarasota/ 
Manatee 
region) 

STBG (SA) $ 15.5 $ 15.4 $ 30.8 $61.7 

Transportation Alternatives (TALT) $ 9.1 $ 9.0 $ 18.0 $36.1 

Transit Discretionary $ 9.5 $ 9.7 $ 19.5  $38.7 

Transportation Regional Incentives Program (TRIP) $ 10.0 $ 10.4 $ 21.2 $41.5 

SUB-TOTAL Districtwide Proportion $ 44.1 $ 44.5 $ 89.5 $178.1 

MPO-Specific + 
Districtwide 
Proportioned 

STBG (SU) $65.0 $64.9 $129.8 $259.7 

Transportation Alternatives (TALU) $18.1 $18.1 $36.1 $72.3 

State Highway System (SHS) non-SIS $31.2 $32.5 $66.1 $129.8 

Other Roads, Non-SHS, Non-SIS $16.2 $16.8 $34.2 $67.2 

Transit Formula $28.4 $29.4 $59.8 $117.6 

Transportation Regional Incentives Program (TRIP) $10.0 $10.4 $21.2 $41.5 

TOTAL STATE/FEDERAL $168.9 $189.6 $1,119.2 $1,477.7 

 
3.2 LOCAL REVENUES 
Local revenues, while not required to be included in the LRTP, were forecast to provide a 
comprehensive accounting of transportation investment resources for improvements on local 
roadways. The Cost Feasible Plan does not include specific local roadway improvements 
funded with local revenues, only local federal aid-eligible roadway projects funded with 
Federal/State revenues. The local revenues are nevertheless an important resource that can be 
utilized to provide local match to some Federal/State funding programs, or to fund program 
improvements as funding becomes available. The local sources included in tables 2 and 3 
include both state distributed fuel tax revenues, as well as local option fuel tax, sales surtax, and 
impact/mobility fee revenues, all of which were estimated based on historical receipts and 
expected population growth. In the case of fuel taxes, a combination of annual historical receipt 
growth, extrapolated to 2050, and per capita annual receipts factored by annual population 
estimates between 2031 and 2050, were used to estimate future revenues. Sales surtax 
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estimates are based on a similar methodology, but municipal and county mobility and impact 
fees are based on a more detailed analysis of expected population and employment growth, 
using the District 1 Regional Travel Demand Model 2050 input data. The sector-specific 
employment growth and population growth were factored by respective impact or mobility rate 
schedules to estimate future revenues. 

Table 2. Manatee County Future Revenue Estimates (in millions YOE $) 

Revenue Source 2031-2035 2036-2040 2041-2050 20‐Year Total 

State-Distributed Fuel Tax Revenues 

Constitutional Fuel Tax $ 24.5 $ 28.8 $ 73.7 $127.0  

County Fuel Tax $ 10.8 $ 12.7 $ 32.5 $56.0  

TOTAL STATE FUEL TAXES $ 35.3 $ 41.5 $ 106.2 $183.0  

Local Fuel Tax Revenues 

Ninth Cent $ 15.9 $ 18.8 $ 47.3 $82.0  

6‐cent Local Option (County) $ 89.4 $ 105.8 $ 266.6 $461.8  

5‐cent Local Option (County) $ 62.7 $ 74.1 $ 186.9 $323.7  

TOTAL LOCAL FUEL TAXES $ 168.0 $ 198.7 $ 500.8 $867.5 

Discretionary Infrastructure Sales Surtax 

TOTAL SALES SURTAX $ 255.0 $ 317.9 $ 869.6 $1,442.5 

Local Transit Revenues 

Local Operating Revenues $ 62.6 $ 69.9 $ 153.1 $285.6 

Local Capital Revenues $ 1.0 $ 0.5 $ 1.1 $2.6 

TOTAL TRANSIT REVENUES $ 63.6 $ 70.4 $ 154.2 $288.2  

Local Transportation Impact Fees 

County $ 172.9 $ 209.0 $ 519.9 $901.8  

Municipalities $ 4.4 $ 5.3 $ 13.2 $22.9  

TOTAL IMPACT FEES $ 177.3 $ 214.4 $ 533.1 $924.8 

Total State-Distributed and Local Revenues 

STATE-DISTRIBUTED/LOCAL TOTAL $ 699.2 $ 842.9 $ 2,163.9 $3,706.0 
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Table 3. Sarasota County Future Revenue Estimates (in millions YOE $) 
Revenue Source 2031-2035 2036-2040 2041-2050 20‐Year Total 

State-Distributed Fuel Tax Revenues 

Constitutional Fuel Tax $ 22.7 $ 26.7 $ 68.4 $117.8  

County Fuel Tax $ 10.0 $ 11.8 $ 30.2 $52.0  

TOTAL STATE FUEL TAXES $ 32.7 $ 38.5 $ 98.6 $169.8  

Local Fuel Tax Revenues 

Ninth Cent $ 14.5 $ 17.0 $ 42.1 $73.6  

6‐cent Local Option (County) $ 52.4 $ 61.1 $ 151.5 $265.0  

6‐cent Local Option (municipal) $ 25.3 $ 28.2 $ 66.5 $120.0  

5‐cent Local Option (County) $ 37.9 $ 44.2 $ 109.6 $191.7  

5‐cent Local Option (municipal) $ 18.9 $ 21.0 $ 49.6 $89.5  

TOTAL LOCAL FUEL TAXES $ 149.0 $ 171.4 $ 419.1 $739.5  

Discretionary Infrastructure Sales Surtax 

TOTAL SALES SURTAX $ 200.1 $ 246.0 $ 661.8 $1,107.9  
 

Local Transit Revenues 

Local Operating Revenues $ 137.1 $ 145.7 $ 312.9 $595.7  

Local Capital Revenues $ 1.2 $ 2.1 $ 4.6 $7.9  

TOTAL TRANSIT REVENUES $ 138.3 $ 147.8 $ 317.5 $603.6  

Local Transportation Impact Fees 

County $ 43.9 $ 53.1 $ 132.0 $229.0  

Municipalities $ 72.5 $ 87.7 $ 218.2 $378.4  

TOTAL IMPACT FEES $ 116.4 $ 140.8 $ 350.2 $607.4  

Total State-Distributed and Local Revenues 

STATE-DISTRIBUTED/LOCAL TOTAL $ 636.5  $ 744.5 $ 1,847.2 $3,228.2 
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4.0 PRIORITIZATION PROCESS 
The project prioritization process used to evaluate improvement needs and develop a cost 
feasible plan is extremely important, particularly in the context of aggregate costs of identified 
needed improvements far exceeding the revenue forecasts. The process involves both a 
technical, goal-driven analytical framework and a stakeholder/public input process to reflect a 
performance-based planning approach  responsive to the vision, desires, and needs of the 
traveling public in the region. The outcome must balance desired projects with estimated 
revenue, recognizing regional transportation needs in the geographic area.  

An additional important consideration is the status of the needs projects. For those that have 
been included in past plan updates and for which pre-construction phases have either already 
been completed or are programmed in the FDOT Work Program, it is generally expected by 
implementing agencies, the public, and local decision-makers that the completion of those 
projects be prioritized. These projects are typically referred to as Pipeline projects, reflecting the 
fact that they are in the project development pipeline. 

The technical evaluation criteria are based on the LRTP goals and objectives and include more 
than 70 measures used to evaluate improvements and prioritize them for inclusion in the Cost 
Feasible Plan. The following summarizes the criteria by each LRTP goal. 

Safety 
The MPO’s safety goal includes objectives to improve safety by decreasing the number of 
crashes that occur; improve safety for vulnerable road users; provide safety education to 
residents and visitors; and plan for efficient evacuations when necessary. There are nine safety 
prioritization criteria, as listed in Table 4. 

Table 4. Safety Prioritization Criteria 

Category Prioritization Scoring Criteria Poin
ts 

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 

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 
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Infrastructure 
The MPO’s infrastructure goal includes objectives to preserve and maintain existing 
infrastructure; retrofit and/or replace bridges with multimodal options; and mitigate the impacts 
of stormwater on the transportation system. There are nine infrastructure prioritization criteria, 
as listed in Table 5. 

Table 5. Infrastructure Prioritization Criteria 
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 
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Mobility and Technology 
The MPO’s mobility and technology goal includes objectives to reduce travel time; reduce 
automobile use; expand the connectivity of the network; and implement industry best practices 
to reduce congestion. There are seventeen mobility and technology prioritization criteria, as 
listed in Table 6. 

Table 6. Mobility and Technology Prioritization Criteria 
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 

Context Sensitive Design  
(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 
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Economy 
The MPO’s economy goal includes objectives to stimulate economic development; maintain the 
regional freight network; and improve access to major tourist destinations. There are ten 
economy prioritization criteria, as listed in Table 7. 

Table 7. Economy Prioritization Criteria 
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 
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Environment and Livability 
The MPO’s environment and livability goal includes objectives to reduce vehicle miles traveled; 
safeguard environmentally sensitive areas; promote environmental and public health; and 
improve access to places with non-auto infrastructure. There are eleven environment and 
livability prioritization criteria, as listed in Table 8. 

Table 8. Environment and Livability Prioritization Criteria 
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 

 
  



 

    
14 

Project Delivery 
The MPO’s project delivery goal includes objectives to leverage federal/state revenues with 
local funding; advance projects ready for construction; and implement projects in other plans 
and studies. The project delivery goal is key to the MPO’s strategy to prioritize pipeline projects 
that are in various stages of project development. There are fourteen project delivery 
prioritization criteria, as listed in Table 9. 

Table 9. Project Delivery Prioritization Criteria 
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 
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5.0 COST FEASIBLE PLAN 
The Cost Feasible Plan includes seven components, or categories of projects. The first is the 
pipeline projects that are funded in the plan through construction. The other six categories are 
programs represented by various types of investments. Each of those categories includes a 
prioritized set of improvements, limited to the proportion of funding allocated to the respective 
program funding. The strategic approach to vary the number of projects in the different 
categories reflects the region’s focus on project delivery and cost-efficient performance 
improvement. One of the major challenges associated with project delivery in recent years has 
been the inflationary pressure of construction costs, which have risen dramatically as a result.  
 
Cost-effectiveness is another important consideration driving the composition of the Cost 
Feasible Plan. High-cost capital improvements may provide mobility benefits, but when 
compared to other improvement types, the benefits may not always outweigh the costs. For the 
cost of one mile of roadway capacity improvement for example, almost 70 miles of technology 
improvements can be made, likely achieving a greater measure of success, in terms of 
improving system performance cost-efficiently. Figure 1 portrays the average generalized costs 
of various types of improvements on a per-mile basis. In addition to technology, safety and 
other improvement types are significantly less costly than roadway capacity improvements. The 
institution of this cost-effectiveness strategy in the 2050 Cost Feasible Plan is reflected in the 
variation in total number of projects included in each of the MPO’s Funding Programs. The 
resulting balance of costs and available revenues also is in alignment with the region’s long-
range vision, goals, and objectives. 
 

Figure 1. Relative Cost of One Mile Improvement by Type 
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5.1 PIPELINE PROJECTS 
The Pipeline component of the Cost Feasible Plan includes 81 miles of improvements that 
include multimodal, technology, safety, and intersection improvements. Figures 2 and 3 depict 
the breakdown of projects in the Pipeline section by number of miles and cost, respectively. 

Figure 2. Pipeline Projects by Miles 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 3. Pipeline Projects by Cost (in $ millions) 
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The regional dispersion of cost feasible projects, summarized by miles of improvements, 
indicates the regional nature of the Cost Feasible Plan. Figure 4 displays the allocation. Projects 
within municipalities in aggregate total 33 miles, or 40% of the total, while projects in 
unincorporated areas of the region account for 13 miles, or 17% of all projects. The largest 
single share of miles at 43%, while labeled Regional, may include improvements in both 
municipal and county jurisdictions. This category represents the Advanced Traffic Management 
System (ATMS) project that will be preceded by a required analysis to determine the exact 
location of technology improvements. The regional ATMS allocation shown in Figure 4 is based 
on the planned investment of $7.5 million and a per mile unit cost assumption. 

 
Figure 4. Pipeline Projects by Municipality and County (by miles) 

 
  
Figure 5 depicts the Pipeline projects included funded in the outer years of the Cost Feasible 
Plan (2031-2050). Tables 10 through 13 list the Pipeline projects by timeband. Table 10 
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and the MPO’s FY 2026-2030 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The remainder of the 
tables include projects funded through construction in the respective timeband. Project costs in 
the tables are planning estimates and are subject to change during the project development 
process. As projects are prepared for implementation, some will require local funding to 
supplement state/federal funding in order to advance them. For the purpose of the LRTP, the 
MPO did not allocate local funding to projects, as the MPO only has discretion in the 
prioritization of federal funding. Where available, local funding commitments are shown in the 
tables. 
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Figure 5. Cost Feasible Pipeline Projects 
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Table 10. Projects Funded through Construction in 2026-2030 (in 000’s YOE $) 

ID Facility From To Improvement Location Source 2026-2030 
PD&E PE ROW CST 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
WP_85/ 
4535391 

SR 780/FRUITVILLE 
RD  US 301 HONORE AVE ITS 

INFRASTRUCTURE 
SARASOTA/ 
SARASOTA CO STATE/FEDERAL    $4,783  

4508432* FRUITVILLE RD  LORRAINE RD BOURNESIDE RD ADD LANES & 
RECONSTRUCT SARASOTA CO FED. EARMARK  $4,000    

4335926 SR 45 (US 41)  53RD AVE CORTEZ RD SIDEWALK SARASOTA/SARASOT
A CO/MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL    $5,338  

4496461 SR 45 (US 41)  53RD AVE  CORTEZ RD SAFETY PROJECT SARASOTA/SARASOT
A CO/MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL  $100  $740  $4,680  

4335925 SR 45 (US 41)  69TH AVE (BAY DR) 63 AVE SIDEWALK MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL    $3,401  

4510114 SR 45 (US 41) N OF MYRTLE ST  S OF GENERAL 
SPAATZ BLVD SAFETY PROJECT SARASOTA/ 

MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL    $986 

4551861* SR45(US41) SR776  N OF CENTER RD SAFETY PROJECT SARASOTA CO STATE/FEDERAL  $510    

4449041 SR 45 (USB 41) 8TH AVE W PEDESTRIAN MIDBLOCK CROSSING SAFETY PROJECT BRADENTON STATE/FEDERAL       $2,265  

4559251 SR 684 CORTEZ RD  26TH ST W  301 BLVD E 
ATSPM/CV UPGRADE 

ATMS – ARTERIAL 
TRAFFIC MGMT MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL    $3,500  

4496541 SR 70 (15TH ST E)  30TH AVE E  26TH AVE E SAFETY PROJECT MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL    $1,327 

4551881* SR 70 15TH ST 87TH ST SAFETY PROJECT MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL  $10    

4145068 SR 70  BOURNESIDE BLVD  WATERBURY RD ADD LANES & 
RECONSTRUCT MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL    $1  

4446342* SR 72 E OF I-75  E OF PROCTOR ADD LANES & 
RECONSTRUCT SARASOTA CO STATE/FEDERAL   $3,001      

4446343* SR 72 E OF PROCTOR RD E OF LORRAINE RD ADD LANES & 
RECONSTRUCT SARASOTA CO STATE/FEDERAL   $3,590      

4478871 SR 72 SWIFT RD  SAWYER RD MEDIAN 
MODIFICATION SARASOTA CO STATE/FEDERAL       $3,301  

4478821 SR 776  CHARLOTTE 
COUNTY LINE  

TANGERINE WOODS 
BLVD 

MEDIAN 
MODIFICATION SARASOTA CO STATE/FEDERAL    $2,088  

4535391 SR 780/FRUITVILLE 
RD  US 301 HONORE AVE ATSPM 

CV UPGRADE 
ATMS – ARTERIAL 
TRAFFIC MGMT SARASOTA STATE/FEDERAL    $4,783  

4537301 SR 789 AT BROADWAY  ROUNDABOUT LONGBOAT KEY STATE/FEDERAL 
LOCAL    $5,917 

$1,000 

4557421* US301  9TH ST  TALLEVAST  ATMS – ARTERIAL 
TRAFFIC MGMT 

SARASOTA/ 
SARASOTA CO STATE/FEDERAL  $301    

4448072 US 41 10TH AVE  MANATEE AVE E TRAFFIC OPS 
IMPROVEMENT BRADENTON STATE/FEDERAL    $3,894  

4496531 US 41 MAGELLAN DR  63RD AVE SAFETY PROJECT MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL    $643  

4535381 US 41 (SR 45)  GULF GATE DR  GLENGARY ST  ATMS – ARTERIAL 
TRAFFIC MGMT 

SARASOTA/ 
SARASOTA CO STATE/FEDERAL    $3,700  
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ID Facility From To Improvement Location Source 
2026-2030 

PD&E PE ROW CST 

4535371 US41/S TAMIAMI TR SR758/ 
BEE RIDGE DR SR683/US301  ATMS – ARTERIAL 

TRAFFIC MGMT SARASOTA STATE/FEDERAL    $2,286  

4081853 SR 64 (MANATEE 
AVE) SR 789 PERICO BAY BLVD REPLACE BRIDGE MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL  $251  $148,203 

4302042  SR684 (CORTEZ RD) SR 789 (GULF DR) 123RD ST W REPLACE MOVABLE 
SPAN BRIDGE MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL $1 $75 $3,081 $143,260 

4366762* SR 789 (LONGBOAT 
KEY) NORTH SHORE RD COQUINA PARK 

ENTRANCE REPLACE BRIDGE MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL $20 $7,600   

4366802 SR 789 (RINGLING) BIRD KEY DR SARASOTA HARBOR 
WEST REPLACE BRIDGE SARASOTA STATE/FEDERAL $6 $2,456  $87,369 

4426302 DESOTO BRIDGE  
(US 41) N OF SR 64 HABEN BLVD REPLACE BRIDGE PALMETTO/ 

BRADENTON STATE/FEDERAL $10 $1,641 $3,010 $193,304 

4546491* SR 64 LORRAINE RD VERNA BETHANY RD WIDEN TO 4 LANES MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL $1,000    

4145068 SR 70 BOURNESIDE BLVD WATERBURY RD ADD LANES & 
RECONSTRUCT MANATEE CO SIS    $8,836  

4145062 SR 70 LORRAINE RD WATERBURY RD PD&E MANATEE CO SIS  $3   $1,798  

4206132 I-75 AT FRUITVILLE RD  INTERCHANGE – 
ADD LANES SARASOTA CO SIS  $390   $8,156  

2010326 I-75 AT SR 64  INTERCHANGE – 
MODIFY MANATEE CO SIS    $459  

2012779* I-75 AT SR 681  INTERCHANGE – 
ADD LANES SARASOTA CO SIS $2,501  $3,010    

LOCAL ROADS 

4549771* GATEWAY 
GREENWAY 

SR 64/BOURNESIDE 
BLVD 

COUNTY WATER 
PLANT PD&E/EMO STUDY PALMETTO FED. EARMARK $1,000     

4549781 
LINCOLN PARK 
GATEWAY 
GREENWAY 

LINCOLN PARK WASHINGTON PARK BIKE PATH/TRAIL PALMETTO FED. EARMARK $1,000   $1,900  

4534221 MORGAN JOHNSON  13TH AVE E SR64 SIDEWALK BRADENTON/ 
MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL  $71  $8  $592  

4466802 PINEBROOK RD  S OF E VENCIE AVE  N OF RIDGEWOOD 
AVE 

MISCELLANEOUS 
CONSTRUCTION VENICE STATE/FEDERAL 

LOCAL    $500 
$500  

4494831 PRINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL - SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL SIDEWALK MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL    $402  
CFP_1/ 
4331426 

10TH AVE (US41 
DIV.) 11TH ST 17TH ST CONTEXT 

SENSITIVE DESIGN PALMETTO STATE/FEDERAL    $5,258  

WP_10 57TH ST E 13TH AVE E SR 64 SIDEWALK MANATEE CO STATE/FEDERAL $10  $71  $8  $592  

SUN_1 FRUITVILLE SUN 
TRAIL 

17TH ST REGIONAL 
PARK 

NATHAN 
BENDERSON PARK 

OFF ROAD SHARED-
USE PATH SARASOTA CO STATE/FEDERAL       $2,999  

SUN_2* MANATEE SUN 
TRAIL 75TH ST W RIVERWALK OFF ROAD SHARED-

USE PATH BRADENTON STATE/FEDERAL $2,000        
SUN_3/ 
4559281 

FRUITVILLE SUN 
TRAIL BENEVA RD BOBBY JONES GOLF 

CLUB/CIRCUS BLVD 
OFF ROAD SHARED-
USE PATH SARASOTA STATE/FEDERAL $550      $3,249  
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ID Facility From To Improvement Location Source 
2026-2030 

PD&E PE ROW CST 

4448076 3RD ST E AND 3RD ST W ONE-WAY PAIR TRAFFIC OPS 
IMPROVEMENT BRADENTON STATE/FEDERAL    $2,221  

4528492 51ST ST 53RD AVE W EL CONQUISTADOR 
PKWY 

NEW ROAD 
CONSTRUCTION MANATEE CO FED. EARMARK    $3,500  

4559281* BENEVA RD TO BOBBY JONES GOLF CLUB/CIRCUS BLVD BIKE PATH/TRAIL SARASOTA STATE/FEDERAL $550     

4549451 WINCHESTER BLVD CHARLOTTE 
COUNTY LINE S RIVER RD ADD LANES & 

RECONSTRUCT SARASOTA CO FED. EARMARK    $1,000  

*Project is partially funded. STATE/FEDERAL $3,596 $19,676 $6,847 $640,841 
 LOCAL $0 $0 $0 $1,500 
      FED. EARMARK $2,000 $4,000 $0 $6,400 
      SIS $2,501 $3,403  $0 $19,249 
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Table 11. Projects Funded through Construction in 2031-2035 (in 000’s YOE $) 

  

ID Facility From To Improvement Location Source 2026-2030 2031-2035 
PD&E PE ROW CST PD&E PE ROW CST 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 

CFP_91* SR 72/CLARK RD MIDNIGHT 
PASS RD I-75 ITS 

INFRASTRUCTURE SARASOTA CO  SU 
SHS  $3,913  

 
 

$1,600      
$2,794  

CFP_137** US 41/TAMIAMI TR BENEVA RD PROCTOR RD ITS 
INFRASTRUCTURE SARASOTA CO SHS        $1,397  

WP_74 US 41 MAGELLAN DR 63RD AVE SAFETY MANATEE CO  SHS    $643   $212   $1,415  

CFP_77 SR 64/MANATEE 
AVE AT E BAY DR N/A ROUNDABOUT HOLMES 

BEACH SHS     $407  $1,019  $1,484  $4,074  

2012775 I-75 AT BEE RIDGE 
RD  INTERCHANGE – ADD 

LANES  SIS  $1,624  $17,482      $182,106  

CFP_94 SR 780/ 
FRUITVILLE RD US 301 COBURN RD ITS 

INFRASTRUCTURE 
SARASOTA/ 
SARASOTA CO 

SHS 
SU        $3,046 

$3,046 
LOCAL ROADS 

CFP_1.1 10TH AVE (US41 
DIV.) RIVERSIDE DR 11TH ST CONTEXT SENSITIVE 

DESIGN PALMETTO SU        $18,796  

MISC_7 BOULEVARD OF 
THE ARTS DEAD END E OF N ORANGE 

AVE 
CONTEXT SENSITIVE 
DESIGN SARASOTA OTHER ROADS 

BUILD      $3,653  
  $1,025 

$12,000 

MISC_38 10TH ST US 41 LEMON AVE 
CONTEXT SENSITIVE 
DESIGN (W/ 
ROUNDABOUT) 

SARASOTA 
SU 
OTHER ROADS 
TA 

     
 
$5,312  
 

 
$24,298 

 
$2,700 

ITS_1 ATMS MASTER 
PLAN N/A N/A ITS 

INFRASTRUCTURE REGIONAL SU 
SHS 

$750 
  

$619 
        

$7,275  

LOPP_4 15TH ST E S OF 56TH 
AVE E 51ST AVE E CONTEXT SENSITIVE 

DESIGN MANATEE CO  SU 
SHS        

$1,558 
$5,592  
$8,389 

LCM_1 9TH ST 9TH AVE 26TH AVE CONTEXT SENSITIVE 
DESIGN BRADENTON 

SU 
OTHER ROADS 
TA 

     
$873  

 
 

 
 

$5,238  
$3,492 

CFP_20 9TH ST W CORTEZ RD 26TH AVE CONTEXT SENSITIVE 
DESIGN MANATEE CO  SU 

OTHER ROADS     $590  
 

$1,771 
  

 
$2,361 

$11,807 
  

*A portion of the project from US 41 to Derek Ave is funded for construction in the 2026-2030 timeband. SU $750 $4,532 $0 $0 $590 $2,644 $0 $61,803 
**A portion of the project (Gulf Gate Dr to Glengary St) is funded for construction in the 2026-2030 timeband. BUILD $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $12,000 
      SHS $0 $0 $1,600 $643 $407 $1,231 $3,042 $26,654 
      TA $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,192 
      OTHER ROADS $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $8,966 $2,361 $6,263 
      SIS $0 $1,624 $17,482 $0 $0 $0 $0 $182,106 
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Table 12. Projects Funded through Construction in 2036-2040 (in 000’s YOE $) 

  

ID Facility From To Improvement Location Source 2031-2035 2036-2040 
PD&E PE ROW CST PD&E PE ROW CST 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 

CFP_98 SR 789 ON LBK N/A OFF ROAD SHARED-
USE PATH 

LONGBOAT 
KEY 

SU 
TA 

 
$955 

 
$2,866 

 
$3,822     $14,980 

$14,980 

LOPP_2 SR 789/E BAY DR AT GULF DR N/A ROUNDABOUT HOLMES 
BEACH SHS      $642 $1,070  $4,280 

CFP_127 US 41/TAMIAMI TR SR 72/STICKNEY 
POINT RD N OF WOOD ST ITS 

INFRASTRUCTURE 
SARASOTA/ 
SARASOTA CO SHS     $170 $170 $255 $1,699 

LOCAL ROADS 

LOPP_3 15TH ST E S OF 59TH AVE E S OF 56TH AVE DR E CONTEXT 
SENSITIVE DESIGN MANATEE CO  SU        $11,189 

CFP_5 15TH ST E S OF 63RD AVE S OF 60TH AVE DR E CONTEXT 
SENSITIVE DESIGN MANATEE CO  SU        $3,506 

LCM_8 
VOTA BIKE BLVD (10TH, 
11TH, 12TH ST, 12TH 
AVE) 

9TH AVE/9TH ST 26TH AVE/5TH ST BIKE BLVD BRADENTON SU      $106 $141 $704 

CFP_42 ELLENTON GILLETTE RD MEMPHIS RD MENDOZA RD CONTEXT 
SENSITIVE DESIGN MANATEE CO 

SU 
Other Roads 
TA 

     
 
 

$2,571 
$3,428 

$11,141 
$5,999 

 
      SU $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $106 $141 $41,520 
      SHS $0 $0 $0 $0 $812 $1,240 $255 $5,979 
      TA $955 $2,866 $3,822 $0 $0 $2,571 $0 $14,980 

      Other 
Roads $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,428 $5,999 
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Table 13. Projects Funded through Construction in 2041-2050 (in 000’s YOE $)* 

ID Facility From To Improvement Location Source 2036-2040 2041-2050 
PD&E PE ROW CST PD&E PE ROW CST 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 

WP_68 GULF DR 85TH ST 
N/WHITE AVE 

SOUTH OF 
COQUINA BEACH 
PARK 

CONTEXT 
SENSITIVE 
DESIGN 

BRADENTON 
BEACH/HOLMES 
BEACH 

SU 
SHS      $19,360 

 
 

$25,813 
$90,345 
$38,719 

3966 I-75 S OF SR 681 S OF SR 72 
ADD 1 
AUXILLIARY 
LANE 

SARASOTA CO SIS  $6,700 $8,000     $251,901 

3974 I-75 US 301 MOCCASIN 
WALLOW RD ADD 4 LANES MANATEE CO SIS $2,800     $4,700   

3978 I-75 N OF SR 70 N OF US 301 MANAGED 
LANES 

BRADENTON/ 
MANATEE CO SIS     $3,000 $7,300   

3979 I-75 FRUITVILLE RD N OF SR 70 MANAGED 
LANES SARASOTA CO SIS     $3,000 $7,200   

3980 I-75 N OF SR 72 FRUITVILLE RD MANAGED 
LANES SARASOTA CO SIS     $3,000 $5,400   

3981 I-75 SUMTER BLVD N OF SR 72 ADD 4 LANES 
NORTH PORT/ 
VENICE/SARASOTA 
CO 

SIS     $3,000 $5,700   

3972 I-75 AT MOCCASIN 
WALLOW RD  MODIFY 

INTERCHANGE MANATEE CO SIS      $10,100  $459,462 

3679 PINEY 
POINT RD US 41 REEDER RD ADD 2 LANES MANATEE CO SIS      $1,100 $565  

3360 SR 70 CR 675 DESOTO CO LINE ADD 2 LANES MANATEE CO SIS     $4,000 $9,652   

3956 UNIVERSITY 
PKWY 

E OF 
LOCKWOOD 
RIDGE RD 

CATTLEMEN RD STUDY MANATEE CO/ 
SARASOTA CO SIS     $1,923 $4,600   

*Some SIS projects are only partially funded in the SIS Cost Feasible Plan 2035-2050 adopted by FDOT. SU $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $19,360 $0 $90,345 
      SHS $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $25,813 $38,719 
      SIS $2,800 $6,700 $8,000 $0 $17,923 $55,752 $565 $711,363 
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5.2 INVESTMENT PROGRAMS 
The programs included in the Cost Feasible Plan include six categories of improvements, each 
with a number of projects proportional to the unit cost of the respective improvement type. The 
five categories include: 

 Roadway Capacity 
 Intersection Improvements 
 Resiliency Improvements 
 Multimodal Improvements (inc. Ped/Bike and Context Sensitive Design) 
 Safety Improvements 
 Transportation System Management and Operations (inc. ITS and Turn Lanes) 

 

Local funding available to support advancement of projects in the cost feasible plan, including 
both pipeline and programmatic projects, include up to $7 billion in sales tax, fuel tax, and 
impact fee revenues. The capacity and intersection programs, in particular, are partially funded 
with TRIP funding, which require a 50% local match. The state and federal funding programs 
that the MPO has discretion to allocate to projects, including STBG (SU) and TA, will not be 
available for roadway capacity improvements. Figures 6 through 11 depict the projects included 
in each of the respective programs and Tables 14 through 25 list the projects. 
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Figure 6. Roadway Capacity Program Projects 
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Table 14. Tier 1 Roadway Capacity Program Projects 

 

Table 15. Tier 2 Roadway Capacity Program Projects (unfunded) 

ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM – projects listed in ranked order 
 CAP_1 SR 780/FRUITVILLE RD SARASOTA CENTER BLVD LORRAINE RD WIDEN TO 4 LANES SARASOTA CO  
4446342 SR 72 E OF I-75 E OF PROCTOR RD WIDEN TO 4 LANES SARASOTA CO 
4446343 SR 72 E OF PROCTOR RD E OF LORRAINE RD WIDEN TO 4 LANES SARASOTA CO 
4546491 SR 64 LORRAINE RD VERNA BETHANY RD WIDEN TO 4 LANES MANATEE CO 
LOCAL ROADS – projects listed in ranked order 

 CFP_32 BUCKEYE RD US 41 CARTER RD WIDEN TO 4 LANES  MANATEE CO  

MISC_20 FORT HAMER BRIDGE UPPER MANATEE RIVER 
RD RIVE ISLE RUN WIDEN TO 4 LANES  MANATEE CO  

CFP_59 LORRAINE RD PALMER BLVD FRUITVILLE RD NEW 2 LANE  SARASOTA CO   
CFP_60 LORRAINE RD KNIGHTS TRAIL RD MOONBEAM AVE NEW 2 LANE  SARASOTA CO   

ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM – projects listed in ranked order 

BPC_1 
BRADENTON 
PALMETTO 
CONNECTOR 

DOWNTOWN PALMETTO DOWNTOWN 
BRADENTON 

NEW 
BRIDGE/CAPACITY 
ALTERNATIVE 

MANATEE COUNTY, 
PALMETTO, 
BRADENTON  

MISC_13 US 301 US 41 MANATEE COUNTY LINE WIDENING MANATEE CO 
MISC_26 FRUITVILLE RD LORRAINE RD BOURNESIDE RD WIDENING SARASOTA CO  
MISC_25 FRUITVILLE RD BOURNESIDE BLVD VERNA RD  WIDENING SARASOTA CO  

MISC_37 
NORTH SARASOTA 
MULTIMODAL 
CONNECTOR 

LAKEWOOD RANCH BLVD N CATTLEMEN RD NEW OVERPASS 
INCLUDING PED/BIKE SARASOTA CO  

SIS_1 I-75 SR 72/CLARK RD US 301 MANAGED LANES  SARASOTA CO  
LOCAL ROADS – projects listed in ranked order 
CFP_64 N TUTTLE AVE MLK UNIVERSITY PARKWAY WIDEN TO 4 LANES SARASOTA CO  
CFP_13 44TH AVE 5TH ST WEST 15TH ST EAST WIDEN TO 4 LANES MANATEE CO 
CFP_71 RIVER RD WINCHESTER BLVD US 41 WIDEN TO 4 LANES SARASOTA CO  
MISC_24 RIVER RD WINCHESTER BLVD PINE ST WIDENING SARASOTA CO  
MISC_2 PRICE BLVD TOLEDO BLADE BLVD ORLANDO BLVD WIDENING NORTH PORT 
CFP_43 FORT HAMER RD BUCKEYE RD COUNTY LINE RD NEW 2 LANE MANATEE CO 
CFP_48 HONORE AVE FRUITVILLE 17TH ST WIDEN TO 4 LANES SARASOTA CO  

MISC_28 WINCHESTER BLVD RIVER RD COUNTY LINE WIDENING NORTH 
PORT/SARASOTA CO  

MISC_23 HILLSBOROUGH BLVD S CRANBERRY BLVD TOLEDO BLADE BLVD WIDENING NORTH PORT 
MISC_29 YORKSHIRE ST VETERANS BLVD LANGLAIS DR WIDENING NORTH PORT 

CFP_106 UNIVERSITY PKWY LAKEWOOD RANCH BLVD LORRAINE RD WIDEN TO 6 LANES MANATEE/SARASOTA 
CO 

CFP_70 RAINTREE BLVD HARBOR BLVD BLUELEAF DR WIDEN TO 4 LANES NORTH PORT 
CFP_69 RAINTREE BLVD I-75 DESOTO COUNTY LINE NEW 2 LANE NORTH PORT 
CFP_57 LAUREL RD I-75 KNIGHTS TRAIL WIDEN TO 6 LANES VENICE 

MISC_12 FORT HAMER RD CAMP CREEK TRAIL HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY 
LINE 

FORT HAMER RD 
EXPANSION TO 
HILLSBOROUGH CO 

MANATEE CO 

MISC_21 FORT HAMER RD RIVE ISLE RUN US 301 WIDEN TO 4 LANES MANATEE CO 
CFP_39 DOVE AVE LORRAINE RD SR 72 NEW 2 LANE SARASOTA CO  
CFP_33 BUCKEYE RD FORT HAMER RD US 301 WIDEN TO 4 LANES MANATEE CO 
CFP_34 BUCKEYE RD I-75 FORT HAMER RD WIDEN TO 4 LANES MANATEE CO 
CFP_56 LAUREL RD KNIGHTS TRAIL JACARANDA BLVD WIDEN TO 4 LANES VENICE/SARASOTA CO 
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Figure 7. Intersection Program Projects 
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Table 16. Tier 1 Intersection Program Projects 

 
Table 17. Tier 2 Intersection Program Projects (unfunded) 

  

ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM – projects listed in ranked order 

INT_2 US 41 MYRTLE ST MARTIN LUTHER 
KING JR WAY ROUNDABOUT  SARASOTA  

CFP_87 SR 684/CORTEZ RD AT 75TH ST N/A INTERSECTION 
GEOMETRY  MANATEE CO  

CFP_125 US 41/TAMIAMI TR AT UNIVERSITY N/A INTERSECTION 
GEOMETRY  SARASOTA/SARASOTA CO  

CFP_116 US 41 BYPASS AT 7TH ST N/A INTERSECTION 
GEOMETRY  PALMETTO  

CFP_86 SR 684/CORTEZ RD AT SR 789/GULF DR N/A INTERSECTION 
IMPROVEMENT  BRADENTON BEACH  

WP_33 SR 45 (US 41) AT RINGLING BLVD & 
MAIN ST N/A ROUNDABOUT  SARASOTA  

INT_1 SR 789 AT LONGBOAT CLUB RD N/A ROUNDABOUT  LONGBOAT KEY  

INT_3 SR 72/CLARK RD AT MCINTOSH RD N/A INTERSECTION 
IMPROVEMENT  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_76 SR 64/MANATEE AVE AT GULF DR N/A ROUNDABOUT  HOLMES BEACH  
LOCAL ROADS – projects listed in ranked order 
LCM_6 9TH ST AT 17TH AVE N/A ROUNDABOUT  BRADENTON  
LCM_7 9TH ST AT 13TH AVE N/A ROUNDABOUT  BRADENTON  

ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM – projects listed in ranked order 

MISC_31 US 41 AT BUCKEYE RD N/A INTERSECTION 
IMPROVEMENT  MANATEE CO  

CFP_124 US 41/TAMIAMI TR AT ORANGE AVE N/A ROUNDABOUT  SARASOTA  
LCM_3 14TH ST AT 21ST AVE N/A ROUNDABOUT  BRADENTON  
LCM_4 14TH ST AT 12TH AVE N/A ROUNDABOUT  BRADENTON  
CFP_52 I-75 AT BUCKEYE RD N/A NEW INTERCHANGE  MANATEE CO  

CFP_51 I-75 AT SR 681 N/A UPGRADE 
INTERCHANGE  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_50 I-75 AT YORKSHIRE/RAINTREE N/A NEW INTERCHANGE  NORTH PORT  
LOCAL ROADS – projects listed in ranked order 

MISC_27 VETERANS BLVD AT RAINTREE BLVD N/A INTERSECTION 
IMPROVEMENT  NORTH PORT  
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Figure 8. Resiliency Program Projects 
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Table 18. Tier 1 Resiliency Program Projects 

 
Table 19. Tier 2 Resiliency Program Projects (unfunded) 

 

ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM – projects listed in ranked order 

RVA_9 SR 684 123RD ST W 37 ST W DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS, ROUNDABOUTS, 
ROADWAY ELEVATION, UNDERGROUND UTILITIES MANATEE CO  

RVA_16 US 301 US 41/TAMIAMI 
TR 

LEFFINGWELL 
AVE 

DRAINGE IMPROVEMNTS, UNDERGROUND UTILITES, 
ELEVATION, CONSTRUCT NATURAL FEATURES, 
RETROFIT/HARDENING 

PALMETTO  

RVA_13 US 41/TAMIAMI 
TR 

US 301/S 
WASHINGTON 
BLVD 

14TH ST DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS, RETROFITTING, 
CONSTRUCT NATURAL FEATURES SARASOTA  

RVA_14 SR 789 US 41/TAMIAMI 
TR 

ST ARMANDS 
CIRCLE UNDERGROUND UTILITIES, DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS SARASOTA  

RVA_2 SR 758 BEACH RD US 41/TAMIAMI 
TR 

BRIDGE REPLACEMENT, DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS, 
UNDERGROUND UTILITIES, ROUNDABOUTS, 
RETROFITTING/HARDENING 

SARASOTA/ 
SARASOTA CO  

RVA_18 SR 681 US 41/TAMIAMI 
TR I-75 DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS, EXPAND CAPACITY, 

CONTRUCT NATURAL FEATURES SARASOTA CO  

LOCAL ROADS – projects listed in ranked order 

RVA_3 SUMTER BLVD W PRICE BLVD JENSLEY AVE 
RETROFITTING/HARDENING, DRAINAGE 
IMPROVEMENTS, CONSTRUCT NATURAL FEATURES, 
REDUNDANCY 

NORTH PORT  

ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM – projects listed in ranked order 

RVA_17 RIVER RD US 41/TAMIAMI 
TR CURRY CREEK 

RETROFITTING/HARDENING, DRAINAGE 
IMPROVEMENTS, REMOVE INVASIVE TREES, 
UNDERGROUND UTILITIES, CONSTRUCT NATURAL 
FEATURES 

 NORTH PORT  

RVA_15 I-75 JACARANDA 
BLVD SR 72/CLARK DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS, ASSESS ELEVATION AND 

BRIDGE CONDITIONS  SARASOTA CO   

RVA_10 SR 72 LORRAINE RD DESOTO CO 
LINE 

RETROFITTING/HARDENING, DRAINAGE 
IMPROVEMENTS, ROUNDABOUTS, TSMO, REMOVE 
INVASIVE TREES, UNDGRUND UTILIES, CONSTRUCT 
NATURAL FEATURES 

 SARASOTA CO   

LOCAL ROADS – projects listed in ranked order 

RVA_6 S RIVER RD INDIANA AVE S US 41/TAMIAMI 
TR 

ROADWAY WIDENING, ROAD ELEVATION, 
UNDERGROUND UTILITIES  SARASOTA CO   

RVA_5 I-75 CHARLOTTE CO 
LINE RIVER RD DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS, ASSESS ELEVATION AND 

BRIDGE CONDITIONS  NORTH PORT  
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Figure 9. Multimodal Program Projects 
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Table 20. Tier 1 Multimodal Program Projects 

 
Table 21. Tier 2 Multimodal Program Projects (unfunded) 

ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM – projects listed in ranked order 
ATP_36 TAMIAMI TR U.S. 41 BYPASS PALERMO PL CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  VENICE/SARASOTA CO  
MISC_4 FRUITVILLE RD COCOANUT AVE US 301 CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA  

CS_1 SR 789 ON LBK   CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN (W 
RESILIENCY)  LONGBOAT KEY  

LOCAL ROADS – projects listed in ranked order 

ATP_13 BAYSHORE GARDENS 
PKWY 26TH ST W 14TH ST W CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  MANATEE CO  

ATP_35 SAUNDERS RD/63RD 
AVE 

U.S. 41/14TH ST 
W 5TH ST E CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  MANATEE CO  

ATP_5 26TH ST W 44TH AVE 
W/CORTEZ RD W 25TH AVE CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  MANATEE CO  

ATP_26 MLK AVE/9TH AVE W 18TH ST W 9TH ST E CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  BRADENTON  
ATP_39 301 BLVD E 50TH DR E 44TH AVE E SIDEWALK GAPS, SHARED USE PATH  MANATEE CO  
CFP_6 301 BLVD E 44TH AVE E US 41/1ST ST CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  MANATEE CO  

CFP_7 15TH ST E 52ND AVE E 44TH AVE E CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN 
(INCLUDE INT. IMP. N OF 50TH DR E)  MANATEE CO  

ATP_37 17TH ST E 28TH AVE E 36TH AVE E SIDEWALK GAPS, SHARED USE PATH  MANATEE CO  
ATP_6 301 BLVD E 9TH ST W US 41/1ST ST CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  MANATEE CO  
CFP_16 7TH ST E/W HABEN BLVD 11TH AVE CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  PALMETTO  

CFP_66 PALMETTO TRAILS 
NETWORK PLAN 

US 41/RIVERSIDE 
DR LINCOLN PARK OFF ROAD SHARED-USE PATH  PALMETTO  

CFP_2 12TH ST ORANGE AVE BENEVA RD CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA  

CFP_63 N TUTTLE AVE FRUITVILLE RD MLK CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA/SARASOTA 
CO  

CFP_40 E VENICE AVE US 41 US 41/BUS 
TAMIAMI TR CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  VENICE/SARASOTA CO  

EDS_1 LOCKWOOD RIDGE 
RD 17TH ST FRUITIVILLE RD CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA  

CFP_8 17TH AVE W US 41/14TH ST 3RD ST W CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  BRADENTON  

ATP_30 PONCE DE LEON 
BLVD SKYVIEW DR TROPICARE BLVD SIDEWALK GAPS  NORTH PORT  

ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM – projects listed in ranked order 

CFP_142 US 41/TAMIAMI TR UNIVERSITY 
PARKWAY EDWARDS DR CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA  

ATP_32 S INDIANA AVE RIVERVIEW AVE E DEARBORN ST CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA CO   

ATP_20 GULF DR MANATEE AVE E BAY DR CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  HOLMES BEACH  

CFP_121 US 41/TAMIAMI TR ROCKLEY BLVD RIVER RD CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  NORTH PORT  

LOCAL ROADS – projects listed in ranked order 

LCM_2 14TH ST 9TH AVE 26TH AVE 
CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN 
PROJECT (INTERIM),  CONTEXT 
SENSITIVE DESIGN PROJECT 

 BRADENTON  

CFP_109 UNIVERSITY 
PARKWAY US 41 US 301 CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA  

ATP_14 BENEVA RD PROCTOR RD FRUITVILLE RD CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA CO   
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ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

LOCAL ROADS cont’d – projects listed in ranked order 

ATP_23 LOCKWOOD RIDGE 
RD 

DR ML KING JR 
WAY 

UNIVERSITY 
PKWY CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA CO   

ATP_8 44TH AVE E 44TH AVE E/S 
TAMIAMI TR 301 BLVD E CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  MANATEE CO  

ATP_2 15TH ST E TALLEVAST RD 7-ELEVEN 
DRIVEWAY SIDEWALK GAPS, SHARED USE PATH  MANATEE CO  

ATP_29 N/A 
LINCOLN MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 
DRIVEWAY 

17TH ST E/6TH 
ST E 

ADD A TRAIL IN EXISTING ROW WITH 
U.S. 41 CROSSING  PALMETTO  

ATP_12 BAHIA VISTA ST U.S. 41 MCINTOSH RD CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA/SARASOTA 
CO  

ATP_18 E DEARBORN ST S INDIANA AVE PINE ST CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA CO   

ATP_1 14TH ST W 2ND AVE W 
LINCOLN MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 
DRIVEWAY 

ADD A TRAIL IN EXISTING ROW  PALMETTO  

ATP_3 15TH ST E  HARDIN AVE BIO TECH WAY SIDEWALK GAPS, SHARED USE PATH  MANATEE CO  

EDS_2 BENEVA RD 17TH ST FRUITIVILLE RD CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA  

EDS_3 17TH ST US 301 BENEVA RD CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA  

ATP_25 MEMPHIS RD 16TH AVE E 28TH AVE E ADD A TRAIL IN EXISTING ROW  MANATEE CO  

ATP_24 LOCKWOOD RIDGE 
RD 

UNIVERSITY 
PKWY OAK RUN DR CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  MANATEE CO  

MISC_22 SOUTH BLVD OF 
THE PRESIDENTS 

SOUTH OF S 
WASHINGTON DR 

PANSY BAYOU 
BRIDGE CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA  

ATP_34 S RIVER RD PINE ST USPS DRIVEWAY ADD A TRAIL IN EXISTING ROW  SARASOTA CO   

ATP_38 17TH ST E 6TH AVE E 16TH AVE E ADD A TRAIL IN EXISTING ROW  BRADENTON  

CFP_3 12TH ST US 41 ORANGE AVE CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA  

MISC_5 JOHN RINGLING 
BLVD N POLK DR LITTLE RINGLING 

BRIDGE CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  ST ARMAND KEY  

ATP_33 S RIVER RD USPS DRIVEWAY WINCHESTER 
BLVD ADD A TRAIL IN EXISTING ROW  SARASOTA CO   

ATP_27 N TUTTLE AVE GOLF COURSE RD 61ST ST CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA CO   

ATP_16 BORDER RD AUBURN RD N JACKSON RD ADD A TRAIL IN EXISTING ROW  VENICE  

CFP_15 6TH ST W 17TH AVE 9TH AVE CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  BRADENTON  

EDS_6 EAST AVE 17TH ST FRUITVILLE RD MULTIMODAL IMPROVEMENTS  SARASOTA  

EDS_4 8TH ST US 301 LOCKWOOD 
RIDGE RD MULTIMODAL IMPROVEMENTS  SARASOTA  

EDS_7 LIME AVE 17TH ST FRUITVILLE RD MULTIMODAL IMPROVEMENTS  SARASOTA  

ATP_19 FLORENCE 
ST/EDMONSON RD LEGACY TR PINEBROOK RD ADD A TRAIL IN EXISTING ROW  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_11 3RD AVE E (SR 64 
DIVERSION) 6TH ST 7TH ST EAST CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN  SARASOTA COUNTYWIDE  

ATP_15 BORDER RD N JACKSON RD S MOON DR ADD A TRAIL WITHIN EXISTING ROW  SARASOTA COUNTYWIDE  

EDS_5 10TH ST LIME AVE TUTTLE AVE MULTIMODAL IMPROVEMENTS  SARASOTA COUNTYWIDE  

MISC_30 BREEZE TRANSIT 
STOPS     ACCESSIBILITY IMPROVEMENTS  SARASOTA COUNTYWIDE  
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Figure 10. Safety Program Projects 
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Table 22. Tier 1 Safety Program Projects 

 
  

ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM – projects listed in ranked order 

HIN_2 US 41 (14TH 
ST W) 57TH AVE W TALLEVAST RD SAFETY  MANATEE CO  

MISC_10 US 41/14TH 
ST 26TH ST CITY LIMITS SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS  BRADENTON  

CMP_28 CORTEZ RD 
W AT 14TH ST W N/A SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION COLLISION AVOIDANCE  MANATEE CO  

CMP_18 US 41/14TH 
ST W 44TH AVE W 26TH AVE W 

MINOR ROAD STOP-CONTROLLED INTERSECTION 
COLLISION AVOIDANCE. MIDBLOCK ACCESS 
MANAGEMENT 

 MANATEE CO  

CMP_36 CORTEZ RD 
W AT 26TH ST W N/A SAFETY  MANATEE CO  

CMP_31 14TH ST W AT 66TH AVE W N/A MINOR ROAD STOP-CONTROLLED INTERSECTION 
COLLISION AVOIDANCE  MANATEE CO  

CMP_26 SR 70/53RD 
AVE E 14TH ST W 301 BLVD/15TH 

ST E 
MINOR ROAD STOP-CONTROLLED INTERSECTION 
COLLISION AVOIDANCE  BRADENTON  

CMP_27 SR 70/ 53RD 
AVE W AT 14TH ST W N/A SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION COLLISION AVOIDANCE  MANATEE CO  

HIN_8 53RD AVE W 34TH ST WAY 15TH ST E SAFETY  MANATEE CO  
HIN_10 US 301 30TH AVE E 53RD AVE E SAFETY  MANATEE CO  

HIN_5 53RD AVE W FAIRWAY 
GARDENS DR 39TH ST E SAFETY  MANATEE CO  

CMP_29 CORTEZ RD AT 75TH ST W N/A SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION COLLISION AVOIDANCE  MANATEE CO  

HIN_3 US 301 53RD AVE E UNIVERSITY 
PKWY SAFETY  MANATEE CO  

CMP_30 53RD AVE E AT 15TH ST E N/A SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION COLLISION AVOIDANCE  MANATEE CO  
CMP_33 30TH AVE W AT 1ST ST E N/A SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION COLLISION AVOIDANCE  MANATEE CO  

HIN_4 US 41 
BAYSHORE 
RD/OLD US HWY 
41 

17TH ST SE SAFETY  MANATEE CO  

HIN_14 5TH ST W AT CORTEZ RD W N/A SAFETY  MANATEE CO  
CMP_32 US 301 AT 53RD AVE E N/A SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION COLLISION AVOIDANCE  MANATEE CO  

HIN_7 BEE RIDGE 
RD I-75 S TAMIAMI TR SAFETY  SARASOTA/ 

 SARASOTA CO  
HIN_20 9TH ST W AT CORTEZ RD W N/A SAFETY  MANATEE CO  
HIN_21 33RD ST E AT 53RD AVE E N/A SAFETY  MANATEE CO  

CMP_14 
US 41 
(NB)/14TH 
ST W 

ACCESS TO LITTLE 
PALM INN 

SOUTH OF 
EXPERIMENTAL 
FARM RD 

MINOR ROAD STOP-CONTROLLED INTERSECTION 
COLLISION AVOIDANCE. LANE DEPARTURE WARNING 
SYSTEM 

 MANATEE CO  

HIN_19 14TH ST W AT 30TH AVE W N/A SAFETY  MANATEE CO  
HIN_12 53RD AVE E AT 9TH ST E N/A SAFETY  MANATEE CO  

HIN_9 US 41 US 41 BYPASS JACARANDA 
BLVD SAFETY  SARASOTA CO   

LOCAL ROADS – projects listed in ranked order 

HIN_6 UNIVERSITY 
PKWY US 301 N LOCKWOOD 

RIDGE RD SAFETY  MANATEE/ 
 SARASOTA CO  

MISC_8 MAIN ST US 41 SCHOOL AVE SAFETY  SARASOTA  
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Table 23. Tier 2 Safety Program Projects (unfunded) 

  

ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM – projects listed in ranked order 
HIN_18 I-75 SB AT US 301 N N/A SAFETY  MANATEE CO  
CMP_34 US 301 AT WHITFIELD AVE N/A SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION COLLISION AVOIDANCE  MANATEE CO  
CMP_35 US 301 AT TALLEVAST RD N/A SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION COLLISION AVOIDANCE  MANATEE CO  
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Figure 11. TSM&O Program Projects 
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Table 24. Tier 1 TSM&O Program Projects 

 
Table 25. Tier 2 TSM&O Program Projects (unfunded) 

ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM – projects listed in ranked order 

TSP_1 US 41 TRANSIT SIGNAL 
PRIORITY 8TH AVE W FRUITVILLE RD 

TRANSIT SIGNAL 
PRIORITY, QUEU JUMP, 
BAT LANES 

 BRADENTON/MANATEE 
CO/SARASOTA/SARASOTA CO  

CFP_136 US 41/TAMIAMI TR 44TH AVE US 301 ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  BRADENTON  

CMP_12 SR 684/44TH AVE W 37TH ST W 14TH ST W MIDBLOCK ACCESS 
MANAGEMENT  MANATEE CO  

CFP_80 SR 64/MANATEE AVE 15TH ST W 27TH ST E ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  BRADENTON  

CFP_114 US 301 MOUND ST MANATEE COUNTY 
LINE ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA/SARASOTA CO  

CFP_88 SR 70/53RD AVE E US 301 LOCKWOOD RIDGE 
RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CFP_113 US 301 14TH ST W SARASOTA COUNTY 
LINE ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CFP_89 SR 70/53RD AVE E LOCKWOOD 
RIDGE RD I-75 ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CMP_21 SR 684/CORTEZ RD 75TH ST W 37TH ST W MIDBLOCK ACCESS 
MANAGEMENT  MANATEE CO  

CFP_78 SR 64/MANATEE AVE 26TH ST 10TH ST ITS ADAPTIVE 
CONTROL  BRADENTON  

CFP_79 SR 64/MANATEE AVE 43RD ST W OF 24TH ST ITS ADAPTIVE 
CONTROL  BRADENTON  

CFP_134 US 41/TAMIAMI TR RIVER RD CHARLOTTE 
COUNTY LINE ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  NORTH PORT/SARASOTA CO   

BIP_4 SR 684/CORTEZ RD SR 789 NA SIGNAL RETIMING  BRADENTON BEACH  
BIP_2 US 41 BEE RIDGE RD NA SIGNAL RETIMING  SARASOTA  

BIP_3 SR 758/MIDNIGHT PASS 
RD 

OLD STICKNEY 
POINT RD NA NEW SIGNAL  SARASOTA CO  

LOCAL ROADS – projects listed in ranked order 
CFP_10 301 BLVD E / 9TH ST W 8TH AVE W COUNTY LINE ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  
CFP_104 UNIVERSITY PKWY US 301 I-75 CV INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE/SARASOTA CO  
CFP_145 UNIVERSITY PKWY I-75 BOURNSIDE BLVD CV INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE/SARASOTA CO  

MIS_39 RANGELAND PARKWAY LAKEWOOD 
RANCH BLVD UIHLEIN RD ATMS EXPANSION MANATEE CO 

CFP_93 SR 758/MIDNIGHT PASS 
RD SR 72 HIGEL AVE ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_99 SUMTER BLVD US 41 CITY CENTER BLVD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  NORTH PORT  
CFP_101 TOLEDO BLADE BLVD PRICE BLVD I-75 ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  NORTH PORT  
MISC_15 CAV PHASE 2 Citywide Citywide CAV PHASE 2  SARASOTA  

ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM – projects listed in ranked order 

CMP_23 US 41/14TH ST W TALLEVAST RD SAUNDERS RD MIDBLOCK ACCESS 
MANAGEMENT  MANATEE CO  

CFP_135 US 41/TAMIAMI TR 44TH AVE W 63RD AVE W ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CMP_10 US 41/14TH ST W SAUNDERS RD SR 70/53RD AVE E MIDBLOCK ACCESS 
MANAGEMENT  MANATEE CO  
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ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM cont’d – projects listed in ranked order 

CFP_133 US 41/TAMIAMI TR BAYSHORE 
GARDENS PKWY 16TH AVE ITS ADAPTIVE CONTROL  MANATEE CO  

CMP_13 US 41/14TH ST WEST SR 70/53RD AVE 
E 

SR 684/44TH AVE 
W 

MIDBLOCK ACCESS 
MANAGEMENT  MANATEE CO  

CMP_15 SR 684/44TH AVE W 14TH ST W SOUTH TAMIAMI 
TR 

MIDBLOCK ACCESS 
MANAGEMENT  MANATEE CO  

CMP_19 US 41/TAMIAMI 
TR/1ST ST 301 BLVD E US 301 MIDBLOCK ACCESS 

MANAGEMENT  MANATEE CO  

CFP_84 SR 684/CORTEZ RD 75TH ST US 41/14TH ST ITS ADAPTIVE CONTROL  MANATEE CO  

CFP_130 US 41/TAMIAMI TR 
SR 
780/FRUITVILLE 
RD 

SR 
610/UNIVERSITY 
PWKY 

ITS ADAPTIVE CONTROL  SARASOTA/SARASOTA CO  

CMP_2 US 41/1ST 
ST/TAMIAMI TR PROCTOR RD FRUITIVILLE RD TECHNOLOGY  SARASOTA/SARASOTA CO  

CMP_16 I-75 UNIVERSITY 
PKWY SR70/53RD AVE E 

CURRENTLY BEING 
EVALUATED BY FDOT FOR 
SPECIFIC STRATEGIES 

 MANATEE CO  

CFP_117 US 41 BUSINESS 10TH ST E 49TH ST E ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  PALMETTO  

CFP_138 US 41/TAMIAMI TR SR 776 US 41B/VENETIA 
BAY BLVD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA CO  

CFP_44 FRUITVILLE RD US 41 US 301 ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA  

CFP_139 US 41/TAMIAMI TR 
DR. MARTIN 
LUTHER KING 
WAY 

WEBBER ST ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA  

CFP_90 SR 70/53RD AVE W 301 BLVD US 301 ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CFP_131 US 41/TAMIAMI TR SHAMROCK 
BLVD CENTER RD ITS ADAPTIVE CONTROL  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_92 SR 758/BEE RIDGE RD US 41 R/W LINE W OF 
MAUNA LOA RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA/SARASOTA CO   

CMP_3 I-75 FRUITVILLE RD BEE RIDGE RD TECHNOLOGY  SARASOTA CO   
CMP_25 6TH AVE/15TH ST E MANATEE AVE 10TH ST TECHNOLOGY  MANATEE CO  
CFP_115 US 41 BUSINESS 8TH AVE W 10TH ST W ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  BRADENTON  

CMP_17 SR 789 CORTEZ RD MANATEE AVE PAID PARKING, 
TECHNOLOGY 

 BRADENTON BEACH/HOLMES 
BEACH  

CMP_8 I-75 SR 64/MANATEE 
AVE SR 70/53RD AVE 

CURRENTLY BEING 
EVALUATED BY FDOT FOR 
SPECIFIC STRATEGIES 

 MANATEE CO  

CFP_128 US 41/TAMIAMI TR S OF BAYSHORE 
DR VAMO RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_81 SR 64/MANATEE AVE 6TH AVE GULF DR TURN LANE  HOLMES BEACH  

CFP_129 US 41/TAMIAMI TR COLONIA LN S OF BAYSHORE 
DR ITS ADAPTIVE CONTROL  SARASOTA CO  

EDS_8 FRUITVILLE RD US 301 NA E/W TURN LANES NB  SARASOTA  
CFP_132 US 41/TAMIAMI TR VENICE BYPASS COLONIA LN ITS ADAPTIVE CONTROL  VENICE/SARASOTA CO  

BIP_1 SR 789 GULF 
DR/MARINA DR SR 64/6TH AVE ALTERNATE ROUTE  HOLMES BEACH  

CMP_1 I-75 SR 681 SR 72/CLARK RD 
CURRENTLY BEING 
EVALUATED BY FDOT FOR 
SPECIFIC STRATEGIES 

 SARASOTA CO   

LOCAL ROADS – projects listed in ranked order 

CFP_9 26TH ST W 

EL 
CONQUISTADOR 
PKWY/BAYSHOR
E GARDENS 
PKWY 

SR 64 / MANATEE 
AVE W ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  
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ID Facility From To Improvement Location 

LOCAL ROADS cont’d – projects listed in ranked order 

CFP_29 BAYSHORE GARDENS 
PKWY 34TH ST W US 41 ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CFP_110 UNIVERSITY PARKWAY US 41  I-75 ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE/SARASOTA CO  

CFP_14 63RD AVE E / 
SAUNDERS RD US 41 TUTTLE AVE ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CFP_49 HONORE AVE RICHARDSON 
RD BEE RIDGE RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_144 VENICE AVE US 41 
B/TAMIAMI TR JACARANDA BLVD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  VENICE/SARASOTA CO   

CFP_30 BENEVA RD SR 72 SR 780 ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA/SARASOTA CO  
CFP_24 BAHIA VISTA ST S OSPREY AVE S BENEVA RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA/SARASOTA CO  

CFP_36 CENTRAL SARASOTA 
BLVD US 41 HONORE AVE ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_28 OSPREY AVE/BAY RD US 41 SR 758 ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA  

CFP_103 TUTTLE AVE 17TH ST SIESTA DR ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA/SARASOTA CO  

CFP_74 SIESTA DR S TUTTLE AVE S OSPREY AVE ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA/SARASOTA CO  

CFP_23 ALBEE RD WEST US 41 CASEY KEY RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_35 CENTER RD US 41 N RIVER RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_12 43RD ST W 
SR 64 / 
MANATEE AVE 
W 

CORTEZ RD W ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CFP_58 LORRAINE RD SR 64 UNIVERSITY 
PARKWAY ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CFP_22 ALBEE FARMS RD US 41 BYPASS EDMONSON RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  VENICE/SARASOTA CO  

CFP_72 RYE RD SR 64 UPPER MANATEE 
RIVER RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CFP_38 CR 675 US 301 N RYE RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CFP_100 TALLEVAST RD US 301 LOCKWOOD RIDGE 
RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CFP_102 TUTTLE AVE MANATEE 
COUNTY LINE 63RD AVE E ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE CO  

CFP_31 BLACKBURN POINT RD US 41 CASEY KEY RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_47 HONORE AVE PALMER RANCH 
RD CLARK RD ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_65 PALMER RANCH 
PARKWAY MCINTOSH RD HONORE AVE ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_73 SIDELL RD SR 72 MANATEE COUNTY 
LINE ITS INFRASTRUCTURE  SARASOTA CO   

CFP_146 UNIVERSITY PKWY BOURNESIDE 
BLVD SR 70 CV INFRASTRUCTURE  MANATEE/SARASOTA CO  
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5.3 COST FEASIBILITY SUMMARY (IN 000’S YOE $) 
Tables 26 and 27 summarizes the costs of the pipeline projects and program allocations in the cost feasible plan, respectively. Table 
28 demonstrates the cost feasibility of the LRTP by revenue source. The local funding included in Table 28 is essential to the 
advancement of roadway capacity improvements, as well as others. The MPO does not have discretion over the allocation of local 
funding, but it remains an important resource for the advancement of local priorities. With rising costs and a shortage of state and 
federal funds, when compared to the magnitude of needed infrastructure improvements, local jurisdictions play a key role in the 
maintenance of transportation system performance. 

Table 26. Pipeline Projects (in 000’s YOE $) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

Revenue Source 2026-2030 
Project Cost 

2031-2035 
Project Cost 

2036-2040 
Project Cost 

2041-2050 
Project Cost 

State/Federal* $87,201 NA NA NA 
Federal Earmarks $12,400 NA NA NA 
Local $1,500 NA NA NA 
STBG (SU) NA $65,037 $41,767 $109,704 
TA NA $13,835 $17,551 $0 
SHS (non-SIS) NA $31,334 $8,286 $64,532 
Other Roads  NA $17,590 $9,427 $0 
SIS $44,259 $182,106 $17,500 $785,603 
BUILD** NA $12,000 $0 $0 
*BUILD grant secured for project MISC_7. 
**State/Federal includes mix of non-local revenue sources in TIP. 
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Table 27. Program Allocations (in 000’s YOE $) 
 

Programs Revenue Source 2026-2030 
Allocation 

2031-2035 
Allocation 

2036-2040 
Allocation 

2041-2050 
Allocation 

Roadway 
Capacity 

SHS (non-SIS) NA $0 $10,791 $706 
Other Roads (non-SHS) NA $0 $1,896 $15,408 
TRIP NA $8,970 $9,359 $19,051 
Local NA $9,000 $9,500 $19,000 

Intersections 

STBG (SU) NA $0 $2,317 $2,010 
SHS (non-SIS) NA $0 $2,418 $157 
Other Roads (non-SHS) NA $0 $739 $3,424 
TRIP NA $997 $1,040 $2,117 
Local NA $1,000 $1,100 $2,100 

Resiliency 
STBG (SU) NA $0 $8,036 $7,035 
SHS (non-SIS) NA $0 $2,418 $157 
Other Roads (non-SHS) NA $0 $1,109 $5,136 

Multimodal STBG (SU) NA $0 $6,951 $6,030 
TA NA $4,259 $528 $36,114 

Safety 
STBG (SU) NA $0 $1,622 $1,407 
SHS (non-SIS) NA $0 $3,628 $235 
Other Roads (non-SHS) NA $0 $739 $3,424 

TSM&O 
STBG (SU) NA $0 $4,171 $3,618 
SHS (non-SIS) NA $0 $4,837 $314 
Other Roads (non-SHS) NA $0 $1,479 $6,848 

Total 

STBG (SU) NA $0 $23,097 $20,099 
SHS (non-SIS) NA $0 $24,092 $1,568 
Other Roads (non-SHS) NA $0 $5,962 $34,240 
TA NA $4,259 $528 $36,114 
TRIP NA $9,966 $10,399 $21,168 
Local NA $10,000 $10,600 $21,100 
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Table 28. Revenue-Cost Balance (in 000’s YOE $) 

 

Revenue 
Source 

2026-30 2031-35 2036-40 2041-50 

Revenue Cost Balance Revenue Cost Balance Revenue Cost Balance Revenue Cost Balance 

State/Federal* $678,485 $678,485 $0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
Federal 
Earmarks $12,400 $12,400 $0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

BUILD** $0 $0 $0 $12,000 $12,000 $0 NA NA NA NA NA NA 
Local***             
Pipeline $1,500 $1,500 $0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
Programs NA NA NA $10,000 $10,000 $0 $10,600 $10,600 $0 $21,100 $21,100 $0 
STBG (SU)             
Pipeline NA NA NA $64,963 $65,037 -$74 $64,937 $41,767 $73 $129,803 $109,704 $0 Programs NA $0 $23,097 $20,099 
TA             
Pipeline NA NA NA $18,094 $13,835 $1 $18,079 $17,551 $0 $36,114 $0 $0 Programs NA $4,259 $528 $36,114 
SHS (non-SIS)             
Pipeline NA NA NA $31,240 $31,334 -$94 $32,470 $8,286 $92 $66,100 $64,532 $0 Programs NA $0 $24,092 $1,568 
Other Roads             
Pipeline NA NA NA $16,160 $17,590 -$1,430 $16,820 $9,427 $1,431 $34,240 $0 $0 Programs NA $0 $5,962 $34,240 
TRIP             
Pipeline NA NA NA $9,966 $0 $0 $10,399 $0 $0 $21,168 $0 $0 Programs NA $9,966 $10,399 $21,168 
SIS $44,259 $44,259 $0 $182,106 $182,106 $0 $17,500 $17,500 $0 $785,603 $785,603 $0 
*State/Federal includes mix of non-local revenue sources in TIP. 
**BUILD grant secured for project MISC_7. 
***Local revenue included as 50% local match for TRIP funded program projects. 
 



PHASE 3 PUBLIC OUTREACH SUMMARY 
The MPO conducted an online public survey in May 2025 to obtain public feedback on project 
priorities for inclusion in the Cost Feasible Plan. The survey asked nine questions, including five 
demographic questions, three project priority questions, and one asking where respondents live. 
The MPO also held a Forum on April 28, 2025 to obtain feedback from agency stakeholders and 
the public on prioritized needs projects. The prioritized projects presented at the forum 
reflected the technical analysis conducted by the LRTP project team.  

1.0 PUBLIC SURVEY 
The survey was completed by 42 respondents and it should be noted that the sample is not 
statistically significant. The survey does provide some insight as to the types of investments 
that respondents would like to see made in the region’s transportation system. 

2.1 Demographics 
The survey asked respondents to provide demographic information, including age, gender, 
household income, race/ethnicity, and whether they are residents or agency stakeholders. 
Figure 1 summarizes the role question, indicating that 77% of respondents are either permanent 
or seasonal residents. Of the remaining respondents, 11% are transportation industry 
professionals and the remaining 12% include local government and advocacy group 
representatives and students. 

Figure 1. Who are the Respondents?
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Figures 2 through 5 summarize the other demographics. In terms of gender, most respondents 
were men, at 61%, and of the remaining respondents 37% are women, and 3% preferred not to 
answer the question. The race/ethnicity breakdown of survey respondents is majority white at 
74%. The next highest represented category is Hispanic or Latino, at 11%.The household 
income of respondents is mostly over $75,000, comprising 58%, while 29% did not respond to 
the question. The remainder of 13% reported annual household income less than $75,000. The 
final demographic question asked respondents their age, with the vast majority reporting an age 
greater than 54, at 61%. Of the remainder, 23% reported between 25 and 44 years old. 
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Figure 2. Gender of Respondents 
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2.2 Priority Projects 
The question “Are there any specific projects you would like to see prioritized?” yielded a variety 
of improvement types, with a majority in favor of ped/bike improvement needs, at 32%. Another 
12% of priorities are consistent with ped/bike, in favor of Complete Streets. Roadway capacity 
and safety concerns represent the next highest number of priorities, at 12% each. The 
remainder of priorities range from technology improvements to roundabouts and several other 
improvement types, as depicted in Figure 6. 

Figure 6. Priority Investment Types 

Projects selected by survey respondents as priorities are summarized in Table 1. 
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Table 1. Priority Projects 
Project Type Project 

Resilience 

US 41/TAMIAMI TR - US 301/S WASHINGTON BLVD  to 14TH ST 
SR 789 - US 41/TAMIAMI TR  to ST ARMANDS CIRCLE 
S RIVER RD - INDIANA AVE S  to US 41/TAMIAMI TR 
SR 684 - 123RD ST W  to 37 ST W 

Safety 

US 41 - US 41 BYPASS  to JACARANDA BLVD 
LAUREL RD - I-75  to W OF I-75 
15TH ST E - 51ST AVE E  to 44TH AVE E 
MAIN ST - US 41  to SCHOOL AVE 
CORTEZ RD W - AT 26TH ST W 

Capacity 

RIVER RD - WINCHESTER BLVD  to US 41 
UNIVERSITY PKWY - LAKEWOOD RANCH BLVD  to LORRAINE RD 
DOVE AVE - LORRAINE RD  to SR 72 
I-75 - AT SR 681  to N/A
LAUREL RD - KNIGHTS TRAIL  to JACARANDA BLVD 
LAUREL RD - I-75  to KNIGHTS TRAIL 
LORRAINE RD - KNIGHTS TRAIL RD  to SR 72 

TSM&O 
SR 72/CLARK RD - MIDNIGHT PASS RD  to I-75 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - 44TH AVE W  to 63RD AVE W 
63RD AVE E / SAUNDERS RD - US 41  to TUTTLE AVE 

Intersection PINEBROOK  RD - AT E VENICE AVE 
SR 64/MANATEE AVE - AT GULF DR 

Pedestrian/Bicycle 

BAHIA VISTA ST - U.S. 41  to MCINTOSH RD 
BAYSHORE GARDENS PKWY - 26TH ST W  to 14TH ST W 
BORDER RD - AUBURN RD  to N JACKSON RD 
FLORENCE ST/EDMONSON RD - LEGACY TRAIL  to PINEBROOK RD 
15TH ST E - TALLEVAST RD  to 7-ELEVEN DRIVEWAY 
GULF OF MEXICO DR - 27TH ST  to 5TH ST 
SAUNDERS RD/63RD AVE - U.S. 41/14TH ST W  to 5TH ST E 
10TH AVE (US 41 DIVERSION) - 11TH ST  to 17TH ST 
UNIVERSITY PKWY - US 41  to US 301 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - E VENICE AVE  to CHARLOTTE COUNTY 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - UNIVERSITY PKWY  to EDWARDS DR 
12TH ST - ORANGE AVE  to BENEVA RD 
12TH ST - US 41  to ORANGE AVE 
SR 789/GULF OF MEXICO DR - ON LBK 
15TH ST E - S OF 59TH AVE E  to S OF 56TH AVE DR E 
FRUITVILLE RD - COCOANUT AVE  to US 301 
10TH ST & BLVD OF THE ARTS - US 41  to ORANGE AVE 
SHADE AVE - HIBISCUS CT  to 15TH ST 
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2.3 Non-Priority Projects 
The question “Are there any projects you do not want prioritized?” is consistent with the results 
in the priorities question, with roadway capacity the most chosen project type to not prioritize, 
while ped/bike, Complete Streets and others prioritized in the previous question received the 
lowest return for this question. Resiliency projects were the second most selected project type 
to not prioritize, which is also more or less consistent with responses to the previous question. 
Figure 7 summarizes the results. 

Figure 7. Non-Priority Investment Types 

The clear theme of the survey response is opposition to vehicle-oriented projects, with several 
respondents emphasizing that expanding roadways runs counter to the type of transportation 
environment they want to see in the future. Several respondents also noted that access to 
public transit should be prioritized for all residents, rather than focusing on roadway expansion. 
Others commented that all projects are important. 
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projects already underway, respectively. A complete summary of the submitted comments is 
included in the next section. 

Figure 8. General Comments 
36%

18%

11%
7% 7%

4% 4% 4% 4% 4% 4%

0%
5%

10%
15%
20%
25%
30%
35%
40%

50



2.5 Where Respondents Live 
The final question asked respondents to indicate their zip code of residence. Figure 9 depicts 
the results, with approximately half of respondents who answered the question (17) in Manatee 
County and half (18) in Sarasota County.  

Figure 9. Where Respondents Live 
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2.0 PUBLIC FORUM 
The Project Priorities Forum was held on April 28, 2025 at the State College of Florida in 
Bradenton. The Forum was an in-person meeting open to the public and transportation 
implementing agency stakeholders. Attendees included representatives of county and 
municipal jurisdictions in the region including: 

 Sarasota County Public Works Department
 City of Venice Planning and Zoning Department
 City of Sarasota Mayor Alpert
 Town of Longboat Key Public Works Department
 Manatee County Public Works Department
 Island Transportation Planning Organization
 City of Bradenton Public Works Department

After presentations by the MPO on the purpose and methodology of the LRTP update and 
presentations by each agency stakeholder representative on the respective jurisdictional 
priorities, the MPO presented prioritized projects on maps and in tables, organized by 
investment type. The categories of projects that were presented include: 

 Pipeline Projects (inc. projects in various stages of project development)
 Roadway Capacity
 Intersection Improvements
 Resiliency Improvements
 Multimodal Improvements (inc. Ped/Bike and Complete Streets)
 Safety Improvements
 Transportation System Management and Operations (inc. ITS and Turn Lanes)

After the presentations, participants, including members of the public, were asked to review the 
project maps and tables and provide their input in terms of their specific project priorities, in an 
open house format. This section includes a summary of the stakeholder presentations delivered 
at the Forum, as well as public input received at the forum. 

2.1 Agency Stakeholder Presentations 
Each of the agency stakeholder representatives in attendance delivered a presentation at the 
Forum describing their respective jurisdictions’ vision and priorities, with some highlighting 
specific improvements. MPO staff began the presentation with an explanation of the plan 
update requirements and process and description of the 2050 vision and goals and objectives. 
The MPO’s presentation also focused on the importance of the project prioritization process, in 
light of limited transportation revenues to implement improvements. The following synopsis 
provides a high-level summary of the stakeholder presentations. 

3.1.1. Sarasota County 
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Paula Wiggins of the Sarasota County Public Works 
Department described the county’s transportation goals, 
challenges, and priorities, with a distinction between local 
road, state road, and transit improvement needs. The 
Sarasota County goals are consistent with the LRTP goals, 
highlighting safety, mobility, innovation, economic, and 
environmental themes. Paula’s description of the transportation challenges faced by the county 
included both general and specific challenges, many of which are directly addressed in the 
LRTP performance-based  technical process. The number one challenge faced by the county is 
funding needed transportation improvements. Other challenges include: 

 Maintaining and enhancing the natural and built beauty of Sarasota County
 Transportation to and from the county’s barrier islands
 Preservation of the existing transportation system
 Public transportation
 Safe and accessible transportation
 Transportation system reliability

Paula also summarized the results of a public opinion survey conducted by the county, which 
found that the most important issue in Sarasota County, according to respondents, is 
population growth/new development. Transportation was the fourth most important issue, 
behind crime, water quality, and economy/jobs. 

Important strategic priorities for the county include the implementation of emerging 
technologies, cost-efficient implementation of transportation improvements, leveraging all 
available revenue sources, and sustainability/resiliency. Paula listed the county’s top project 
priorities, which include: 

 I-75/S.R. 681 interchange modification (full interchange)
 US 41 and University Pkwy intersection
 I-75/Yorkshire St (new interchange)
 I-75/Bee Ridge Rd (interchange modification)
 Sarasota/Manatee US 41 Corridor Mobility and Safety Study
 University Pkwy north to 17th Street W in Palmetto
 SR 72 (Clark Rd)/McIntosh Rd (intersection improvement)
 SR 72 (Clark Rd): East of I-75 to Lorraine Rd (widen to 4 lanes)
 Fruitville Rd: Debrecen Rd to Verna Rd (widen to 4 lanes)
 Lorrane Rd: Fruitville Rd to Palmer Blvd (new 4 lane roadway)
 River Rd Regional Interstate Connector (widen to 4 lanes)
 US 41 to Winchester Boulevard and Winchester Boulevard to the County line
 North Sarasota Multimodal Connector (new overpass)
 Legacy Trail Overpasses at Beneva Road, Bahia Vista Street, and Tuttle Avenue
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Other general county priorities include the implementation of the county’s safety action plan, 
maintenance of existing infrastructure, and roadway resiliency improvements on the barrier 
islands. 

3.1.2. City of North Port 
Ryan Brown of the MPO spoke on behalf of the City of North Port, 
stressing the importance of transportation connectivity of North 
Port to Sarasota to the north and Charlotte County to the south. 
North Port is one of the fastest growing areas in Sarasota County, 
with the expected addition of over 100,000 residents and 30,000 
jobs by 2050. The outpaced residential growth, relative to employment growth, underscores the 
importance of the regional connectivity of this community in the southeast corner of Sarasota 
County. 

3.1.3. City of Venice 
Roger Clark of the City of Venice Planning and Zoning 
Department delivered a presentation  describing the historical 
development of the city and the growing area in northeast 
Venice, east of I-75. Roger focused on the need for close 
coordination with Sarasota County, given the majority of transportation facilities serving the 
area are county roads. The most important transportation challenges in the city are in the area 
between Pinebrook Rd and Knights Trail Rd, which is in the area surrounding the two I-75 
interchanges serving Venice at Laurel Rd and Jacaranda Blvd. 

Other transportation challenges in Venice include east-west and north-south connections to 
downtown Venice via the Venice Ave Bridge and Hatchett Creek Bridge (Business US 41), 
respectively. While the Hatchett Creek Bridge was reconstructed in 2005, doubling its capacity 
from two lanes to four lanes, the Venice Ave Bridge is currently a two-lane bridge with limited 
capacity connecting Venice to the east. The area directly east of the bridge is envisioned by the 
city to redevelop from primarily industrial land use to a mixed-use marina development with a 
swing barge pedestrian/bicycle connection to the island. Central to this vision is a shift to non-
automobile traffic connecting to the island and a resulting decrease in traffic in downtown 
Venice. The multimodal vision for the City of Venice is consistent with the MPO’s focus on 
regional pedestrian/bicycle connections from the Legacy Trail to activity centers throughout the 
region. 

3.1.4. City of Sarasota  
Mayor Liz Alpert of the City of Sarasota presented the city’s Sarasota in 
Motion plan, which is focused on mobility options, safety, resiliency, and 
technology improvements in the city. Sarasota in Motion is closely aligned 
with elements of the MPO’s vision, embodied in the LRTP, of improved 
multimodal safety, stormwater resiliency, and preservation of the region’s 
unique environmental assets. Primary challenges in Sarasota include recovery 
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from recent storm events; providing and maintaining adequate transportation infrastructure to 
address growth; and improving safety for motorists, pedestrians, and bicyclists. 

Mayor Alpert discussed some of the city’s priority projects, including trails, corridor and 
intersection improvements, resiliency improvements, and technology improvements. Key 
projects in the city include: 

 Circus Trail extension (connecting Legacy Trail to 17th Street Regional Park)
 Fruitville Rd: US 41 to US 301 (corridor improvements)
 Main St: US 41 to School Ave (corridor improvements)
 Shade Ave: Hibiscus St to 15th St (corridor improvements)
 St Armands/SR 789 (corridor improvements)
 10th St: US 41 to Orange Ave (corridor improvements)
 US 41 at Boulevard of the Arts (intersection improvement)
 US 41 at MLK Jr Way (roundabout)
 US 41 at Myrtle St (roundabout)
 US 41 at Ringling Blvd (roundabout)
 US 41 at Orange Ave (roundabout)
 10th St at Orange Ave (roundabout)
 Connected and Automated Vehicle Technology improvements throughout city

3.1.4. Town of Longboat Key 
Jennifer Fehrs of the Public Works Department delivered a presentation 
highlighting the similarities between the town’s goals and the LRTP 
vision and goals with a description of some of the primary transportation 
challenges in Longboat Key. The town’s principal transportation goals 
include improving safety, mitigating the impacts of stormwater, 
providing mobility options, and managing congestion through the use of 
technology. One of the biggest challenges faced by the island 
community is dealing with traffic congestion in an area with only two points of entry/exit on the 
north and south ends of the island. Others include resilience and recovery in the face of natural 
disasters and the need for pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure on the island.  

Jennifer stressed the importance of collaboration with the counties and municipal partners to 
address these challenges and specified some of the specific project priorities in Longboat Key, 
including: 

 SR 789/Gulf of Mexico Dr (left center turn lane – under construction)
 SR 789/Gulf Mexico Dr (Complete Streets, shared use path)
 SR 789/Gulf of Mexico Dr at Broadway (roundabout)
 SR 789 Gulf of Mexico Dr at Longboat Club Rd (roundabout)
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3.1.5. Manatee County 
Clarke Davis of the Public Works Department began his presentation with confirmation of the 
synergy between the county’s Comprehensive Plan and the vision established in the LRTP.  

Clarke provided an overview of Manatee County’s historical and 
future growth patterns, highlighting a distinct northward and 
eastward expansion of development in the county since the 
mid-1980’s. He stressed the importance of addressing this 
growth with adequate transportation infrastructure, including 
the highest priority east-west and north-south: 

 15th St E
 SR 64 east of Rye Rd
 Rye Rd
 Fort Hamer Rd
 27th St E
 Ellenton Gillette Rd

Other improvement needs in Manatee County include roadway maintenance, better public 
transit service, and pedestrian/bicycle infrastructure, including multi-use trails. One of the 
county’s multimodal priorities discussed by Clarke is to complete the sidewalk network, 
including on roadways that currently have sidewalks on one side of the road only. 

3.1.6. Island Transportation Planning Organization  
Sage Kamiya of the City of Homes Beach Public Works Department delivered a 
presentation on behalf of the Island Transportation Planning Organization, which 
is composed of the cities of Anna Maria, Holmes Beach, and Bradenton Beach. 
Sage summarized the transportation issues and priorities in each of the three 
jurisdictions, including the following: 

 Anna Maria
o Three “humpback” bridge replacements
o Right-of-Way needs
o Operational improvement needs
o Pedestrian/bicycle and Complete Streets improvements
o Active/alternative transportation modes

 Holmes Beach
o SR 789: 27th St N to Palm Dr/Gulf DR (Complete Street)
o SR 64 at Gulf Dr (roundabout)
o SR 64 at East Bay Dr (roundabout)
o SR 64: East Bay Dr to SR 789 (turn lane extension)
o Marine Dr at Key Royale Dr (right turn lane)
o Non-state highway transportation funding needs
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o Funding small (non-capital) improvements
o Collaboration between cities/county/MPO to fund projects
o Resiliency improvements
o Clean water improvements

 Bradenton Beach
o SR 789: Longboat Pass to 27th St (Complete Street)
o Drainage improvements
o Complete Streets improvements
o MCAT Anna Maria Island Trolley (make successful)
o Expanded water taxi service
o Increased pedestrian/bicycle use
o Drainage improvements

3.1.4. City of Bradenton 
Kim Clayback of the Public Works and Utilities Department described 
that the general transportation challenge faced by the city is not 
expansion, but rather densification of development, which creates 
significant traffic congestion issues that must be addressed by 
providing safe mobility options, rather than adding roadway capacity. 
Kim presented the city’s top transportation priorities with detailed 
discussion of some of the particular challenges associated with some of the projects. The 
priority projects are a mix of multimodal and traffic operational improvements, including: 

 9th Ave W: 18th St to 6th St W (Complete Streets)
 9th St W: 9th Ave to 26th Ave W (Complete Streets)
 14th St W: 9th Ave W to 26th Ave W (Complete Streets)
 17th Ave W: 14th St W to 5th St W (Complete Streets)
 11th Ave W: Village Green Pkwy to 63rd St W (Sun Trail)
 21st St E and Norma Lloyd Park (on street parking, trail extension)
 9th Ave W at 9th St W (mast arm)
 13th Ave W at 9th St W (mast arm)
 13th Ave E at 15th St E (mast arm)
 Braden River Trail (multi-use path)

3.1.4. City of Palmetto 
Jake Bibler of the Public Works and Utilities Department described the 
city’s top priorities, all of which are focused on improving mobility in 
Palmetto as well as supporting the city’s goal to become a destination. Transportation 
improvements that Jake described as high priorities include a mix of placemaking multimodal 
improvements and traffic operational improvements. Specific projects on the city’s list include: 

 US 41 Business/8th Ave W: 12th St W to D St (pedestrian/bicycle)
 10th Ave W: Riverside Dr to 17th St (pedestrian/bicycle)
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 7th St: 11th Ave W to Haben Blvd (Complete Streets)
 Palmetto Trails Network Plan: US 41/Riverside Dr to Washington Park (multi-use trail)
 10th St W onto 8th Ave (SB and NB turn lanes)

2.2 Forum Input 
Forum attendees provided input on the project maps and tables by marking them up with 
respect to their individual priority projects. Figure 10 summarizes the number of times projects 
were selected as priorities in each of the improvement type categories. Figures 11 through 16 
depict the level of agreement with prioritized projects in those categories in terms of the 
alignment of the top 10 prioritized projects in each category relative to the priorities identified 
by participants. The input provided indicated a general agreement with the majority of 
prioritized projects in the cases of intersection improvements, resiliency improvements, and 
safety improvements. With respect to TSM&O and pedestrian/bicycle improvements, attendees 
generally selected projects not ranked highly in the technical process. 

 

Pipeline
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Figure 10. Forum Comments by Program 
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Projects within each type selected by Forum attendees as priorities are summarized in Table 1 
by improvement category. 

Table 1. Forum Project Priorities Selections 

Projects by Category Number of Times Selected 
1 2 3 4 

Intersections 
US 41/TAMIAMI TRAIL AT UNIVERSITY 4 
US 41 BYPASS AT 7TH STREET 3 
US 41/TAMIAMI TRAIL AT ORANGE AVE 3 
SR 64/MANATEE AVENUE AT E BAY DRIVE 3 
I-75 AT SR 681 3 
SR 684/CORTEZ ROAD AT 75TH STREET 2 
SR 684/CORTEZ ROAD AT SR 789/GULF DRIVE 2 
PINEBROOK  ROAD AT EAST VENICE AVE 2 
I-75 AT SR 681 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS 2 
14TH ST AT 21ST AVENUE 1 
SR 64/MANATEE AVENUE AT GULF DRIVE 1 
I-75 AT YORKSHIRE/RAINTREE 1 
Resiliency 
SR 789 - HARBORSIDE RD  to SR 64/MANATEE AVE 4 
SR 758 - BEACH RD  to US 41/TAMIAMI TR 3 
SUMTER BLVD - W PRICE BLVD  to JENSLEY AVE 3 
SR 789 - US 41/TAMIAMI TR  to ST ARMANDS CIRCLE 2 
S RIVER RD - INDIANA AVE S  to US 41/TAMIAMI TR 2 
RIVER RD - US 41/TAMIAMI TR  to CURRY CREEK 2 
SR 681 - US 41/TAMIAMI TR  to I-75 2 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - SR 64/MANATEE AVE  to 10TH ST/US 301 1 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - US 301/S WASHINGTON BLVD  to 14TH ST 1 
SR 64 - CR 789/GULF DR  to 75 ST W 1 
SR 684 - SR 789/GULF DR  to 123 ST W 1 
Safety 
UNIVERSITY PKWY - US 301  to N LOCKWOOD RIDGE RD 3 
MAIN ST - US 41  to SCHOOL AVE 3 
BEE RIDGE RD - I-75  to S TAMIAMI TR 3 
LAUREL RD - I-75  to W OF I-75 3 
US 41 - MAGELLAN DR  to 63RD AVE 2 
US 41/14TH ST - 26TH ST  to CITY LIMITS 2 
CORTEZ RD W - AT 14TH ST W  to N/A 2 
CORTEZ RD W - AT 26TH ST W  to N/A 2 
US 41 - US 41 BYPASS  to JACARANDA BLVD 2 
US 41 (14TH ST W) - 57TH AVE W  to TALLEVAST RD 1 
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Capacity 
N TUTTLE AVE - MLK  to UNIVERSITY PKWY 3 
RIVER RD - WINCHESTER BLVD  to US 41 3 
LORRAINE RD - PALMER BLVD  to FRUITVILLE RD 3 
HONORE AVE - FRUITVILLE  to 17TH ST 2 
UNIVERSITY PKWY - LAKEWOOD RANCH BLVD  to LORRAINE RD 2 
LAUREL RD - I-75  to KNIGHTS TRAIL 2 
EAST-WEST RDWAY C - SR 681  to N/A 2 
UNIVERSITY PKWY - LORRAINE RD  to BOURNESIDE BLVD 2 
DOVE AVE - LORRAINE RD  to SR 72 2 
LORRAINE RD - KNIGHTS TRAIL RD  to SR 72 2 
IBIS ST - IBIS ST  to LORRAINE RD 2 
US 301 - US 41  to MANATEE COUNTY LINE 1 
RAINTREE BLVD - HARBOR BLVD  to BLUELEAF DR 1 
RAINTREE BLVD - I-75  to DESOTO COUNTY LINE 1 
TSM&O 
UNIVERSITY PKWY - US 41   to I-75 3 
TUTTLE AVE - 17TH ST  to SIESTA DR 3 
US 41 TRANSIT SIGNAL PRIORITY - 8TH AVE W  to FRUITVILLE RD 2 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - SR 780/FRUITVILLE RD  to SR 610/UNIVERSITY PWKY 2 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR (PALMETTO  BRIDGE) - PROCTOR RD  to FRUITIVILLE RD 2 
SR 780/FRUITVILLE RD - US 301  to COBURN RD 2 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - SR 72/STICKNEY POINT RD  to N OF WOOD ST 2 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - SR 776  to US 41B/VENETIA BAY BLVD 2 
FRUITVILLE RD - US 41  to US 301 2 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING WAY  to WEBBER ST 2 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - SHAMROCK BLVD  to CENTER RD 2 
HONORE AVE - RICHARDSON RD  to BEE RIDGE RD 2 
SR 758/BEE RIDGE RD - US 41  to R/W LINE W OF MAUNA LOA RD 2 
I-75 - FRUITVILLE RD  to BEE RIDGE RD 2 
VENICE AVE - US 41 B/TAMIAMI TRL  to JACARANDA BLVD 2 
BENEVA RD - SR 72  to SR 780 2 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - RIVER RD  to CHARLOTTE COUNTY LINE 2 
SR 758/MIDNIGHT PASS RD - SR 72  to HIGEL AVE 2 
BAHIA VISTA ST - S OSPREY AVE  to S BENEVA RD 2 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - S OF BAYSHORE DR  to VAMO RD 2 
SUMTER BLVD - US 41  to CITY CENTER BLVD 2 
OSPREY AVE/BAY RD - US 41  to SR 758 2 
PRICE BLVD - SUMTER BLVD  to TOLEDO BLADE BLVD 2 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - COLONIA LN  to S OF BAYSHORE DR 2 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - VENICE BYPASS  to COLONIA LANE 2 
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SIESTA DR - S TUTTLE AVE  to S OSPREY AVE 2 
CENTER RD - US 41  to N RIVER RD 2 
TOLEDO BLADE BLVD - PRICE BLVD  to I-75 2 
I-75 - SR 681  to SR 72/CLARK RD 2 
ALBEE FARMS RD - US 41 BYPASS  to EDMONSON RD 2 
HONORE AVE - PALMER RANCH RD  to CLARK RD 2 
PALMER RANCH PKWY - MCINTOSH RD  to HONORE AVE 2 
US 41/14TH ST W - TALLEVAST RD  to SAUNDERS RD 1 
SR 684/44TH AVE W - 37TH ST W  to 14TH ST W 1 
US 41/14TH ST W - SAUNDERS RD  to SR 70/53RD AVE E 1 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - BAYSHORE GARDENS PKWY  to 16TH AVE 1 
SR 64/MANATEE AVE - 15TH ST W  to 27TH ST E 1 
UNIVERSITY PKWY - US 301  to I-75 1 
SR 64/MANATEE AVE - 43RD ST  to W OF 24TH ST 1 
CENTRAL SARASOTA BLVD - US 41  to HONORE AVE 1 
ALBEE RD W - US 41  to CASEY KEY RD 1 
BLACKBURN POINT RD - US 41  to CASEY KEY RD 1 
Pedestrian/Bicycle 
FRUITVILLE RD - COCOANUT AVE  to US 301 4 
BENEVA RD - PROCTOR RD  to FRUITVILLE RD 4 
BAHIA VISTA ST - U.S. 41  to MCINTOSH RD 3 
US 41/TAMIAMI TR - E VENICE AVE  to CHARLOTTE COUNTY 2 
S INDIANA AVE - RIVERVIEW AVE  to E DEARBORN ST 2 
E DEARBORN ST - S INDIANA AVE  to PINE ST 2 
N TUTTLE AVE - FRUITVILLE  to MLK 2 
S BLVD OF THE PRESIDENTS - S OF WASHINGTON DR  to PANSY BAYOU BRIDGE 2 
12TH ST - US 41  to ORANGE AVE 2 
SR 789/GULF OF MEXICO DR - ON LBK  to N/A 2 
SHADE AVE - HIBISCUS CT  to 15TH ST 2 
N TUTTLE AVE - GOLF COURSE RD  to 61ST ST 2 
BORDER RD - AUBURN RD  to N JACKSON RD 2 
17TH ST - CHIMNEY CREEK DR/GUN CLUB RD  to HONORE AVE 2 
PONCE DE LEON BLVD - SKYVIEW DR  to TROPICARE BLVD 2 
FLORENCE ST/EDMONSON RD - LEGACY TRAIL  to PINEBROOK RD 2 
UNIVERSITY PKWY - US 41  to US 301 1 
GULF DR - MANATEE AVE  to E BAY DR 1 
S RIVER RD - PINE ST  to USPS DRIVEWAY 1 
E VENICE AVE - US 41  to US 41/BUS TAMIAMI 1 
GULF OF MEXICO DR - 27TH ST  to 5TH ST 1 
JOHN RINGLING BLVD - N POLK DR  to LITTLE RINGLING BRIDGE 1 
S RIVER RD - USPS DRIVEWAY  to WINCHESTER BLVD 1 
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SR 789/GULF DR - 27TH ST N  to PALM DR/GULF DR 1 
HONORE AVE - 17TH ST  to ATHLETES DR 1 
BORDER RD - N JACKSON RD  to S MOON DR 1 
Pipeline Projects 
LAUREL RD - KNIGHTS TRAIL  to JACARANDA BLVD 3 
10TH ST - AT ORANGE AVE  to <Null> 3 
10TH ST & BLVD OF THE ARTS - US 41  to ORANGE AVE 3 
12TH ST - ORANGE AVE  to BENEVA RD 2 
SR 45 (US 41) - AT RINGLING BLVD & MAIN ST  to N/A 2 
SR 780/FRUITVILLE RD  - US 301  to HONORE AVE ATSPM CV UPGRADE 2 
SR 72/CLARK RD - MIDNIGHT PASS RD  to I-75 1 
SR 789/GULF DR - LONGBOAT PASS  to 27TH ST N 1 
15TH ST E - S OF 59TH AVE E  to S OF 56TH AVE DR E 1 
15TH ST E - S OF 56TH AVE E  to S OF 51ST AVE E 1 
SUN TRAIL - 17TH ST REGIONAL PARK  to NATHAN BENDERSON PARK 1 
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