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AGENDA

Chairman Will Hawthorne, Presiding

(WiI-Fi network = MpoGuest, password = mpoaccess)

Call to Order - Chairman Will Hawthorne

. Confirmation of Quorum - Ms. Lisa Smith

. Agenda Review/Staff Follow-Up - Mr. Keith Caskey

Public Comments on Action ltems

Comments from the public will be heard pertaining to items on the agenda for this meeting. People

wishing to speak must complete a “Speakers Introduction Card” at the reception desk. Each speaker is
limited to two minutes.

Common Presentations/Status Reports
A. Status Report on MetroPlan Orlando Strategic Plan (Tab 1)

Ms. Virginia Whittington, MetroPlan Orlando staff, will present a status report on the update of
MetroPlan Orlando’s Strategic Plan that is currently underway. An attachment is provided at Tab 1.

B. Report on Orange Avenue Corridor Study

Mr. Nick Lepp, MetroPlan Orlando staff, will present a report on the Orange Avenue Corridor Study
in Edgewood.

C. MetroPlan Orlando Upcoming TIP Amendment Request (Tab 2)
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Mr. Nick Lepp, MetroPlan Orlando staff, will provide information on an upcoming request from
MetroPlan Orlando to amend the FY 2019/20 - 2023/24 TIP to include a list of 40 projects from the
FY 2024/25 - 2039/40 Prioritized Project List (PPL) for which funding is now available. An
attachment is provided at Tab 2.

D. Traffic Signal Retiming Status Report (Tab 3)
Mr. Eric Hill, MetroPlan Orlando staff, will present a status report on the retiming of traffic signals
within the MetroPlan Orlando region. An attachment is provided at Tab 3.

E. Status Report on CAV Readiness Study
Mr. Eric Hill, MetroPlan Orlando staff, will present a status report on the Connected and Autonomous
Vehicle (CAV) Readiness Study that is currently underway.

VI. Action Items

A. Approval of the June 28, 2019 TAC Meeting Minutes (Tab 4)

Approval is requested of the June 28, 2019 meeting minutes provided in Tab 4.

B. FDOT Amendment to FY 2019/20 - 2023/24 TIP(Tab 5)

Mr. Keith Caskey, MetroPlan Orlando staff, is requesting the TAC to recommend that the FY 2019/20
-2023/24 TIP be amended to include projects that had funds that rolled forward from FY 2018/19
to FY 2019/20. A letter from FDOT explaining the amendment request is provided in Tab 5, along
with the FDOT Roll Forward Report, a fact sheet prepared by MetroPlan Orlando staff and the draft
resolution to be presented at the September 11th Board meeting.

C. FDOT Amendment to FY 2019/20 - 2023/24 TIP(Tab 6)

Mr. Keith Caskey, MetroPlan Orlando staff, is requesting the TAC to recommend that the FY 2019/20
-2023/24 TIP be amended to include SunRail projects that had funds that rolled forward from FY
2018/19 to FY 2019/20. A letter from FDOT SunRail staff explaining the amendment request is
provided in Tab 6, along with a fact sheet prepared by MetroPlan Orlando staff and the draft
resolution to be presented at the September 11th Board meeting.

D. MetroPlan Orlando Public Participation Plan (Tab 7)

Action is requested by Ms. Mary Ann Horne, MetroPlan Orlando staff, to recommend the approval of
MetroPlan Orlando’s 2019 Public Participation Plan. A PowerPoint Presentation will be given prior to
action being taken. An attachment is provided at Tab 7.

E. 2045 MTP Public Participation Plan (Tab 8)

Action is requested by Ms. Mary Ann Horne, MetroPlan Orlando staff, to recommend the approval of
the Public Participation Plan for MetroPlan Orlando’s 2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP).
A PowerPoint Presentation will be given prior to action being taken. An attachment is provided at Tab
8.

VII. TAC-Only Presentations

There are no TAC-only presentations.

VIIl. General Information (Tab 9)
A. FDOT Monthly Construction Status Report
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IX.

The latest FDOT Monthly Construction Status Report for the Orlando area is enclosed for information
purposes.

Air Quality Report

The latest air quality report for the MetroPlan Orlando area is enclosed for information purposes.

MetroPlan Orlando Board Highlights
A copy of the July 10, 2019 Board Meeting Highlights is enclosed for information purposes.

LYNX Press Releases

A set of press releases from LYNX is enclosed for information purposes.

-4 Ultimate Express Lanes Brochure

A brochure providing information on the [|-4 Ultimate Express Lanes is available
at https://i4ultimate.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/2150-Express-Lanes-Informational-
Guide-20190710-rgb.pdf.

Status Report on Colonial Parkway PD&E Study

A status report on the FTE Colonial Parkway PD&E study will be provided at the meeting for
information purposes.

Status Report on Northeast Connector Feasibility Stuady

A status report on the CFX Northeast Connector Expressway Extension Concept Feasibility and
Mobility Study is enclosed for information purposes.

Request for Legislative Priorities

MetroPlan Orlando is issuing a request for legislative priorities to be considered for the 2020 session
of the Florida Legislature. Please submit any legislative priorities you would like to have considered
to Virginia Whittington at viwhittington@metroplanorlando.org by Friday, September 13, 2019.

Upcoming Meetings of Interest to TAC Members

A.

Next MPO Board Meeting

The next MetroPlan Orlando Board meeting will be held on September 11, 2019, at 9:00 a.m. in the
MetroPlan Orlando Board Room, 250 South Orange Avenue, Suite 200, Orlando, FL 32801.

2045 MTP Working Group Meetings

MetroPlan Orlando’s 2045 MTP Working Group will be meeting in the MetroPlan Orlando Board
Room, 250 South Orange Avenue, Suite 200, Orlando, FL 32801 on the following dates:

e August 20, 2019 at 1:30 p.m.

e October 3, 2019 at 1:30 p.m.

e November 19, 2019 at 10:30 a.m.

Joint Board & Committees Strategic Plan Retreat (Tab 10)

A joint retreat for Board and committee members on MetroPlan Orlando’s Strategic Plan update will
be held on October 16, 2019, from 10:00 a.m. to 2 p.m. in the Hyatt Regency Hotel Briefing Room
at Orlando International Airport. (Coffee and continental breakfast will be available starting at 9:30
a.m.) More information is provided in the attachment at Tab 10.
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D. FY2020/21 - 2024/25 Tentative Five Year Work Program Public Information Meeting

FDOT will be holding the District Five Public Information Outreach Meeting for the new FY 2020/21
- 2024/25 Tentative Five-Year Work Program on October 24, 2019, from 4:30 PM to 6:30 PM in
the Cypress A and B Conference Rooms at the District DelLand Office, 719 South Woodland
Boulevard, DelLand, FL 32720.

The District will also be hosting a week-long virtual on-line public hearing for the Work Program
beginning October 21, 2019 at 8:00 A.M. and ending October 25, 2019 at 12:00 AM. This online
hearing will be open and available 24 hours a day for citizens to view and comment on project
information at www.d5wpph.com.

E. Next TAC Meeting

The next TAC meeting will be held on October 25, 2019 at 10 a.m. in the MetroPlan Orlando Board
Room, 250 South Orange Avenue, Suite 200, Orlando, FL 32801. As a reminder, the dates of the
remaining TAC meetings during 2019 will be:

e 12/6/19

X. Other Business

XI.

XIl.

Public Comments (General)

Adjournment

Public participation is conducted without regard to race, color, national origin, sex, age, disability, religion, or family
status. Persons wishing to express concerns, who require special assistance under the Americans with Disabilities
Act, or who require language services (free of charge) should contact MetroPlan Orlando by phone at (407) 481-
5672 or by email at info@metroplanorlando.org at least three business days prior to the event.

La participacion publica se lleva a cabo sin distincion de raza, color, origen nacional, sexo, edad, discapacidad,
religion o estado familiar. Las personas que deseen expresar inquietudes, que requieran asistencia especial bajo
la Ley de Americanos con Discapacidad (ADA) o que requieran servicios de traduccion (sin cargo) deben ponerse
en contacto con MetroPlan Orlando por teléfono (407) 481-5672 (marcar 0) o por correo
electrénico info@metroplanorlando.org por lo menos tres dias antes del evento.
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Committee Meetings
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Possible MPO Roles Worksheet

MPO Role Description

Traditional
Convener

Champion

Ensure others’ projects are programmed and funded in the TIP

Serve as a forum for regular meetings to discuss and debate an issue

Work aggressively to develop regional consensus on an issue and responsibilities, through

leading / coordinating agreements between operating and implementing agencies

Developer

MPO members and operating/implementing agencies

Implementer

Implement the plans and strategies

Develop issue-specific regional plans that may include strategies and specific roles for

Issues MetroPlan should address
(from Workshop #1):

MetroPlan Orlando’s Role (Circle One)

Most Frequent:
Funding

Traditional | Convener | Champion | Developer | Implementer
Access to transportation for . .
. ) P Traditional | Convener | Champion | Developer | Implementer
jobs, and services
Growth, demographics, and " .
grap . Traditional | Convener | Champion | Developer | Implementer
land use/transportation link
Leveraging/adapting to new . .
g g/ ping Traditional | Convener | Champion | Developer | Implementer
technologies
Other:
Bicycle & Pedestrian Safety Traditional | Convener | Champion | Developer | Implementer
Transit Traditional | Convener | Champion | Developer | Implementer
Performance Measures Traditional | Convener | Champion | Developer | Implementer
Using what we have more . .
& . Traditional | Convener | Champion | Developer | Implementer
comprehensively and smartly
Other: Traditional | Convener | Champion | Developer | Implementer
Other: Traditional | Convener | Champion | Developer | Implementer

Name (print) so consultants may contact you for additional clarification:
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INTRODUCTION

On June 12, 2019 the governing board of MetroPlan Orlando met in workshop format to review
the results of the stakeholder interviews conducted by the Strategic Planning Team, and to
provide additional direction to the Team. The specific objectives of the workshop were to:

J Provide an overview of key themes emerging from stakeholder and staff interviews

] Engage board and stakeholders in further refinement of key issues and roles
emerging from interviews

. Confirm preliminary list of issues and roles

Sixteen voting and non-voting members of the board participated, as did five representatives of
partner organizations. (The list of Board members who participated may be found in Appendix
A.) The agenda, as modified during the workshop was as follows:

9:40 Welcome (Board Chair) and introductions (participants)
Overview of stakeholder interview process and purpose
Initial themes from stakeholder and staff interviews relating to:
e “What does MetroPlan Orlando do well, and what might it do differently?”
e “What one thing would you like MetroPlan to achieve with this process?”

10:15 Issues and roles — themes and discussion

From your perspective, what are the major issues MetroPlan Orlando should address
in the next 5-10 years?

e  Review themes from stakeholder and staff interviews

e  Add possible issues to address

e Informally test agreement on list using 4-point consensus scale

What roles could or should MetroPlan Orlando play in the region beyond its federal
and state mandates?

e  Review themes from presentation

e  Add possible roles

e Informally test agreement on list using 4-point consensus scale

Which issues/roles do you think are most important? Why?

10:55 Overview of next steps in the process
Review work plan and upcoming strategic planning workshops

11:00 Adjourn
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WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS

Commissioner VanderlLey, Chair of the MetroPlan Orlando Board, opened the workshop, and
asked Executive Director Gary Huttmann to offer opening remarks. Mr. Huttmann stressed the
importance of the process the Board is undertaking now. He reminded the Board of the
development of the last strategic plan somewhat over five years before, and MetroPlan’s
commitment then to track progress towards implementation and update the plan in five years.
He remarked that it had taken somewhat more than five years to begin the process because of
the transition in leadership.

Mr. Huttmann then introduced the strategic planning consulting team. He noted that the team
had begun the strategic planning process by interviewing board officers and representatives of
partner organizations. Mr. Huttmann closed by thanking members for taking the time to
participate and contribute to a good outcome, and introduced Strategic Planning Team facilitator
Rafael Montalvo.

OVERVIEW OF STAKEHOLDER INTERVIEW PROCESS

Mr. Montalvo asked consulting team members and MetroPlan Board members and
organizational partners at the table to introduce themselves. He then reviewed the agenda and
objectives for the workshop. He explained that the team had conducted the interviews to
understand which issues MetroPlan’s stakeholders believed should be addressed in the plan. The
Team now needed board members to review the issues that had emerged from the interviews,
add any they believed might be missing, and confirm the list going forward. He emphasized that
the result of the stakeholder interviews and board discussion of them would be one of the two
sources (together with the information on trends and conditions and best practices) for
determining the issues the plan would address.

Mr. Montalvo then outlined the components of the Strategic Planning process, the number of
stakeholder interviews conducted (16), and the questions posed in the stakeholder interviews.
He noted that at the request of MetroPlan staff, the team interviewed traditional transportation
partners, and also non-traditional partners, such as social service and health care organizations.

MetroPlan Orlando Strategic Planning Process Page 4
Board Workshop 1 Summary Report



ISSUES DISCUSSION

REVIEW OF THEMES EMERGING FROM THE INTERVIEWS

Mr. Montalvo first reviewed the themes that emerged in response to questions about what
MetroPlan does well, and what it might consider doing differently. Common themes in answers
about what it does well included:

e highly qualified, talented staff;

e convening, engaging and educating;

e and working across jurisdictional lines.

Common themes in answers about what it might do differently included:
e do more of the things it does well;
e continue and expand public outreach and leadership;
e explore new roles and technologies in partnership with others, and;
e improve board orientation and policy focus.

Mr. Montalvo then reviewed the themes that emerged in response to questions about the issues
MetroPlan should address. These included:

Funding

All interviewees pointed to funding as one of the most important issues MetroPlan Orlando
should address over the next ten years: funding for transportation generally, especially in
light of projected declines in gas tax revenues; funding, and especially dedicated funding, for
transit; funding for new technologies in transportation; funding changes resulting from
federal reauthorization; and new sources of funding. Most saw MetroPlan as able and well-
placed to increase regional understanding of transportation funding needs, and to increase
receptivity to meeting those needs among governments and leadership in the region.

Technology

Almost all of those interviewed pointed to the importance of technological changes in
transportation over the next five to ten (5-10) years. Some pointed to changes in vehicle
technology (i.e. autonomous vehicles and alternative fuel vehicles), others to the importance
of technology in systems management (i.e. in the collection and use of real time data), and
still others to the infrastructure needed to support new vehicle technologies and systems
management approaches (i.e. Al and 5G). Interviewees expect these changes will have
implications for the kinds of projects on the MetroPlan priority list, and for the roles
MetroPlan might play in directly collecting and supplying data, and managing systems.
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Transit

Transit was also one of the most frequently mentioned issues. While interviewees who talked
about transit were aware of MetroPlan Orlando’s limited direct role in transit, they believed
that the importance of transit to issues ranging from equitable access to jobs, to environment
(built and natural), to general quality of life, warranted a focus on it. As with many of the
other issues that emerged as themes, interviewees believed MetroPlan Orlando could play
several roles —advocacy, education, and “thought leadership” on this issue, despite its limited
direct responsibilities. Some focused on how MetroPlan could support local transit initiatives
with data and technical expertise. It should be noted that participants talked explicitly about
rubber-tire and rail transit, fixed-route and on-demand. They believed that transit would and
should become an increasingly prominent part of the transportation systems in the region.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety

Many interviewees pointed to the unfortunate rankings of the state and region (first in the
nation) in bicycle and pedestrian accidents. They believed that MetroPlan Orlando’s activities
in bicycle and pedestrian priorities would allow it to address those issues.

Growth, Demographics, and the Relationship between Land Use and Transportation Needs
Many interview participants noted that younger generations exhibit attitudes towards
transportation, the car, and transit sharply at variance with those of older residents. These
participants noted that these attitudes would have implications for the relationship between
land-use and transportation (including transit). Coupled with the high rates of growth in the
region, this might provide an opportunity for MetroPlan to lead regarding how the
relationship between land-use, transportation and transit is addressed in Central Florida.

Improved access to jobs, housing and services

Several participants pointed to the connection between transportation and overall health, as
well as the challenges of physical access to health care via public transportation. Others
pointed out that the region has a very high percentage of its population in the service industry
(the second highest in the nation), while the transportation system (and its relative paucity
of transit) makes it difficult for lower income residents to access service industry jobs. Several
respondents thought that the lack of transit coupled with the relative lack of affordable
housing would begin to negatively impact economic development in parts of the region.

[A fuller discussion of the potential roles identified through the interviews was provided in the
June 10 Board packet, Preliminary Summary of Stakeholder and Staff Interviews, prepared by the
Strategic Planning Team). It is also available separately from MetroPlan Orlando.]
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ADDITIONAL ISSUES

Board members and partners next identified additional issues they believe should be added to
the list, or as sub-bullets under one of the issues already listed. Their suggestions were
recorded almost verbatim, but some have been edited for clarity or conciseness.

Member Comments

e The 800-pound gorilla in the room is how we are going to accommodate the millions who
will come to Central Florida in the next two decades. The Bureau of Economic and
Business Research’s estimates are low. It is a catastrophe waiting to happen. It is going
to take not only transportation, but growth management. MetroPlan has to be part of
that conversation. It is going to take vision if we are going to be successful.

e | would echo that. For Central Florida it is broader than the three-county area — it is a
multi-county area-wide issue. Look at land-use planning, have candid conversations with
partners in the region to ensure the proper groundwork for mass transportation, and
avoid this patchwork of development that leads to stagnation.

e |don’t see under-served communities and how they get around on the list. Many service
sector employees are from those communities. Getting from home to job and back in a
reasonable amount of time is missing in some of our scenarios. When we talk about
bicycle and pedestrian safety, it is intersection improvement and signal timing needed to
get across the street. Also, the mentality of drivers — those kinds of issues also need to
be addressed.

e That is pretty much my list right there. | appreciate what everyone has already said.

e You see about a thousand new residents a week moving to this area. We have a unique
problem: we don’t have a way to keep up with that velocity of growth in terms of federal
and other funding. Federal funding is based on population, and lags with the census. How
do we convince the federal government to take into consideration the velocity of growth
here?

e The feds have gone to performance-based planning. | believe in equity across county
lines. With performance-based planning, if projects don’t hit certain priorities, you won’t
get dollars. We don’t understand what performance-based planning entails and the
magnitude of it. Are we willing to give up dollars that would otherwise be spent across
county lines to be spent in one area? What about transit? Doesn’t qualify — now you are
gaming the system. Another issue | don’t see on the list is enforcement. People drive
very aggressively, and don’t get a ticket. Enforcement is not there.
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e We need to look more aggressively toward the future. Some things we are looking at
have been in Europe for 30 or 40 years. Enforcement is part of it. | agree we are lagging
the velocity of growth. How are we going to keep up? We need to keep working together.

e We have a toll road system that is underutilized by the people who can least afford to
travel it. Tolls need to come down so the people who cannot afford to travel these roads
now, can use them. They use secondary roads now, which is causing a major problem
because there are too many people on the secondary system.

e There will always be issues — that discussion is never-ending. The question is, how can
MetroPlan make better use of what we have? How can MetroPlan take all of these pieces
— bicycle and pedestrian facilities, roads, transit —and make them work better?

e How do we educate? | was born and raised here, and | struggle with how to use public
transportation. | have two children and it complicates everything when | try to find ways
to do that. Not just single people have to use transit, it is parents, children, families and
seniors. How do | help my 15-year-old want to take public transportation? Another issue
is workforce and public transportation. Up to 42% of our workforce works in tourism and
services. Our bus service isn’t designed for the hours our town works. I-Drive employers
lose employees because Saturday nights there is no way for them to get home. One last
thing is the Uber/Lyft factor-- that has become our “get downtown/somewhere quickly”
alternative, as opposed to driving and parking, or taxis. This introduces new issues, such
as access to the curb.

e Transportation funding and projects always lag behind growth. One of the things we
could do better is partnering with the private sector. Instead of going from two to three
lanes on a road, go from two to five lanes with a private partner (instead of adding those
two extra lanes years down the road at a much greater cost). Partnering would get us
there faster and less expensively.

e There is a movement towards density around the state. It seems to be where a lot of
young people want to be. We hire a lot of young people. They pick us instead of Atlanta
because of the traffic in Atlanta. The concern is that density is going to create a lot more
congestion. Brickell Avenue in Miami is extremely dense, and it has offices, financial
district, workforce housing, very rich condos, shopping centers. Traffic is a little worse,
but | expected it to be a thousand times worse. The cheapest form of public
transportation is a sidewalk. A lot of those over 50 and under 25 seem to like living in
denser areas. How can we prepare for that?

e Growth is coming now to Kissimmee and Osceola County. Everybody going to Poinciana
has to drive through downtown Kissimmee -- thousands of cars that don’t need to be
there. There has been talk about putting a road south of the lake to get over to the
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Turnpike so we can relieve some 20% of traffic going through Kissimmee, and open up
that area for development without affecting northern Osceola County. Start looking
further out, because if you don’t it will only make it ten times worse.

e Anything we propose needs to be sustainable. That means we need to have the funding.
As a maintaining agency, we need either staff or the funding for contractors. The way the
economy is now, we can only afford to hire entry level people — we need to train them.
There is a lot of technology out there that will let us move more people safely, more
efficiently, but we need to be able to sustain those systems.

e The common theme is funding. The gas tax has not been raised since 1993. If we just
indexed it at the federal level it would help so much. We should get away from calling it
a tax —it’s a user fee. You don’t drive, you don’t pay it. If we made a concerted effort as
a region to cross party lines and do something about that, it would make a big impact.

e Evenifyou do drive you often don’t pay it, or pay less. If you are driving an electric vehicle
you don’t pay it. | traded my Highlander for an RAV4 and went from 16 miles per gallon
to 30 miles per gallon -- same miles, less revenue. Gas tax is not the solution. Vehicle
miles traveled or road fees would address that and have to be part of this mix.

Partner Comments

e We all have the same goal, but need to collaborate. We don’t have the funding we used
to have. It is difficult to push projects out ten years because we needed them ten years
ago. How do we work together to make those happen? How do we make sure that when
the money does become available, we build the right projects? We have been working
on Beyond I-4 Ultimate since 2012, but a lot has changed since then. We are planning for
a future that hasn’t happened yet. For example, we may not have all the funding in place
because new technology will cost more, and that is just one scenario. We have to be
flexible, because the technology is constantly changing. Public engagement is a big issue
at District Five and in the state. We can engage with the public in so many new ways.
Every project sits down with management to decide public engagement. The goal is to
go that extra step and never have to say we should have done more. Education and
enforcement are huge. Often it’s not that the road didn’t have a crosswalk, it’s that
somebody crossed where to them it made sense to cross, and the vehicle wasn’t
expecting them there. We always have to look at the engineering — is there something
better we can do. We also have to educate — if you walked another 100 feet, drivers
would be more likely to pay attention.

e | think a lot of the issues that are being addressed really relate to who we are — we are
one of the fastest growing areas of the country, and we host 70 million tourists every
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year. | think that is often left out of the equation. How does that impact our roadway
network, air quality, water quality, and the host of other environmental issues affected
by what we do and what we are going to do. Think about the future — how do we get
there in a sustainable way? That is very high-level, but those themes will require a lot of
study, data gathering, and figuring out what the road forward is.

e Working with 27 MPQ'’s across the state, | have a unique perspective. Your challenge is
that MetroPlan is the example everybody tries to be. How do you create that next level?
You are breaking new ground. Regarding MetroPlan as an influencer, there is one area
where you could really do that. Break out SunRail from transit, and have it as a special
emphasis area. The success of SunRail is going to be the example that everyone tries to
replicate. This is going to be the “spokes-project” for transit in Florida. Continued success
with it and with growing it will really be important. You talked about the level of
congestion in Miami. There are 90,000 year-round residents in downtown Miami, but
daytime population is 250,000. The way they are able to do it is transit. It is really
important in getting people in and out of those jobs.

e | think that everyone would agree that all of the points made today make sense. | think
what we need to be cognizant of is the rate at which we are growing, and in concert with
that we really need to work cooperatively, regionally, beyond MetroPlan’s borders. More
and more frequent coordination will be necessary to handle that growth.

PRELIMINARY CONSENSUS-TEST OF ISSUES LIST

Mr. Montalvo asked participants to indicate their reaction to the list of issues, as refined and
amended during their discussion. He stressed that this exercise would be an informal “snapshot”
of the sense of the group after a 20-minute discussion, not a final decision. He asked participants
to indicate their reaction using the scale below. Numbers to the right of the scale indicate the
number of board members who responded with that answer.

Completely comfortable —this is pretty much what my list would look like. 3

This may not be exactly what my list would look like, but | can support 7
it. Addressing these issues should lead to a successful strategic plan.

Minor reservations. | might be able to support it, but it needs additional 2
clarification or refinement first.

Major reservations. There is at least one item on the list | cannot support. 0
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After members had reacted to the list, the facilitator asked those who had expressed reservations
to share the thinking behind their answers. Their comments are presented below.

e My only minor reservation is what | stated before. | need to see a more comprehensive
approach to making all these issues work with what we have. | know we are working
towards the future, but how do we best utilize the funding that we have, the technology,
the transit? How can we best utilize those to solve some of these issues?

e I'm happy with the list. My concerns will be with the “weeds” when we get further into
what we will do about the issues.
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ROLES DISCUSSION

ROLES METROPLAN MIGHT PLAY

Mr. Montalvo next reviewed the themes that emerged in response to questions about the roles
MetroPlan might play in addressing the issues — in effect, how it might address them. These
included:

Statutory Mandates
Without exception, those interviewed gave high marks to MetroPlan Orlando’s work in
the roles set out for it in federal and state law. Interviewees felt that MetroPlan’s
consistently high performance in these areas has built a foundation that leads many to
look to MetroPlan to play roles related to, but distinct from, its statutory mandates.

Education and Outreach
Most stakeholders saw educating leaders and communities on transportation, funding,
transit and connection between land-use and transportation as an important potential
role for MetroPlan. They noted that success in most of the issues facing MetroPlan and
the region would depend on the attitudes of leaders and the public.

Convening and Partnerships
As noted earlier, most stakeholders see an ability to convene and engage individuals,
communities and jurisdictions as a strength of MetroPlan. Many suggested that
MetroPlan might, in partnership with others, leverage this strength and the relationship
to transportation of many of the questions facing the region to help convene efforts to
address a range of issues, from affordable housing to land-use patterns.

Some suggested that MetroPlan might also play a similar role on a smaller scale, using its
neutrality to conduct processes intended to resolve long-standing issue relating to
transportation. The recent Corrine Drive Complete Streets Study was frequently held up
as a model inter-jurisdictional example of this role. A few noted that MetroPlan also
might, by invitation, play this role even within jurisdictions, where differences exist in
preferences for particular transportation solutions.

Policy Leadership
Many participants called for MetroPlan, in addition to performing statutorily mandated
tasks, to play leadership roles on a variety of issues: funding, transit, the link between
land-use and transportation, and educating elected officials and the public regarding
transportation-related issues. While acknowledging that MetroPlan could not directly
determine outcomes in these areas, these respondents saw an opportunity for MetroPlan
to leverage its goodwill and unique position in the region to become a “thought leader”
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on these issues. (Indeed, some argued that MetroPlan has played that role at least since
the early 2000’s and should continue and expand it.) Some of these participants also
noted that taking leadership stances on some issues might expose MetroPlan to criticism.

Technical (and Technological) Leadership
Other participants saw a variety of more technical or technologically oriented potential
roles for MetroPlan: developing a database of real-time transportation information for
local governments to use; building Transportation Systems Management and Operations
(TSMO) capacity among the region’s governments; directly managing more TSMO efforts,
including trans-jurisdictional ones; and providing more technical support to smaller local
governments.

Members then offered comments and reactions to these potential roles. Their suggestions were
recorded almost verbatim, but some have been edited for clarity or conciseness.

[A fuller discussion of the potential roles identified through the interviews was provided in the
June 10 Board packet, Preliminary Summary of Stakeholder and Staff Interviews, prepared by the
Strategic Planning Team). It is also available separately from MetroPlan Orlando.]
Member Comments
e Whatis the level of expectation? Because each of us will have a different definition.
e We have the worst rates of pedestrian accidents. | asked how many were in crosswalks
and how many were not. | saw two people this morning running across traffic. If | had

told them it was illegal, they would still do it tomorrow. How do we educate pedestrians?

e |t would also be interesting to know how many [of the fatalities] are tourists and how
many are not.

e |t has been looked at and it is remarkably few tourists, and remarkably many residents.

e The issue is one of design. Read Dangerous by Design, because the metrics it uses favor
communities that have transit. Using those metrics, we will always fail no matter what
we do.

e Don’t we have more deaths per capita than Tampa or Miami, Dallas or Houston?

e |learned as a child if | had to go an eighth of a mile either way to cross, | did. If you have

to run to cross the road, don’t cross. Education is needed with children in school on how
to cross a road.
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e Regarding policy leadership each of us has to have a candid conversation with ourselves
and with our constituents. A lot of constituents want things to remain stagnant, when we
are no longer the same citrus and cattle community. We have tourism, and we are a large
metropolitan area. Leaders often don’t want to have that conversation. Be sensitive to
those folks, but also be honest that it costs money. Where will it come from? It doesn’t
come from the feds; it has to come from someplace else. That is important from a policy
leadership perspective.

e Another issue is infrastructure education, a project | work on aggressively. I'll be lucky if
my third successor sees it happen. This fantasy lives in our community —expand the road,
do it next week. Everyone complains about the work on I-4, even though they want it
improved. We live in a fantasy, not just about the money, but about how this works.

e Education and outreach needs a sub-bullet — PSA’s that really educate the public, and help
to prevent bad things from occurring. Crosswalks for example. PSA’s out there are
working, but we need more of them.

e To get this education and outreach supercharged, and | think we agree it's needed, we
need a partnership with the media that allows us to communicate that to the public. I've
also said for a long time that we should reinstate mandatory driver’s education.

Mr. Montalvo asked participants to indicate on their worksheets their reactions to the list using
the same scale they used for the Issues list. He then asked if any members had chosen the “minor
reservations” or “major reservations” points on the scale. No members indicated reservations.

MetroPlan Orlando Strategic Planning Process Page 14
Board Workshop 1 Summary Report



BOARD SUGGESTIONS FOR PRIORITIES

Members and partners next considered the composite list of issues and roles, as amended in
the discussion, and offered thoughts on what they believed should be the priorities. The only
guideline for the discussion was that while participants could choose more than one item on
the list, they could not choose all. Member and partner suggestions are listed below.

Member Comments

e First, growth and demographics. If we get smarter growth, we’ll need fewer roads. Then
making our jobs and housing and services more walkable and accessible so we don’t need
to get on the road, and need fewer miles of road.

e Access to jobs, housing and services. Also growth and demographics can encompass all
of that. Then funding and education on infrastructure.

e My focus is on our role as a board and as it pertains to education and outreach and
working with our partners. Utilizing what we have at our disposal and making it work in
a more comprehensive and smart way. We will always have issues.

e Access to the transportation system.

e Detailing performance measures, and actually detailing the goals and objectives so we
can manage expectations. Because everyone will have different expectations.

e | would say that central to this entire conversation is funding, because without funding
none of the rest of it follows. We can’t adequately move the needle on any of it without
addressing the funding issue.

e Funding. Definitely.
e We can’t kid ourselves —its funding.

e Funding would be at the top. Again, we have to have an honest conversation about
revenue with ourselves as a region. Then growth and demographics. A lot of us are
looking at impact fees and other fees, as ways to incentivize development in the right
direction and raise revenue. There are a lot of tools we aren’t looking at that would help
us raise revenue.
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| think a comprehensive approach. Funding goes without saying. Sometimes we
approach things in a siloed way and we need more coordination. SunRail and Lynx go
together, and yet have separate boards —why? We need to approach this more broadly.

Aside from funding, MetroPlan needs to figure out how to leverage coming technologies
to improve our transportation network, because there will be enormous opportunities to
make a difference. Just a simple example: light timing. If you put fiber everywhere, or
5G everywhere, light timing becomes a no-brainer.

Funding, and adapting to the new technologies that are coming out.

| agree with everything that has been said. Funding and technologies are tools we will
use to get there. Also bicycle, pedestrian and overall traffic safety, because as we become
denser, we are not going to be able to provide a free flow for everyone at all times of day.
People are getting out of their cars, and we need to provide a safe system for them.

Back to the growth and demographics, growth is going south of Kissimmee. Maybe we
use toll roads, although | don’t like them. Maybe that way we can get a road we need
now instead of waiting ten years for FDOT.

It all works together. | am intrigued by the link between land-use and transportation. We
need to be very good about lobbying for our community up in Tallahassee when money
is allocated.

Don’t know if we could do it, but there needs to be lobbying to get concurrency back.
Right now they can build anything they want without even a cow path to get there.

Partners

We also have to look at timeframes. Bicycle and pedestrian safety improvements, better
enforcement —that can be done today. Access to jobs and housing, that is a longer-term
proposition. The items related to land-use and development have a much longer
timeframe. We have to look at everything but consider timeframes.

| agree that without funding, you won’t be doing anything. The deeper question is, from
whom? When you use federal money, you have requirements, mandates, and limitations.
When you generate it yourself, you have more self-determination.
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NEXT STEPS

Mr. Montalvo reviewed next steps and noted that the next Board Workshop would take place on
July 10, 2019 from 10-11am. The focus of that workshop will be trends and conditions, and
innovative practices. A third workshop is planned for October (date yet to be determined) to
present and refine draft components of the Strategic Plan. Commissioner VanderLey thanked
members and partners for their participation and adjourned the workshop.
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APPENDIX A: PARTICIPATING BOARD MEMBERS

Voting members in attendance were:
Hon. Jim Fisher for Hon. Jose Alvarez, City of Kissimmee
Hon. Pat Bates, City of Altamonte Springs
Hon. Bob Dallari, Seminole County
Hon. John Dowless, Municipal Advisory Committee
Hon. Buddy Dyer, City of Orlando
Mr. M. Carson Good, GOAA
Hon. Samuel B. Ings, City of Orlando
Hon. Bryan Nelson, City of Apopka
Hon. Victoria Siplin, Orange County
Mr. Stephen Smith, Sanford Airport Authority
Hon. Mayra Uribe, Orange County
Hon. Betsy VanderLey, Orange County
Hon. Jay Zembower, Seminole County
Non-voting advisors in attendance were:
Mr. Will Hawthorne, Technical Advisory Committee
Mr. Thomas Kapp, Kissimmee Gateway Airport

Mr. Atlee Mercer, Community Advisory Committee

MetroPlan Orlando Strategic Planning Process Page 18
Board Workshop 1 Summary Report



APPENDIX B: PARTICIPATING STAKEHOLDER AGENCIES

Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT)
Central Florida Expressway Authority
Orange County

Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council (MPOAC)
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INTRODUCTION

On July 10, 2019 the governing board of MetroPlan Orlando met in workshop format to review
preliminary results of the trends and conditions and innovative practices research conducted by
the strategic planning team (Florida Institute of Government at UCF and Cambridge Systematics),
and continue the discussion of potential roles MetroPlan might play in the region over the next
five-ten years. The specific objectives of the workshop were to:

e Provide an overview of key themes emerging from Workshop 1

e Provide an overview of Trends and Innovative Practices

e Engage board and stakeholders in further refinement of key issues and roles emerging
from interviews

e Confirm preliminary list of issues and roles

Fifteen voting and non-voting members of the board participated, as did five representatives of
partner organizations. (The list of Board members who participated may be found in Appendix A.
Participating partner organizations may be found in Appendix B). The agenda, as modified during
the workshop was as follows:

9:55 Welcome (Board Chair) and introductions (participants)

Presentations
e Brief recap of Workshop 1 — Rafael Montalvo, Florida Institute of Government
at UCF
e Trends and Conditions presentation — Sheri Coven, Cambridge Systematics
e Innovative Practices presentation — Rich Denbow, Cambridge Systematics

10:35 Discussion
e We will use the information about trends and innovative practices to explore
MetroPlan’s potential role in each priority issue — Facilitators: Rafael Montalvo
& Hal Beardall

10:55 Overview of next steps in the process
e Review work plan and upcoming strategic planning workshop

11:00 Adjourn
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WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS

Commissioner VanderLey, Chair of the MetroPlan Orlando Board, opened the workshop, and
asked participants around the table to introduce themselves. Rafael Montalvo, facilitator for the
strategic planning team then introduced himself and the other members of the team.

OVERVIEW OF WORKSHOP ONE RESULTS

Rafael Montalvo, with the UCF Florida Institute of Government, first reviewed the objectives and
agenda for the workshop. He stressed that the workshop was envisioned as the second part of
the discussions begun at Workshop 1. He stated that Workshop 2 would begin with a brief review
of Workshop 1 (as not everyone was in attendance), and then would include a preliminary review
of trends and conditions and innovative practices presentations, followed by the roles MetroPlan
might play. He noted that while the emphasis during discussion at the first workshop had been
on the issues emerging from the team’s early stakeholder interviews, the emphasis at Workshop
2 would be about the roles MetroPlan might play.

Rafael then reviewed the key issues/themes emerging from the stakeholder interviews as
presented at Workshop 1:

* Funding
e Technology
e Transit

* Bicycle and pedestrian safety
* Growth, demographics, and link between land-use and transportation
e Access to jobs, housing and services

Mr. Montalvo noted that participants at Workshop 1 suggested a range of additions or
refinements to that list, which the team is still in the process of incorporating. These included: a
focus on enforcement; different perspectives on technology; and using what you have more
efficiently, among others.

At the end of Workshop 1, the facilitators asked for participants’ thoughts on which of these issues
should be the highest priorities, (while acknowledging that all were important). Participants most
frequently mentioned:

e Funding

e Access to transportation for jobs and services

e Growth, demographics, and the link between land use and transportation link

e Leveraging/adapting to new technologies

Other suggestions included:
e Bicycle and pedestrian safety
e Transit
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e Performance measures
e Using what we have more comprehensively and smartly

TRENDS AND CONDITIONS

Sheri Coven of Cambridge Systematics offered a preliminary review of trends and conditions.

The purpose of the presentation was to provide information for MetroPlan to consider as it defines
issue and role priorities. it. She noted that the information she would present fell into four
categories.

e A growing and diversifying population
e Rising prosperity — but persistent gaps
e Emerging technologies

o Safety

Key points of the presentation included:

e Population in the 3-county region is projected to increase 54% between 2017 and 2045.

e While populations under 17 and over 65 are increasing, sometime after 2045 those over 65
will outnumber those under 17.

e Per capita income in the Orlando MSA has increased 29% since 2009, but 27-42% of
households fall in the category of “asset limited, income constrained.”

e Since 2010, rent has increased more rapidly than wages.

e QOver 220,000 people in the three-county MetroPlan area commute to work across county
lines.

e The markets for electric and connect vehicles are growing significantly, as is the number of
trips taken with micro-mobility options and shared vehicles.

The full presentation is available separately from MetroPlan Orlando.

INNOVATIVE PRACTICES

Rich Denbow of Cambridge Systematics provided an overview of some of the innovative practices
studied by the team. He began with five roles that innovative MPOs around the country have
assumed:

e Traditional

e Convener

e Champion

e Developer

e Implementer
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He then reviewed activities and initiatives of five MPOs around the country. Each of the MPOs
highlighted was chosen because of its innovative approach to one or more of the issues facing
MetroPlan Orlando, and because of one or more similarities to the Central Florida region. The five
MPOs highlighted in the presentation and their areas of innovation, were:

Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission (Columbus, Ohio) — partner in Smart Columbus
Initiative, Smart City Task Force, focus on collaboration, active university and private
sector partners (OSUY, auto industry)

Capital Area MPO (Raleigh, North Carolina) — strengthened role in transit planning, lead
for transit work plan development, strong and formalized collaboration with neighboring
MPO

Nashville Area MPO (Nashville, Tennessee) — strong focus on active transportation,
incorporation of housing affordability and transportation options for disadvantaged
populations in the planning process, equity and connectivity criteria used in MPO project
selection.

Wasatch Front Regional Council (Salt Lake City, Utah) — strong visioning process for
transportation and planning, technical assistance with growth and planning issues, and
active role in planning for light rail and regional revenue

Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada (Las Vegas) — strong tourism
focus, leads traffic operations and transportations systems management, oversees
locally-funded roadway construction projects

The full presentation is available separately from MetroPlan Orlando.

ADDITIONAL ISSUES

The facilitator then asked participants whether there were issues they would like to add to the
list from Workshop 1, based on the presentations. Participant comments are presented below,

Collaboration where we work together - need to be strong as we can be as champion, in
how we attack problems. Someone has to lead this. We can agree on things that may not
be specifically designed specifically for our municipalities, but are what is needed
regionally.

Need to focus on regional beyond boundaries in all areas. We need a vehicle to do that
and it is likely to be MetroPlan Orlando.
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e Do what we already do in helping establish relationships among the counties. Rely on our
excellent staff (they are the ones that help us lead and guide) and on the board and their
experience and knowledge.

e As aregion - link between land use and transportation is key. There is a tremendous
opportunity as we look across the region and the development that will occur, to be
intentional in planning for residential and commercial and connections with transit. We
are doing that, but as we move forward, and look at modifications in our land use
regulations in our jurisdictions, we need to continue to think about regional impacts so we
can be efficient in how we plan for the future. MetroPlan certainly plays a pivotal role in
that process. In Orange County we are pushing for a ballot initiative in 2020 to address
infrastructure needs as well as a number of other issues, including housing. With FDOT we
will be intentional in creating a project list that will be inclusive of our municipalities. We
need input from every segment of community.

e It'savalidlist. The datain housing and transportation underscore the need to look for cost
effective ways for people to get to their jobs.

e Spoke to mid-Ohio and to Raleigh. For every one of them, it’s all about regionalism.
Everyone of them talked about setting a good foundation for the region - and putting the
right plan and people in place.

e Make regionalism explicit, not just implied. We have been extremely effective in
addressing issues on a regional basis - how shall we grow was an example. The other part
of it is also the need to know the roles of each entity involved. There are a lot of players in
the transportation arena.

e Also need to have on the list all the legislative issues we have to address. | know we take
care of it, but don’t want them to fall off the list.

e We need to look at models like Salt Lake City and how they get local governments to work
together. We need to start looking at models. They have been successful transportation,
on housing, on homelessness, etc. We have done well but need to do even more as a
region and with non-traditional partners.

e Examples involve lots of tourism. We do also, they are good examples.

e Need to look at transportation efficiency - how infrastructure helps us meet our vision for
our community. We are not centralized for transit -- makes it less efficient to use transit.
We won’t lure somebody to take the bus if that takes two hours but a car takes half-an-
hour.

e Funding — not just in Washington, but here locally. | would also highlight the
advocacy/champion important role for transit and bicycle and pedestrian safety. We do a
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lot with employers to provide incentives for transit use. Also education - we can do more
with younger audience with bike/ped safety.

e Alot of what we are doing is putting band aids on growing pains. What we are dealing with
are growth management issue. Now we do not live near where we work. No matter how
many buses, it still takes too long to get from place to place. We need more job centers,
with accessible housing. Driving to work is what is behind a lot of the traffic. Solve growth
management in order to deal with transportation. Cannot address adding more jobs
without better transportation access to those jobs - otherwise always trying to catch up.

e More regionalism and collaboration.

e lLast meeting discussed sustainability briefly - need flexible plans to adjust to changing
technology and circumstances.

e Had a meeting with DEO and invited surrounding counties. Money is an issue, but talent
pool is key too. There is a shortage in certain trades such as nurses, welders, truck drivers,
etc. —the people who are making the economy move. Some schools in the area are starting
to meet that need. If you see the talent pool drift below where it should be, you cannot
attract certain industries.

e Want to echo need for regionalism but we need to redefine the region. If we want to be
truly forward thinking, it is really now coast to coast. The other issue with regionalism is
governance, but it can be done. It needs to be part of the workplan to take a serious look
at how we do that.

e For twenty years, it has been the same discussion with different people — there is no
money, sprawl is bad. The challenge is for a group like this to say if you won’t vote funding
for transit, we will use the property tax which is much more flexible, because this is
important. One of the trends in successful places is that the regional will is overcoming the
local body of five votes.

e Osceolathe most impacted. We have a chance to put in transportation that supports what
we want to see.

e Easy to build, its hard to maintain. Also, we need to plan not just for what we expect, but
for what what is unexpected - technology changes.

e The 800-pound gorillain the room is the lack of local government ability to control growth.
Until we have the power to say “no, you can’t do that” things won’t get better.
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ROLES

The chair noted the that the time was very limited for the roles discussion. The facilitator asked
participants to look at the roles worksheets in their packet. He noted that the worksheet asked
them to circle the role they think MetroPlan should play in each of the issues most frequently
mentioned as possible priorities by members in Workshop 1. Roles on the worksheet were
described using the categories outlined in the Innovative Practices presentation. He asked
participants to complete the worksheet and hand it in to staff before leaving.

He then asked them to look at top three issues from first workshop: funding; access to
transportation for jobs and services; growth and the link between land use and transportation. He
noted that In the preceding discussion the group had emphasized regionalism and collaboration as
well as the limits of MPO authority. Since the traditional roles are a given, he asked them to focus
first on the convener and champion. He then asked: “What would it look like for MetroPlan to
assume those roles, if it wanted to be a champion on access to transportation, jobs and services?”

e Are we set up to be developer or implementer?

e MetroPlan has not traditionally played those roles, but could choose to move in those
directions on some issues.

e What is the distinction between convener and champion?
e A convener brings people together to talk or act. A champion advocates and promotes.

e |circled convener. A place to have a conversation is important. That is not there now, and
it is important to the region to have the conversation. | can see us as the place to have that
conversation. As a group or region we identified convening as important, and no one is
doing it. It is an appropriate role for MetroPlan. We have to think it through. As a region,
we have a lot of organizations doing a lot of good work, and sometimes we don’t know what
others are thinking. Maybe in partnership with others we could convene. There are many
groups active in the region, and we would need to identify who is doing what and roles
should it be.

e Some things we are statutorily prohibited from doing -- advocating for a sales tax, for
example.

e MetroPlan can advocate for concepts but not specific legislation.

e [t seems you could change roles throughout the process. MetroPlan could be a convener, a
champion and a developer, depending on where the process is.
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e Roles may also vary by issue. For access to transportation for jobs and services, we could
be a convener and champion. Implementer?

e MetroPlan should be a champion on funding and technology. Staff is aware of what others
are doing, and can help us on this.

e Board needs to decide if it wants to advocate. It needs to say “stop sprawl and encourage
density.” Are we really willing to raise taxes? TSMO and bike/ped are the two things that
enable non-motorized transportation. If those are not the focus of the strategic plan, don’t
know what would be.

NEXT STEPS

Virginia Whittington, with MetroPlan Orlando, reminded participants that the board will have a
joint Board and Committees workshop dedicated to the strategic plan in October. She noted that
staff had originally considered October 8 but is now looking at October 16, at Orlando International
Airport. She asked participants to hold the October 16 date on their calendars. Rafael Montalvo
noted that for the October strategic planning workshop, potential goals, objectives and strategies
based on board input to-date would be the focus of the discussion rather than concepts.

Staff agreed to distribute or post the Workshop 2 presentations for members to review in greater
detail at their convenience.

Commissioner Vanderley adjourned the meeting at 11:09 a.m.
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APPENDIX A: PARTICIPATING BOARD MEMBERS

Voting members in attendance were:
Hon. Emily Bonilla, Orange County
Hon. Bob Dallari, Seminole County
Hon. Jerry L. Demings, Orange County
Hon. Buddy Dyer, City of Orlando
Hon. Cheryl L. Grieb, Osceola County
Hon. Samuel B. Ings, City of Orlando
Hon. Dale McDonald, Municipal Advisory Committee
Hon. Christine Moore, Orange County
Hon. Bryan Nelson, City of Apopka
Hon. Maribel Gomez Cordero for Hon. Victoria Siplin, Orange County
Mr. Stephen Smith, Sanford Airport Authority
Hon. Jeff Triplett, City of Sanford
Hon. Mayra Uribe, Orange County
Hon. Betsy VanderLey, Orange County

Hon. Jay Zembower, Seminole County

MetroPlan Orlando Strategic Planning Process Page 11
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APPENDIX B: PARTICIPATING STAKEHOLDER AGENCIES

Ms. Loreen Bobo, FDOT

Mr. Hugh Harling, ECFRPC

Mr. Jim Hartmann, OEP

Mr. Will Hawthorne, CFX

Mr. Frank Martz, City of Altamonte Springs

Mr. Renzo Nastasi, Orange County

MetroPlan Orlando Strategic Planning Process Page 12
Board Workshop 2 Summary Report



APPENDIX C: COMPILATION OF POTENTIAL METROPLAN ROLES WORKSHEETS
STRATEGIC PLANNING PROCESS

Board & Stakeholder Workshop
July 10, 2019

metroplan orlando

= Possible MPO Roles Worksheet

MPO Description

Role

Traditional Ensure others’ projects are programmed and funded in the TIP

Convener Serve as a forum for regular meetings to discuss and debate an issue

Champion Work aggressively to develop regional consensus on an issue and responsibilities,
through leading / coordinating agreements between operating and implementing
agencies

Developer Develop issue-specific regional plans that may include strategies and specific roles for

MPO members and operating/implementing agencies

Implementer Implement the plans and strategies

Issues MetroPlan should address MetroPlan Orlando’s Role (Circle One)
(from Workshop #1): *some respondents choose more than one role for an issue
Traditional | Convener | Champion | Developer Implementer
Most Frequent:
Funding 6 7 11 0 0
Access to tran;portatlon for 0 14 8 2 1
jobs, and services
Growth, demographics, and
land use/transportation link 2 13 7 2 1
Leveraglng/ adapting to new 1 9 8 5 0
technologies
Other:
Bicycle & Pedestrian Safety 3 4 13 3 0
Transit 4 10 9 1 0
Performance Measures 3 5 6 8 1
Using what we have more 4 7 5 6 1
comprehensively and smartly
Other: Assist small communities
participate in CAV/Smart Cities 1
technologies
MetroPlan Orlando Strategic Planning Process Page 13
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Other: Education (2 responders) 1 2 2 1 1
Other: Behavioral (1 responder) 1 1 1 1 1
Other: Cross MPO collaboration 1

Other: Region 1

Other: MPO management & staff 1

Other: Reinstate concurrency 1

Other: Leadership 1

Other:. Co!laborate with other 1

organizations

Twenty-two (22) participants turned in completed Roles worksheets.

Board members who submitted a Roles worksheet (in alphabetical order): Mayor Jose Alvarez;
Commissioner Emily Bonilla; Mr. Benton Bonney; Commissioner Bob Dallari; Mayor Jerry Demings;
Mayor Buddy Dyer; Mr. Will Hawthorne; Commissioner Samuel Ings; Mr. Thomas Kapp; Mayor Dale
McDonald; Mr. Atlee Mercer; Commissioner Christine Moore; Mr. Myles O'Keefe (LYNX); Commissioner
Mayra Uribe; Commissioner and Chair Betsy VanderLey; Commissioner Jay Zembower.

Partners who submitted a Roles worksheet (in alphabetical order): Ms. Loreen Bobo (FDOT); Mr. Jim
Hartmann (OEP); Mr. Frank Martz (Altamonte Springs); Mr. Renzo Nastasi (Orange County).

One Roles worksheet was unsigned, and another was illegible.

MetroPlan Orlando Strategic Planning Process Page 14
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.‘. metroplan orlando

A REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PARTNERSHIP

August 15, 2019

TO: Board Members
FROM: Nick Lepp, Director of Transportation Planning
SUBJECT: MetroPlan Orlando - Transportation Management Area Funds (SU / TALU)

The purpose of this memo is to share progress towards implementing the 2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) and Priority Project List (PPL) using the MetroPlan Orlando Transportation
Management Area (TMA) Funds. The TMA funds are suballocated to MetroPlan Orlando, by the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) in order to fund a variety of multimodal and roadway projects on the
federal aid system. Pursuant to Federal law, project selection for the TIP depends on whether the
metropolitan area is designated as a Transportation Management Area or a non-TMA. TMA’s are
urbanized areas with a population over 200,000. In areas designated as TMAs, the MPO selects all
funded projects for implementation in consultation with FDOT and public transit operators (except
projects on the NHS and Tribal Transportation Program, Federal Lands Transportation Program, and
Federal Lands Access Program, The State shall select projects on the NHS in cooperation with the
MPO).

Working with your staff and the new performance based planning process, we were able to identify 35
projects on the PPL that will be fully funded through construction by 2025, with 4 new projects having
the initial design phase funded by 2025. The attached tables identify the projects, by jurisdiction, that
meet the federal eligibility and are expected to be programed in FDOTs next Work Program.

Attachment



MetroPlan Orlando TMA Funded Projects - FY 2019/20 - FY 2024/25

Project Phase Fund Amount Fiscal Year

Seminole County

Signal Phase and Timing (SPaT) Services CST EM $ 102,800 FY 2019/20 New project
CEl EM $ 18,226 FY 2019/20
SR 434 - SR 417 to Franklin St - Complete Street PE EM $ 1,542,000 FY 2020/21 New project
ROW Su $ 3,243,000 FY 2022/23
CST Su $ 4,000,000 FY 2024/25
LF TBD FY 2024/25
CEl SuU $ 824,258 FY 2024/25
Lake Monroe Loop Trail PE SuU $ (505,000) County to fund
Dike Rd @ Lake Howell HS Intersection Improvement PE SuU $ (51,000) County to fund
City of Altamonte (FDOT Project)
SR 436 - East / West Mobilty Trail CST Su $ 3,000,000 FY 2020/21 New project
SR 436 - North Lake to Boston Ave [3R project] CST SuU $ 1,536,240 FY 2022/23 New project
City of Casselberry
[Winter Park Drive Corridor Study Study EM [s 300,000 FY2020/21 | New project
City of Longwood
Warren Ave. Complete Street Study Study EM $ 300,000 FY 2020/21 New project
Longwood South Pedestrian - W of SR 434 to N of Ronald Reagan (CR427) CST TALU $ 200,000 FY 2023/24 Added CST phase
CEl TALU [$ 20,000 FY 2023/24
E Church St. Complete Street PE SuU $ 293,500 FY 2024/25 New project
City of Sanford

|GOIdsborough Community Gateway PE SU | $ 547,452 FY 2023/24 | New project




MetroPlan Orlando TMA Funded Projects - FY 2019/20 - FY 2024/25

Project Phase Fund Amount Fiscal Year

Orange County

Apopka - Welsh Road & Rock Springs Road Corridor Study Study SU $ 300,000 FY 2019/20 New project

Signal Cabinet Equipment - Orange County CST Su $ 699,040 FY 2019/20 New project
CEl SU $ 91,574 FY 2019/20

Upgrade 100 signal controllers ATC with communication switches - Orange Co. CST SuU $ 3,186,800 FY 2019/20 New project
CEl SU $ 328,878 FY 2019/20

Bluetooth Expansion - Orlando CST SuU $ 96,632 FY 2019/20 New project
CEl SU $ 21,162 FY 2019/20

Bicycle & Pedestrian Innovative ITS Pine Hils Rd. CST SuU $ 108,100 FY 2021/22 New project
CEl SU $ 19,166 FY 2021/22

CCTV Expansion - Orange County PE SuU $ 222,000 FY 2022/23 New project
CST SuU $ 469,600 FY 2024/25
CEl SuU $ 74,197 FY 2024/25

Pine Hills Trail Phase 2 PE Su $ 549,450 FY 2022/23 New project
CST SuU $ 1,174,000 FY 2024/25
CEl SU $ 133,249 FY 2024/25

Bluetooth Expansion - Orange County CST SuU $ 1,880,000 FY 2023/24 New project
CEl SU $ 213,380 FY 2023/24

Adaptive Signal System John Young Pkwy CST SuU $ 1,137,606 FY 2024/25 New project
CEl SU $ 149,026 FY 2024/25

Adaptive Signal System - Osceola Pkwy PE SU $ 234,800 FY 2024/25 New project

Rouse Rd @ University CST SuU $ 1,175,194 FY 2024/25 New project
CEl SU $ 133,385 FY 2024/25

Adaptive Signal System - Narcoossee Rd. CST SuU $ 419,118 FY 2024/25 New project
CEl SU $ 64,879 FY 2024/25

Smart Corridor - International Drive CST SuU $ 1,174,000 FY 2024/25 New project
CEl SU $ 133,249 FY 2024/25

Shingle Creek Trail - SR 528 to Central Florida Pkwy / Taft Vineland Rd. CST EM $ 1,339,172 FY 2019/20 Cost increase
SuU $ 1,701,028 FY 2019/20

Shingle Creek Trail - SR 528 to Destination Pkwy CST SU $ 3,000,000 FY 2020/21 Cost increase

City of Apopka
|South Park & Michael Gladden Complete Streets Study Study SU | $ 300,000 FY 2020/21 | New project




MetroPlan Orlando TMA Funded Projects - FY 2019/20 - FY 2024/25

Project Phase Fund Amount Fiscal Year

City of Maitland

Sandspur - East West Connector PE SuU $ 50,000 FY 2020/21 New project
CST Su $ 416,250 FY 2022/23
CEl SuU $ 64,436 FY 2022/23

City of Orlando

EVP Expansion PE Su $ 55,500 FY 2022/23 New project
CST Su $ 880,500 FY 2024/25
CEl SuU $ 115,346 FY 2024/25

Downtown DMS Expansion - Orlando CST SuU $ 481,340 FY 2024/25 New project
CEl SuU $ 74,511 FY 2024/25

TMC & SunRail Coordination - Orlando CST SuU $ 117,400 FY 2024/25 New project
CEl SuU $ 20,815 FY 2024/25

UPS Expansion Phase 1 PE SuU $ 81,075 FY 2021/22 New project
CST Su $ 912,800 FY 2023/24
CEl SuU $ 119,577 FY 2023/24

Orlando Parking Management Study SuU $ 111,000 FY 2022/23 New project
CST Su $ 1,174,000 FY 2024/25
CEl SuU $ 133,249 FY 2024/25

Edgewater Drive Streetscape CST LF $ 6,000,000 FY 2023/24 Added CST phase

Ssu $ 4,000,000 FY 2023/24

CEl SuU $ 916,000 FY 2023/24

W. Gore St. Corridor Study Study SU $ 300,000 FY 2019/20 New project

SW Orlando Bicycle / Pedestrian Study Study SU $ 300,000 FY 2020/21 New project

Virginia Dr., Forest Ave. & Corrine Dr. (Corrine Corridor Study) PE SuU $ 1,643,600 FY 2024/25 New project

Virginia Dr. (Orange to Mills) PE SuU $ 440,250 FY 2024/25 New project

East West Trail Connector PE SuU $ 549,450 FY 2022/23 New project
CST TALU [$ 2,231,215 FY 2024/25

Su $ 1,841,754 FY 2024/25
CEl SuU $ 209,039 FY 2024/25
City of Winter Garden

Dillard Street Complete Street CST SuU $ (4,006,000) City to fund

CEl SuU $ (514,497)

City of Winter Park

[Winter Park - Quiet Zones csT su [s 667,666 | FY2019/20 | Quiet zone funding |




MetroPlan Orlando TMA Funded Projects - FY 2019/20 - FY 2024/25

Project Phase Fund Amount Fiscal Year

Osceola County

Kissimmee/St Cloud Trail - C-Gate Canal-Neptune Rd to E Lake Shore CST SuU $ 3,108,000 FY 2021/22 Added CST phase
CEl Su $ 333,000 FY 2021/22

Bentura Blvd - Simpson to Florida Pkwy CST SuU $ 614,515 FY 2021/22 New project
CEl SuU $ 54,050 FY 2021/22

ATMS Phase 6 - Osceola Co PE SuU $ 555,000 FY 2022/23 New project
CST Su $ 4,000,000 FY 2024/25
CEl SuU $ 484,627 FY 2024/25

Royal Palm Dr Sidewalk - Ventura ES CST SU $ 48,045 FY 2019/20 Cost increase

East Lake Elementary Sidewalk - E of Turnbury Blvd to W of N Point Blvd CEIl SU $ 18,110 FY 2019/20 Cost increase

Highlands ES Sidewalk (Variou Streets) CEl SU $ 25,305 FY 2019/20 Cost increase

International Drive Sidewalk - SR 417 overpass to S of Gaylord Palms Resort CST SuU $ 100,100 FY 2019/20 Cost increase
CEl SuU $ 12,188 FY 2019/20

Fortune-Lakeshore Multi-use Trail - US 192 to Colombia Ave. CST SuU $ 1,190,000 FY 2020/21 Cost increase

City of Kissimmee
[West Oak Street Intersection @ John Young Parkway ROW su Is 2,446,000 FY 2019/20 | Cost increase

Project Phase Fund Amount Fiscal Year

MetroPlan Orlando UPWP

Belle Isle - Feasibility & Concept Development Study SuU $ 300,000 FY 2019/20 New project
Longwood US 17/92 Corridor Study Study SuU $ 300,000 FY 2019/20 New project
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WHY SIGNAL RETIMING?

In 2019, MetroPlan Orlando completed retiming projects on 29 corridors throughout the
MetroPlan Orlando planning area.

Signal retiming along corridors is a relatively

low-cost Transportation Systems Management .

and Operations (TSMO) strategy that typically ‘

results in measureable benefits. U °
|

Regular signal retiming helps improve traffic Reduced Fuel Savings _Reduced
. . Travel Time Vehicle Emissions
flow and account for changes in traffic patterns.
337,000 294,000 2,800
hrs/yr gal/yr tons CO, /yr

KEY FINDINGS FOR 2018 PROGRAM

v86% e

25 of 29 Corridors 4 of 29 Corridors
Avg 8% Reduction in Travel Time Avg 1% Increase in Travel Time
N .
O @)

Seir

Total Program Cost $1.3 million I_Total Benefit Value $17.g Million Over 3 Years
Overall Benefit Cost (b/c) Ratio 13.6

KEY FINDINGS BY COUNTY

Orange County Osceola County Seminole County

79% 1009 100%

Net Positive Benefit Net Positive Benefit Net Positive Benefit
15 of 19 Corridors | b/c 12.4 3 of 3 Corridors | b/c 311 7 of 7 Corridors | b/c 10.7

OBSERVATIONS

¢ Corridors with a higher beginning travel time tend to have a greater reduction in travel time after retiming
» Corridors with more lanes in each direction tend to have a higher b/c ratio
e Travel time reduced by 7% on average after retiming

metroplan orlando

A REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PARTNERSHIP
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A REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PARTNERSHIP

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES

DATE: Friday, June 28, 2019
TIME: 10:00 a.m.
LOCATION: MetroPlan Orlando
David L. Grovdahl Board Room

250 South Orange Avenue, Suite 200
Orlando, Florida 32801

Chairman Will Hawthorne, Presiding

Members Present:

Mr. Brett Blackadar, City of Altamonte Springs
Mr. Kelly Brock, City of Casselberry

Mr. Christopher Cairns, City of Orlando

Mr. Michael Cash, City of Sanford

Mr. Gus Castro, City of Orlando

Ms. Krystal Clem, City of Lake Mary

Mr. Joshua De Vries, Osceola County

Ms. Alyssa Eide, City of Maitland
Commissioner Ed Gold, City of Belle Isle

Mr. Will Hawthorne, Central Florida Expressway Authority
Mr. Jean Jreij, Seminole County

Mr. Steve Krug, City of Ocoee

Ms. Kathy Lee, Osceola County

Ms. Christine Lofye, Orange County

Mr. Fred Milch, ECFRPC

Mr. Donald Marcotte, City of Winter Park

Mr. Christopher Mills, City of St. Cloud

Ms. Mary Moskowitz, Seminole County

Mr. Myles O’Keefe, LYNX

Ms. Tawny Olore, Osceola County

Mr. Renzo Nastasi, Orange County

Ms. Lee Pulham, Reedy Creek Improvement District
Mr. Tom Radzai for Bobby Wyatt, City of Oviedo
Ms. Pam Richmond, City of Apopka

MetroPlan Orlando
TAC Meeting Minutes
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1.

V.

Mr. Ramon Senorans, Kissimmee Airport

Mr. lan Sikonia, City of Orlando

Mr. Bryant Smith, City of Winter Springs

Mr. Shad Smith, City of Longwood

Ms. Regina Ramos for Matt Suedemeyer, Orange County
Mr. Bill Wharton, Seminole County

Non-Voting Members Present:

Members Absent:

Mr. Jeff Davis, City of Sanford

Ms. Jamie DiLuzio Boerger, OCPS

Mr. Brad Friel, GOAA

Mr. John Hambley, City of Kissimmee

Mr. Glen Hammer, Osceola County Public Schools
Mr. Michael Rigby, Seminole County Public Schools
Mr. Nabil Muhaisen, City of Kissimmee

Mr. Jay Marder, Town of Oakland (Non-Voting)

Mr. Jon Williams, City of Winter Garden

Others in Attendance:

Ms. Rakinya Hinson, FDOT

Ms. Carol Scott, FTE

Mr. Keith Caskey, MetroPlan Orlando
Ms. Lisa Smith, MetroPlan Orlando

Call to Order

Chairman Will Hawthorne called the Technical Advisory Committee to order at 9:20 a.m.
Confirmation of Quorum

Ms. Lisa Smith confirmed the presence of a quorum.

Agenda Review/Staff Follow-Up

Mr. Caskey stated that there are no changes to the agenda.

Public Comments on Action Items

None

Common Presentations/Status Reports
A. Presentation on Northeast Connector Feasibility Study

Mr. Ralph Bove, Volkert, gave a presentation on the CFX Northeast Connector Expressway
Extension Concept Feasibility and Mobility Study that is currently underway. Mr. Bove provided
some background information and history on the project. He reviewed the project development

MetroPlan Orlando
TAC Meeting Minutes
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phases, goals, methodology and project schedule. Mr. Bove highlighted public involvement
efforts, as well as agency coordination efforts. He added that CFX’s Environmental Advisory
Group assisted with environmental constraint issues. Mr. Bove provided information on what a
typical section would look like, project segments, corridor alternatives and next steps. He noted
that the Northeast Connector Feasibility Study would be a foundation for future studies.

B. Presentation on Wekiva Parkway Project

Ms. Mary Brooks, Wekiva Parkway (SR 429) Public Information Officer, provided an update on
both the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) and Central Florida Expressway (CFX)
sections of the Wekiva Parkway construction project. Ms. Brooks reviewed background
information on the project, project description and environmental and trail accommodations.
She provided a status report on the FDOT and CFX sections of the project and detailed what a
typical section looked like. Ms. Brooks noted that additional detailed information could be found
on the project website www.wekivaparkway.com and she also provided her contact information.

C. Presentation on Pedestrian & Bicycle Safety Action Plan

Mr. Travis Hills, Kittelson & Associates, and Mr. Mighk Wilson, MetroPlan Orlando, gave a
presentation on MetroPlan Orlando’s Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Action Plan. Mr. Hills
reviewed the study area and main goal which was to “develop safety action plans to improve
safety for pedestrians and bicyclists by linking countermeasures to crash types through Critical
Safety Success Factors (CSSF).” He detailed the main approach to achieve the goal, the
composition and role of the Working Group and the project schedule. Mr. Hills also reviewed the
data collection information, crash analysis and typing, corridors used for the project and the
corridor issues. Mr. Mighk Wilson reviewed the Critical Safety Success Factors and
countermeasures along with the next steps. Discussion ensued regarding mitigation efforts used
elsewhere, use of signage, and behavioral changes fitting into the 3 E (Education, Engineering
and Enforcement) approach.

VI. Action ltems

A. Approval of the May 24, 2019 TAC Meeting Minutes
Approval is requested of the May 24, 2019 meeting minutes.

MOTION: Joshua DeVries moved to approve the May 24, 2019 meeting minutes. Shad Smith
seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.

B. FY2019/20 - 2023/24 Transportation Improvement Program

Mr. Keith Caskey, MetroPlan Orlando staff, requested a recommendation of approval for the FY
2019/20 - 2023/24 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). This document included the
transportation projects in the MetroPlan Orlando region that are programmed for funding over
the next five years. The draft TIP can be reviewed at https://metroplanorlando.org/wp-
content/uploads/TIP-2024-Draft-6-20-19.pdf. A fact sheet on the TIP, the TIP public hearing
summary and the draft TIP approval resolution for the July 10th Board meeting were also
provided. Mr. Caskey told CAC members that the TIP public hearing was held June 17t and a
number of public comments were received. A summary of the public comments was provided.

MetroPlan Orlando
TAC Meeting Minutes
June 28, 2019

Page 3


http://www.wekivaparkway.com/
https://metroplanorlando.org/wp-content/uploads/TIP-2024-Draft-6-20-19.pdf
https://metroplanorlando.org/wp-content/uploads/TIP-2024-Draft-6-20-19.pdf

MOTION: Shad Smith moved to approve the FY2019/20-2023/24 TIP draft. Commissioner Ed
Gold seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.

C. FY2024/25 - 2039/40 Prioritized Project List

Mr. Nick Lepp, MetroPlan Orlando staff, requested a recommendation of approval for the FY
2024/25 - 2039/40 Prioritized Project List (PPL). This document included a list of highway,
Transportation Systems Management and Operations, bicycle and pedestrian, and transit
projects that have been ranked in order of priority. FDOT will use the PPL in developing their FY
2020/21 - 2024/25 Five Year Work Program. A fact sheet was provided and the draft PPL
document can be reviewed at: https://metroplanorlando.org/wp-
content/uploads/MetroPlanOrlando PPL 2024 25 DRAFT FINAL 061919.pdf.

Mr. Lepp noted that this was the first Prioritized Project List that included the new performance
measures and he reviewed what the performance measures were. He reported that changes in
the current draft PPL included the SR 434 project had been divided into two segments, Osceola
County had provided some updates on their projects and multimodal projects that are funded
were highlighted. Mr. Lepp told CAC members that presentations on the Sand Lake Road and SR
528/SR 441 interchanges are planned for a future meeting.

MOTION: lan Sikonia moved to approve the FY 2024/25-2039/40 Prioritized Project List. Bill
Wharton seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.
D. FY2024/25 - 2039/40 CFMPOA Regional Prioritized Project List

Mr. Nik Lepp, MetroPlan Orlando staff, requested a recommendation of approval for the FY
2024/25 - 2039/40 Central Florida MPO Alliance (CFMPOA) Regional PPL. This document
includes a list of Strategic Intermodal System highway projects, regional trail projects and
regional transit projects for the six MPOs and TPOs in the CFMPOA region. An attachment is
provided.

MOTION: Joshua DeVries moved to approve the FY 2024/25-2039/40 CFMPOA Regional
Prioritized Project List. Renzo Nastasi seconded the motion. Motion passed
unanimously.

Vil. TAC-Only Presentations
There were no TAC only presentations.
Vill. General Information

A. PD&E Study Tracking Status Report
A status report tracking the progress of PD&E studies in the MetroPlan Orlando region was
provided.

B. FDOT Quarterly Variance Report
The latest FDOT Quarterly Variance Report for the MetroPlan Orlando region was provided.

C. FDOT Monthly Construction Status Report
The latest FDOT Monthly Construction Status Report for the Orlando area was provided.

D. Air Quality Report
MetroPlan Orlando
TAC Meeting Minutes
June 28, 2019
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The latest air quality report for the MetroPlan Orlando area was provided.

E. MetroPlan Orlando Board Highlights
A copy of the June 12, 2019 Board Meeting Highlights was provided.

F. LYNX Press Releases

A set of press releases from LYNX was provided.

X. Upcoming Meetings of Interest to TAC Members

A. Next MPO Board Meeting

The next MetroPlan Orlando Board meeting will be held on July 10, 2019, at 9:00 a.m. in the
MetroPlan Orlando Board Room, 250 South Orange Avenue, Suite 200, Orlando, FL 32801.

B. Next TAC Meeting

The next TAC meeting will be held on August 23, 2019 at 10 a.m. in the MetroPlan Orlando Board
Room, 250 South Orange Avenue, Suite 200, Orlando, FL 32801.

X. Other Business
None.
XI. Public Comments (General)
None.
X/l. Adjournment
There being no further business, Vice-Chairman Nabil Muhaisen adjourned the meeting of
the Technical Advisory Committee at 10:20 a.m. The meeting was recorded and transcribed

by Ms. Lisa Smith.

Approved this 23rd day of August 2019.

Mr. Will Hawthorne, Chairman

Ms. Lisa Smith, Board Services Coordinator

As required by Section 286.0105, Florida Statutes, MetroPlan Orlando hereby notifies all interested parties that if a person decides to appeal any decision
made by MetroPlan Orlando with respect to any matter considered at such meeting or hearing, he or she may need to ensure that a verbatim record is made

to include the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based.
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metroplan orlando

A REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PARTNERSHIP

Board Action Fact Sheet

Meeting Date:  September 11, 2019
Agenda ltem: IXA (Tab2)

Roll Call Vote: Yes

Action Requested:

Reason:

Summary/Key Information:

MetroPlan Budget Impact:
Local Funding Impact:

Committee Action:

Staff Recommendation:

Supporting Information:

FDOT requests approval of an amendment to the FY 2019/20 -
2023/24 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) to include
projects with funds rolling forward from FY 2018/19 to FY 2019/20.

This request is being made to ensure that the projects shown in the
TIP are consistent with the projects shown FDOT’s Five Year Work
Program.

Items of particular significance for our Committees and the Board are
as follows:

e This amendment is a routine procedure that is done every year.

o The projects shown in the attached FDOT Roll Forward Report had
funds originally programmed in FY 2018/19 and were therefore
not included in FDOT’s FY 2019/20 - 2023/24 Tentative Five
Year Work Program (March 2019) that was used to develop the
TIP adopted by the Board in July.

e The funding for these projects was not committed during FY
2018/19 and automatically rolled forward to FY 2019/20 in
FDOT’s FY 2019/20 - 2023/24 Adopted Five Year Work Program
(July 2019).

e This amendment adds the funds rolling forward from FY 2018/19
to FY 2019/20 to the FY 2019/20 - 2023/24 TIP so the TIP will
be consistent with the Five Year Work Program.

e This amendment does not affect the cost or schedule for the
projects included in the Roll Forward Report.

None

None

TSMO: To be taken up | on August 23, 2019
TAC: To be taken up | on August 23, 2019
CAC: To be taken up on August 28, 2019
MAC: To be taken up on September 5, 2019

Recommends approval

The following documents are provided at Tab 2:

e FDOT letter dated July 17, 2019
FDOT Roll Forward Report
e Proposed Board Resolution No. 19-05




CC:

Florida Department of Transportation

RON DESANTIS 719 S. Woodland Boulevard KEVIN J. THIBAULT, P.E,

CONGESOR Deland, Florida 32720-6834 SECRETARY

July 17,2019

Gary Huttmann, AICP

Executive Director

MetroPlan Orlando MPO

250 South Orange Ave, Suite 200
Orlando, FL. 32801

RE:  MetroPlan Orlando Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP), Annual Roll-Forward Amendment, Fiscal Years 2019/2020 to Fiscal Years
2023/2024.

The purpose of this letter is to request that MetroPlan Orlando Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) approve the Annual Roll-Forward Amendment to the adopted Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) for Fiscal Years 2019/2020 through 2023/2024 to reconcile differences between the TIP
and the Florida Department of Transportation’s (FDOT) Adopted Five-Year Work Program. The Fiscal
Years 2019/2020 through 2023/2024 TIP will take effect on October 1, 2019. Until then, the Fiscal Year
2018/2019 through 2022/2023 TIP will be used by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) for authorization of funding. This is a routine, annual process to
assist MetroPlan Orlando MPO in identifying projects that were not committed in the previous Fiscal
Year (2018/2019) and have automatically rolled forward into Fiscal Year 2019/2020 of the FDOT
Adopted Work Program. This amendment ensures that year one of the TIP, adopted by the MPO Board
on July 10, 2019, matches year one of the Department’s Adopted Work Program.

The affected projects submitted for the MPO’s approval are listed in the attached Roll-Forward Report
dated July 5, 2019.

If you should have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 386-943-5426.

Sincerely,

4’9&1@@%&4

Rakinya Hinson
FDOT MPO Liaison

Erika Thompson, CO-FDOT
Scott Philip, CO-FDOT

Robert Sachnin, FTA

Jim Martin, FHWA

Keith Caskey, MetroPlan Orlando
Kellie Smith, D5-FDOT

Anna Taylor, DS-FDOT

Jim Wikstrom, D5-FDOT

Jo Santigo, D5-FDOT

wwiw.tdot.gov



PAGE 1 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM TIME RUN: 07.32.35
METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
ITEM NUMBER:431081 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTICON:WEKIVA PARKWAY LINE AND GRADE ORANGE COUNTY SEGMENT *SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION
ROADWAY ID:75330000 PROJECT LENGTH: 13.170MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: P D & E / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DS 29,202 0 0 0 0 0 o] 29,202
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RKSPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DC 1,039 0 0 4] 0 0 0 1,039
DDR 1,613,448 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,613,448
DIH 318,629 101 0 0 0 0 0 318,730
TOTAL 431081 1 1,962,318 101 0 1] ] 0 0 1,962,419
ITEM NUMBER:431163 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 429 (WEKIVA PKWY) FROM 0.25MI N OF US 441 TO 0.129MI N OF PONKAN RD *SIS+
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION
ROADWAY ID:75330000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.132MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 4
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGTNEERTNG / RESPONSTBLE AGENCY: MANAGFED RY FDOT
DIH 802 2,198 0 0 0 0 0 3,000
PKYI 127,831 0 0 0 o] 0 0 127,831
TOTAL 431163 1 128,633 2,198 ] 0 0 0 0 130,831
ITEM NUMBER:431163 3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 429 {(WEKIVA PKWY} FROM N OF KELLY PARK RD TO CR 435 MT. PLYMOUTH *SISH
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION
ROADWAY ID:75330000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.958MT LANES EXTST/TMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 707 2,293 0 0 0 0 0 i,000
TOTAL 431163 3 707 2,293 0 0 0 0 0 3,000
ITEM NUMBER:431163 4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 46 (WEKIVA PKWY) REALIGNMENT LAKE CO. LINE TO SYS INTERCH WITH SR42 *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION
ROADWAY ID:75350000 PROJECT LENGTH: .856MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 431 2,569 0 0 0 0 0 3,000
TOTAL 431163 4 431 2,569 0 0 o 0 0 3,000
ITEM NUMBER:431163 5 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 429 (WEKIVA PKWY) FROM MORRIS ACCESS ROAD TO LAKE COUNTY LINE *SIS*
DISTRICT:0S COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION
ROADWAY ID:75330000 PROJECT LENGTH: .697MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 4
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: P D & E / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
TOBW 172,491 0 0 0 0 0 0 172,491
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ¥DOT
DIH 26,697 0 0 0 0 0 o] 26,697



PAGE 2

OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DATE RUN:

07/05/2019

TIME RUN: 07.32.35

METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
DS 76,871 0 0 0 0 4] 0 76,871
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DS 2,770,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,770,000
PHASE: DESIGN BUILD / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 11,085 0 0 0 0 n 0 11,085
DI 3,731,700 0 0 0 0 C 0 3,731,700
DIH 74,790 7,809 0 0 0 4 0 82,599
DS 33,107 0 0 0 0 0 0 33,107
TOTAL 431163 5 6,896,741 7,809 ] 0 0 0 0 6,904,550
TOTAL PROJECT: 8,988,830 14,970 0 0 0 0 0 9,003,800
ITEM NUMBER:239203 4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 50 (COLONIAL DR) FROM E OF CR425 (DEAN RD) TO E OF OLD CHENEY *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANES & REHABILITATE PVMNT
ROADWAY ID:75060000 PROJECT LENGTH: 4.905MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 2
LESS GREATER
FUND ‘THAN ‘T'HAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 479,648 0 0 0 0 o 0 479,648
DIH 380,188 9,400 0 0 4] ju 4] 389,588
DS 975,902 0 0 0 0 it} 0 975,902
LF 2,850,001 0 0 0 0 0 n 2,850,001
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 17,347 0 0 0 4] o (4] 17,347
DIH 16,566 0 0 0 o 0 4] 16,566
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
LI 20,453,250 30,500 0 [ i 0 0 20,483,750
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 16,443,773 27,729 0 0 v 0 0 16,471,502
DIH 118,439 5,944 0 0 o 0 0 124,383
DS 38,086,575 0 0 0 o 0 0 38,086,575
LF 947,118 0 0 0 a 0 0 947,118
Ll 15,937 0 0 0 e 0 0 15,937
PHASE: ENVIRONMENTAL / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
1,415,810 0 0 0 ] 0 0 1,415,810
TOTAL 239203 4 82,200,554 73,573 0 0 0 ] 0 82,274,127
TOTAL PROJECT: 82,200,554 73,573 0 0 0 0 0 82,274,127
ITEM NUMBER:239266 3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 15 (HOFFNER RD! FROM N OF LEE VISTA BLVD TO W OF SR 4136 *NON-SIS*

DISTRICT:05

COUNTY : ORANGE

TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANEES & RECONSTRUCT

ROADWAY ID:75080000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.679MI1 LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 2/ 2/ 2
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 4,168,632 0 0 0 0 0 4,168,632
DIH 377,093 16,835 o 0 0 0 0 393,928
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 568,742 0 o 0 0 0 568,742
LF 3,401,946 0 0 0 0 0 Y] 3,401, 946
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 17,232,905 189,075 0 0 0 0 0 17,421,980
DER 69,186 o] 0 0 0 0 0 69,186
DIH 154,946 5,329 0 0 0 0 ] 160,275
DS 8,374,995 106,912 0 0 0 0 0 8,481,907



PAGE 3

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM

DATE RUN:

07/05/2019

TIME RUN: 07.32.35

METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
LF 65,897 1,051 0 o o 0 o 66,948
PHASE: CONTRACT INCENTIVES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 775,000 0 0 0] 0 Y 0 775,000
PHASE: ENVIRONMENTAL / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DEMW 713,900 0 1] 0 n 0 o] 713,900
TOTAL 239266 3 35,903,242 319,202 0 0 1] 0 0 36,222,444
ITEM NUMBER:239266 4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 15 HOFFNER AVE FROM W OF SR 436 TO CONWAY ROAD *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT
ROADWAY ID:75080000 PROJECT LENGTH: 1.132MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 2/ 2/ 2
LESS CREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
LF 1,851,684 1,740 0 0 0 0 0 1,853,424
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 11,520,334 129,929 0 0 0 0 0 11,650,263
DER 26,503 0 0 0 0 0 0 26,503
DIH 75,876 9,609 0 0 0 0 0 85,485
DS 754,267 45,453 0 0 0 0 0 799,720
LF 36,126 0 0 0 0 0 0 36,126
TOTAL 239266 4 14,264,790 186,731 0 0 0 ] 0 14,451,521
TOTAL PROJECT: 50,168,032 505,933 4] 0 0 ] 0 50,673,965
ITEM NUMBER:239422 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTICON:SR 434 FOREST CITY FROM SR 424 EDGEWATER DR TO SEMINOLE CO LINE *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT
ROADWAY ID:75260000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.113MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 2
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: P D & E / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
SA 378 0 0 0 0 o] 0 378
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 2,187,783 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,187,783
DIH 218,119 136 0 0 0 0 0 218, 255
DS 1,091 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,091
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACCM 0 88,230 0 0 0 0 0 88,230
CM 1,309,649 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,309,649
DDR 1,086,859 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,086,859
DS 60,004 0 0 o] 0 0 0 60,004
SA 4,476 49,618 0 0 0 0 0 54,094
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
LI 0 0 0 2,112,000 0 0 0 2,112,000
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR ] 0 0 10,821,878 0 0 0 10,821,878
DIH 0 o] 0 7,567 0 0 0 7,567
LF 0 0 0 41,510 0 0 0 41,510
TOTAL 239422 1 4,868,359 137,984 0 12,982,955 0 0 0 17,989,298
TOTAL PROJECT: 4,868,359 137,984 0 12,982,955 ] 0 0 17,989,298




PAGE 4 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM TIME RUN: 07.32.35
METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
ITEM NUMBER:23953%5 3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 50 SR 429 (WESTERN BELTWAY) TO E OF WEST OAKS MALL *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT
ROADWAY ID:75050000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.560MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 2
LESS GREATER
TFUND THAN THAN ALTL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 1,143,528 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,143,528
DIH 374,050 9,789 0 0 0 0 0 383,839
DS 1,588,313 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,588,313
PKYI 9,865 0 0 0 0 0 0 . 9,865
TOP 2,100,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,100,000
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 614,539 0 0 0 0 o} 0 614,539
DIH 465,604 2,833 0 0 0 0 0 468,437
DS 12,863,491 0 0 0 ] 0 0 12,863,491
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
LF 2,254,485 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,254,485
SA 302,137 0 0 ] 0 0 0 302,137
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
M 2,511,874 9] 0 0 0 0 0 2,511,874
DDR 7,910,453 ] 0 0 0 0 0 7,910,453
DS 2,947,246 752,321 0 0 0 4] 0 3,699,567
EB 699,184 0 0 0 0 0 0 699,184
LF 463,121 0 0 0 ] 0 0 463,121
LFP 9,091,530 0 0 0 0 0 0 9,091,530
SA 22,361,027 94,674 0 0 0 0 0 22,455,701
PHASE: ENVIRONMENTAL / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DS 289,500 0 0 0 0 0 0 289,500
TOTAL 239535 3 67,989,947 859,617 0 0 0 0 0 68,849,564
TOTAL PROJECT: 67,989,947 859,617 0 4] [ 0 0 68,849,564
1TEM NUMBER:242484 8 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 400 (l-4) E OF SR 522 (OSCEOLA PKWY] TO WEST OF SR 528 *3IS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT
ROADWAY ID:75280000 PROJECT LENGTH: 5.650MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 8/ 8/ 4
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACNP 5,733,726 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,733,726
DI 5,285 0 0 ] 0 0 0 5,285
DIH 500,697 1,135,922 0 4] 0 0 0 1,636,619
DS 51,925 0 0 9] 0 0 0 51,825
NHPP 14,475,721 0 0 0 0 0 0 14,475,721
PKY I 1,777 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,707
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACNP 56,200,905 34,132,998 58,736,776 41,089,450 35,554,024 0 0 225,714,153
ACSA 36,746 13,963,254 ] 0 0 0 0 14,000,000
BNIR 77,885,737 0 0 0 0 0 0 77,895,737
M 3,095,201 215,834 0 0 0 0 0 3,311,035
DDR 38,375,646 27,483,942 0 0 0 0 0 65,859,588
DI 2,861,781 0 0 0 Q 0 0 2,861,781
DS 578,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 578,000
GFSAa 9,441,383 0 0 0 0 0 0 9,441, 383
NHPP 16,431,030 0 0 0 0 0 0 16,431,030
RED 5,562,513 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,562,513
SA 9,066,399 12,723,162 0 0 0 0 0 21,789,561
su 3,328,364 ] 0 0 0 0 0 3,328,364



FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM
MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT

PAGE 5

METROPLAN ORLANDO

HIGHWAYS
PHASE: ENVIRONMENTAL ,/ RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
NHPP 8,662,241 0 0 o
TOTAL 242484 8 252,305,077 89,655,112 58,736,776 41,089,450

TOTAL PROJECT: 252,305,077 89,655,112 58,736,776 41,089,450

0
35,554,024
35,554,024

Qoo

oo

DATE RUN:

TIME RUN:

4
4

07/05/2019
07.32.35
MBRMPOTP

8,662,241
77,340,439
77,340,439

ITEM NUMBER:407143 4

DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE

PROJECT DESCRIPTICUN:SR 482 SAND LAKE RD FROM W OF INTERNATIONAL DR TO UNIVERSAL ELVD

*

NON-SIS*

TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT

ROADWAY ID:75002000 PROJECT LENGTH: L369MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 5/ 4/ 2
LESS GREATER
FUND ‘THAN ‘I'HAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 80,251 8,061 0 0 0 o 0 88,312
DS 218,065 0 0 ] ] o 0 218,065
HpPP 204,837 0 0 a 4] 18] 0 204,837
TTMP 180,163 0 0 n 0 Y 0 180,163
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 1,721,765 36,230 0 0 0 0 0 1,757,985
DS 11,588 0 0 0 0 0 0 11,588
LF 2,357,967 225,176 0 0 0 0 0 2,583,143
PHASFE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSTBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACSA 1,759,365 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,759,365
CM 306,185 0 0 0 0 0 0 306,185
DDR 1,892,190 22,521 0 0 0 0 0 1,914,711
DER 65,497 0 0 0 0 0 0 65,497
DIH 59,362 2,950 0 4] 0 0 0 62,312
DS 1,060,870 ] 0 0 0 0 0 1,060,870
Hpp 1,712,106 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,712,406
LF 229,968 0 0 0 0 0 0 229,968
SA 2,739,564 37,509 0 0 0 0 0 2,777,073
TIMP 907,966 0 0 0 0 0 0 207, 966
TOTAL 407143 4 15,508,009 332,447 0 1] 0 0 0 15,840,456
ITEM NUMBER:407143 5 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 482 SAND LAKE RD FROM UNIVERSAL BLVD TO W OF JOHN YOUNG PARKWAY *NON-SIS~
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT
ROADWAY ID:75002000 PROJECT TENGTH: 2.103MT LANES FEXIST/TMPROVED/ADDED: S/ 2/ 2
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELTMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 671,515 0 0 0 0 0 0 671,515
DIH 45,785 5,068 0 2 0 0 0 50,853
Ds 703,961 0 0 a 0 0 0 703,961
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 2,839,499 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,839,499
DER 1,978 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,918
DS 33,094 0 0 0 o 0 0 33,094
LF 5,960,717 147,433 0 0 0 0 0 6,108,150
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 37,219,632 39,490 0 0 0 0 0 37,259,122
DER 57,595 0 0 0 0 0 0 57,595
DS 590,282 0 0 0 0 0 0 590,282
LF 351,533 43,691 0 0 0 0 0 395,224
TOTAL 407143 5 48,481,591 235,682 0 0 0 0 0 48,717,273



PAGE 6

METROPLAN ORLANDO

ITEM NUMBER:407143 6
DISTRICT:05

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM
MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT

HIGHWAYS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:JOHN YOUNG PARKWAY AT SR 482 SAND LAKE RD OVERPASS
COUNTY : ORANGE

DATE RUN:
TIME RUN:

07/05/2019
07.32.35
MBRMPOTP

*NON-SIS*

TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT

LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 2

ROADWAY ID:75002000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.066MI
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 37,164 6,546 o Q o J ] 43,710
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILLITIES / RESPONSTBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY )T
DDR 12,335 0 0 0 0 0 12,335
LF 233,164 0 0 4] 0 0 4] 233,164
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
CIGP 6,383,142 0 a 0 0 0 0 6,383,142
DDR 17,370,747 54,620 0 0 0 0 [¢] 17,425,367
DLR 85,719 ] 0 [¢] 0 0 0 85,719
DIH 73,605 8,134 L¢] 0 0 0 0 81,739
DS 458 0 0 0 0 0 0 458
LF 4,022,376 4,418 L] 0 0 0 0 4,026,794
TOTAL 407143 6 28,218,710 73,718 0 0 Q 0 1] 28,292,428
TOTAL PROJECT: 92,208,310 641,847 0 0 0 o ] 92,850,157
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 15/600 (US 17/92! CRLANDC AVE FROM S OF NOTTINGHAM ST TO MONROE AVE *NON-SIS~*

ITEM NUMBER:408429 2

COUNTY : ORANGE

TYPE OF WORK:URBAN CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENTS

DISTRICT:0S
ROADWAY ID:75030000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.096MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACSU 208,296 13,929 0 0 0 0 0 222,225
suU 2,420,061 127,017 0 o 0 o 0 2,547,078
TALU 0 25,668 0 0 0 0 0 25,668
TOTAL 408429 2 2,628,357 166,614 0 0 0 [ 0 2,794,971
TOTAL PROJECT: 2,628,357 166,614 0 0 0 0 0 2,794,971
ITEM NUMBER:414999 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 50 FROM PETE PARRISH/SILVERTON TO SPRINGDALE RD *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:TRAFFIC SIGNALS
ROADWAY ID:75050000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.507MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DI1H 12,305 0 0 0 0 0 0 12,305
DS 5,133 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,133
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 56,490 0 0 0 0 0 0 56,490
DIH 66,908 26,034 0 0 0 0 0 92,942
DS 740,238 0 0 0 0 0 0 740,238
LEP 395,108 0 0 0 0 0 0 395,108
TOTAL 414999 1 1,276,182 26,034 0 0 0 0 0 1,302,216
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METROPLAN ORLANDOC

ITEM NUMBER:414599 2
DISTRICT:05

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM
MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT

HIGHWAYS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 50 AT MERCY DRIVE

COUNTY : ORANGE

DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
TIME RUN: 07.32.35
MBRMPOTP

*NON-SIS*

TYPE OF WORK:TRAFFIC SIGNALS

LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 0/ ©

ROADWAY ID:75050000 PROJECT LENGTH: L03TMI
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALT
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT

DIH 19,615 25,344 0 0 0 0 0 44,959

DS 264,638 0 0 0 0 0 0 264,638
TOTAL 414999 2 284,253 25,344 0 0 0 0 0 309,597
TOTAL PROJECT: 1,560,435 51,378 0 0 0 0 0 1,611,813
ITEM NUMBER:416724 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:ORANGE COUNTYWIDE ADVANCE ROW ACQUISITION *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:0S COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:RIGHT OF WAY - FUTURE CAPACITY
ROADWAY ID:75060000 PROJECT LENGTH: 27.686ML LANES EX1S87T/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 2

LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT

DDR 13,002,143 0 0 Q 0 4] 0 43,002,143

DIH 1,304,002 385,012 0 0 0 0 0 1,689,014

DIRS 274,651 0 0 0 0 0 0 274,651

DS 11,389,851 0 0 0 0 0 0 11,389,851
TOTAL 416724 1 55,970,647 385,012 0 0 0 0 0 56,355,659
TOTAL PROJECT: 55,970,647 385,012 0 0 0 0 0 56,355,659

OVER OUTFALL *NON-SIS*

ITEM NUMBER:421317 1
DISTRICT:05

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 482 OVER SKYLAKE CANAL, SR 435 OVER OUT FALL & SR S50

COUNTY :ORANGE

TYPE OF WORK:BRIDGE-REPAIR/REHABILITATION

LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0O

ROADWAY ID:75270000 PROJECT LENGTH:  .018MI
LESS GREATER
FUND ‘THAN ‘TTHAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 334 0 0 0 0 0 0 334
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
BRRP 289,556 ] o 0 0 o n 289,556
DIH 13,761 45,496 0 0 0 0 i 59,257
TOTAL 421317 1 303,651 45,496 0 0 0 0 0 349,147
TOTAL PROJECT: 303,651 45,496 0 0 0 0 0 349,147
ITEM NUMBER:422009 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 438 FROM CR435 (HIAWASSEE RD) TO PRINCETON ST *NON-SL1S8*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY ID:75250000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.545MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: &/ 6/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 12,420 0 0 0 0 0 0 12,420
DS 242,004 0 0 0 0 0 0 242,004
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 38,152 4,188 0 0 0 0 0 42,340



FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DATE RUN:

07/05/2019

PAGE 8
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM TIME RUN: 07.32.35
METROPLAN ORLANDC MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
ps 2,387,868 o 0 0 0 0 o 2,387,668
TOTAL 422009 1 2,680,244 4,188 0 0 Q 0 ] 2,684,432
TOTAL PROJECT: 2,680,244 4,188 0 0 a 0 o 2,684,432
I'TEM NUMBER:422010 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 438 FROM SR 500 TO E OF SMI'TH ST/COOLIDGE *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:0S5 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY ID:75250001 PROJECT LENGTH: .289MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 6,7 0 0 a ly) a 6,709
DS 138,088 0 0 0 0 [ ] 138,088
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 3,562 4,747 [¢] ] 0 o a 8,309
21 203,748 0 0 0 n n +} 203,748
TOTAL 422010 1 352,107 4,747 0 0 [ 0 0 356,854
TOTAL PROJECT: 352,107 4,747 0 0 [ 0 0 356,854
ITEM NUMBER:422048 2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 436 FROM OLD CHENEY HWY TO SEMINOLE COUNTY LINE *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:0b COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:DRAINAGE 1MPROVEMENTS
ROADWAY ID:75003000 PROJECT LENGTH: 3.210MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: &/ 0/ 0O
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIRBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 11,570 o 0 o a 0 11,570
DS 184,898 0 0 [t 0 o 184,898
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 237,041 0 0 0 a Q o 237,041
DIH 11,134 32,183 0 0 ) 0 0 43,317
DS 51,952 0 0 0 n o i 51,952
TOTAL 422048 2 496,595 32,183 0 0 0 0 0 528,778
TOTAL PROJECT: 496,595 32,183 g 0 0 0 0 528,778
ITEM NUMBER:423356 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTICN:S5R 423 FROM SR 50 TO WYMORE RD *NON-SIS*
DLISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:PAVEMENT ONLY RESURFACE (FLEX)
ROADWAY ID:75190000 PROJECT LENGTH: 5.452MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 6/ 0O
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERTNG / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 329 0 o Q 0 4] 0 329
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 43,682 0 0 [ 0 0 0 43,682
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 3,756,521 0 n 0 0 0 0 3,756,521
DIH 112,610 48,368 0 0 0 o 0 160,978
TOTAL 423356 1 3,913,142 48,368 0 0 0 0 0 3,961,510
TOTAL PROJECT: 3,913,142 48,368 [ 0 0 0 0 3,961,510




PAGE 9 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM TIME RUN: 07.32.35
METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
ITEM NUMBER:424217 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 414 (MAITLAND BLVD) FROM SR 400 (I-4) TO CR 427 (MAITLAND AVE) *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANES & REHABILITATE PVMNT
ROADWAY ID:75011000 PROJECT LENGTH: 1.388MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 2
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: P D & E / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 63,414 4,329 9] 0 0 o 0 67,743
LFP 312,549 0 a 0 0 Q 0 312,549
SA 420,395 0 0 0 0 ) it 120,395
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 899,406 0 0 0 0 2 0 899,406
DIH 229,409 1,310 0 0 0 0 0 230,719
DS 1,636,735 0 0 0 a 0 0 1,636,735
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY [bOT
DDR 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 21
DIH 301 ] 0 0 0 0 0 301
LF 3,554,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,554,000
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 0 0 46,429 0 0 0 0 46,429
DIiH 10,541 39,459 0 0 0 0 4] 50,000
DS 39,481 218,264 0 0 0 0 0 257,745
REPE 7,823,361 596,708 0 0 0 0 0 8,420,069
SA 28,109 1,891 0 0 0 0 0 30,000
PHASE: ENVIRONMENTAL / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
31,690 0 ] 0 0 0 0 31,690
TOTAL 424217 1 15,049,412 861,961 46,429 0 0 0 0 15,957,802
TOTAL PROJECT: 15,049,412 861,961 46,429 0 0 0 0 15,957,802
ITEM NUMBER:424530 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 500 US 441 FROM CAKRIDGE RD TO 34TH STREET *NON-SIS~*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:TRAFFIC OPS IMPROVEMENT
ROADWAY ID:75010000 PROJECT LENGTH: 4.884MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED:12/ o/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 61,789 0 0 0 0 0 [¢] 61,789
DTN 134, 851 6,920 0 0 0 0 0 141,771
DS 4,882 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,882
EB 452,130 0 ] 0 0 0 0 452,130
HSP 2,065,369 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,065,369
LF 160,170 0 0 0 0 0 0 160,170
TOTAL 424530 1 2,879,191 6,920 0 0 o 0 0 2,886,111
TOTAL PROJECT: 2,879,191 6,920 0 0 0 0 0 2,886,111
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METROPLAN ORLANDO

ITEM NUMBER:424627 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 436 FROM SR 50 TO SEMINOLE CO LINE
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE

EX DESC:PROGRESS ENERGY & OUC WILL INSTALL FIXTURES ON THEIR POWER POLES

DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
TIME RUN: 07.32.35
MBRMPOTP

*NON-SIS*
TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING

LANES EXTIST/IMPROVEDR/ADDED: 6/ 0/ 0

ROADWAY TD:75003000 PROJECT LENGTH: 3. G56MT
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: RESPONSIBLE AGENCY NOT AVAILABLE
DDR 788, 963 0 0 0 0 D 0 788,963
DIH 0 5,000 0 0 0 0 0 5,000
TOTAL 424627 1 788,963 5,000 0 0 0 0 0 793,963
TOTAL PROJECT: 788,963 5,000 0 0 0 0 0 793,963
ITEM NUMBER:424898 1 PROJECT DESCRTPTION:S8R 551 (GOLDENROD) FROM S/SRS552 (CURRY FORD) OF SR 408 *NON-STS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY ID:75200000 PROJECT LENGTH: 1.874MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 278,193 0 0 0 0 0 0 278,193
DIH 68,873 0 0 0 0 0 0 68,873
HSP 172,196 0 0 0 0 0 0 172,196
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED) BY KFDOT
cM 2,239,152 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,239,152
DDR 85,986 0 0 0 0 0 0 85,986
DIH 92,610 17,862 0 0 0 0 0 110,472
DS 2,746 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,746
EB 5,954 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,954
HSP 874,271 0 0 0 0 0 0 874,271
LF 83,740 0 0 0 [} 0 0 83,740
SA 131,432 0 0 0 0 0 0 131,432
TOTAL 424898 1 4,035,153 17,862 0 0 0 0 0 4,053,015
TOTAL PROJECT: 4,035,153 17,862 0 0 0 0 0 4,053,015
ITEM NUMBER:425174 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:I-4 (SR 400) FROM SR 482 INTERCHANGE TO E OF CONROY RD INTCHG *SIS*
DISTRICT: 0% COUNTY : ORANCE TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY ID:75280000 PROJECT LENGTH: 4.450MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
161,120 0 0 0 0 0 161,502
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
32,437 0 0 0 0 0 0 32,437
EB 9,874 0 0 0 0 0 0 9,874
M 3,127,141 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,127,141
TOTAL 425174 1 3,330,572 382 0 0 0 0 0 3,330,954
TOTAL PROJECT: 3,330,572 382 0 0 0 0 0 3,330,954




FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DATE RUN: 07/05/2019

PAGE 11
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM TIME RUN: 07.32.35
METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
ITEM NUMBER:427226 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 530 (US192}) FROM LAKE COUNTY LINE TO OSCEOLA COUNTY LINE *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYFPE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY ID:75220000 PROJECT LENGTH: 1.705MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALTL,
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 50,815 0 0 o 0 ¢ 0 50,815
DIH 34,715 8,298 [ 0 i} 4 43,013
DS 151,523 0 [H] 0 n { 0 151,523
TOTAL 427226 1 237,053 8,298 [4] 0 a 1] 245,351
TOTAL PROJECT: 237,053 8,298 0 0 Q 0 ] 245,351
ITEM NUMBER:428588 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 551 {(GOLDENROD) & EDGEWATER DR TRAFFIC CON TROL SYSTEM (2 LOCATIONS *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES/SYSTEM
ROADWAY TD:75200000 PROJECT LENGTH: 4.428MI LANES EXTST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSTBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 0 159 0 0 o 4] 0 159
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: RESPONSIBLE AGENCY NOT AVAILABLE
DIH 841 0 0 0 2 4 0 841
FSSU 213,226 0 0 0 2 4] 0 213,226
LF 38,494 0 0 0 0 4 0 38,494
Su 80,558 0 0 0 0 0 0 80,558
TOTAL 428588 1 333,119 159 0 0 0 0 0 333,278
TOTAL PROJECT: 333,119 159 0 0 0 0 0 333,278
ITEM NUMBER:428877 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 482 FROM SR 527 (ORANGE AVE) TO W OF SR 528 *SIs*
DISTRLICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY TD:75002000 PROJECT LENGTH: 1.230MT LANES FXTST/TMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 2/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEFRING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 245,417 o] 0 o 0 0 0 245,417
DS 6,780 0 0 0 a 0 0 6,780
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 304,135 0 ¢ i 4] o 0 304,135
DIH 41,267 1,507 o a 0 o 0 42,774
DS 729,373 0 o 0 0 o 0 129,373
TOTAL 428877 1 1,326,972 1,507 0 1] ] 0 0 1,328,479
TOTAL PROJECT: 1,326,972 1,507 0 0 0 0 2} 1,328,479
ITEM NUMBER:428934 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR15/ANDERSON ST FROM EAST OF MILLS AVE TO WEST OF HAMPTON AVE *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:0S COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY 1D:75080101 PROJECT LENGTH: .128MI LANES EXTST/TMPROVED/ADDED: 2/ 2/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELTMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 95,647 0 0 ] 0 0 0 95,647



DATE RUN: 07/05/2019

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
TIME RUN: 07.32.35
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OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM

METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
DIH 14,982 0 0 Y} a 4] o 14,982
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 41,648 0 0 0 a 0 ] 41,648
DIH 19,392 1,558 4] o a o 0 20,951
SA 271,204 0 4] 0 o o 0 271,204
TOTAL 428934 1 442,873 1,559 0 0 0 0 0 444,432
TOTAL PROJECT: 442,873 1,559 0 ] 0 0 444,432
*NON-SIS+

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:US 441 FROM S OF GORE ST TO S OF CENTRAL BLVD

ITEM NUMBER:429054 1
COUNTY : ORANGE

DISTRICT:05

TYPE OF WORK:SIDEWALK
LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 0/ O

ROADWAY 1D:75010000 PROJECT LENGTH: L173ML
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
LF 200,000 0 0 0 0 4 n 200,000
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 164,980 0 0 0 0 o a 164,980
DIH 31,917 130,427 0 o 0 Q a 162,344
SE 242,973 0 0 c 0 o 0 242,973
SuU 799,817 0 0 0 0 Y a 799,817
TOTAL 429054 1 1,439,687 130,427 0 0 o 0 0 1,570,114
TOTAL PROJECT: 1,439,687 130,427 0 0 0 0 0 1,570,114
*SIS*

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:I-4 SR 400 FROM W OF CENTRAL FL PKWY TC E OF CENTRAL FL PKWY

ITEM NUMBER:429243 1
COUNTY : ORANGE

DISTRICT:05

TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING
LANES EX1ST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 8/ 0/ 0

ROADWAY 1ID:75280000 PROJECT LENGTH: .966M1
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 599,323 0 n n 1 n n 599,323
DIH 12,420 2,855 0 0 a [ 0 15,275
TOTAL 429243 1 611,743 2,855 o 0 Q 0 0 614,598
TOTAL PROJECT: 611,743 2,855 0 0 Q 0 o 614,598
1ITEM NUMBER:429495 1 PROJECYT DESCRIPTION:REPUBLIC DR OVER 1-4 PED FENCE *SIs*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYFE OF WORK:BRIDGE-REPAIR/REHABILITATION
ROADWAY ID:75000235 PROJECT LENGTH: Lla8MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 2/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 2, 0 0 v} a ] 0 2,330
DS 62,006 0 0 ) a i} 0 62,006
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
BRRP 91,598 0 0 0 0 o 0 91,598
DIH 361 59,798 0 n 0 n 0 60,159
TOTAL 429495 1 156,295 59,798 0 0 0 0 0 216,093
TOTAL PROJECT: 156,295 59,798 0 0 4] 0 0 216,093




DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
TIME RUN: 07.32.35
MBRMPOTP

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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METROPLAN ORLANDO

*NON-~SIS*
TYFE OF WORK:DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS
LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 0/ 0O

{CONWAY RD) FROM HOFFNER TO MICHIGAN AVENUE
COUNTY : ORANGE

ITEM NUMBER:429570 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 15

DISTRICT:05

ROADWAY ID:75080000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.267MI
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 457,230 [ 0 0 0 0 0 457,230
DIH 6,856 60,832 0 0 0 0 0 67,688
DS 39,941 0 1] N 0 o (4] 39,9411
TOTAL 429570 1 504,027 60,832 0 0 0 0 0 564,859
TOTAL PROJECT: 504,027 60,832 0 0 0 0 0 564,859
ITEM NUMBER:429782 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 520 MILEPOST 4.34 TO BREVARD CO LINE +NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:PEDESTRIAN/WLLDLIFE UNDERPASS
ROADWAY TD:75140000 PROJECT LENGTH: 13.872MT LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/APDED: 0/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTTON / RESPONSTRLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 413,687 0 o 0 0 0 ) 413,687
DIH 53,781 5,256 0 0 0 0 0 59,037
DS 14,017 0 0 0 0 0 0 14,017
TOTAL 429782 1 481,485 5,256 0 0 0 0 0 486,741
TOTAL PROJECT: 481,485 5,256 0 0 0 0 0 486,741
ITEM NUMBER:430671 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 536 FROM W OF RAMP 750004 TO SR 535 *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:0S COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY ID:75039000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.034MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ &/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 200,841 0 0 0 0 0 0 200,841
DIH 16,830 0 0 0 0 0 0 16,830
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIRLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 2,475,511 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,475,511
DIH 55,658 26,867 0 0 0 0 0 82,525
DS 111,692 0 0 0 0 0 0 111,692
TOTAL 430671 1 2,860,532 26,867 0 0 0 0 0 2,887,399
TOTAL PROJECT: 2,860,532 26,867 0 0 0 0 0 2,887,399
ITEM NUMBER:431989 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:STORMWATER IMPROVEME NTS ORANGE COUNTY VARIOUS STATE ROADS *SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS
ROADWAY ID:75280000 PROJECT LENGTH: 14.423MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 7/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 50,665 66,213 0 0 0 0 0 116,878
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM

METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
DS 2,253,848 0 4] 0 0 o 0 2,253,848
TOTAL 431989 1 2,304,513 66,213 0 0 0 0 0 2,370,726
TOTAL PROJECT: 2,304,513 66,213 0 0 o 0 a 2,370,726
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR500/US141 FROM § OF SPRINT BLVD TO CR 437A (CENTRAL AVE) *NON-S18*

I'TEM NUMBER:432402 1

DISTRICT:05

COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING

ROADWAY ID:75020000 PROJECT LENGTH: 3.893MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 353,160 8,224 0 ] 0 0 0 361,384
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 15,501 0 0 0 0 0 0 15,501
DIH 111, 387 0 0 0 o] 0 0 111, 387
Ds 221,542 0 0 0 0 9] 0 221,542
SA 4,384,774 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,384,774
TOTAL 432402 1 5,086,364 8,224 0 0 0 0 0 5,094,588
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR500/US441 FROM CR437 (ORANGE AVE)TO N OF JUNCTION/WESLEY RD *NON-SIS*

ITEM NUMBER:432402 2

DISTRICT:05

COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:RIGID PAVEMENT REHABILITATICN

ROADWAY ID:75020000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.788MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 2/ 2/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DI 51,447 9,148 0 0 0 o] 0 60,905
DS 537,767 0 0 0 0 0 0 537,767
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 4,280,304 0 0 0 0 o} 0 4,280,304
DER 6,227 0 0 0 0 0 0 6,227
DIH 58,801 402,825 0 0 0 0 0 461,626
Ds 164,920 0 0 0 ] 0 0 164,920
TOTAL 432402 2 5,399,466 412,283 0 0 0 0 0 5,811,749
TOTAL PROJECT: 10,485,830 420,507 0 0 0 0 0 10,906,337

ITEM NUMBER:432407 1

DISTRICT:05

ROADWAY 1D:75060000

FUND
CODE

DDR
DIH
DS

DDR

DDR
DS
LF

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR50 (COLONIAL DR) FROM SR500/US441/17-92 TO SHINE AVENUE *NON-SIS~*

COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING

PROJECT LENGTH: 2.01IMt LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 0
LESS GREATER
THAN THAN ALL
2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGCENCY: MANAGED BY [DOT
417,905 0 0 0 0 0 0 417,905
64,405 7,505 0 0 0 o] 0 71,910
35,128 0 0 0 0 0 0 35,128
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
.2 o] 0 0 0 0 0 8,206
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSTBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
28,780 0 0 0 0 4] 0 28,780
672,619 0 0 0 0 0 0 672,619
230,708 0 0 0 0 0 0 230,708
2,569,723 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,569,723

NHRE
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DATE RUN: 07/05/2019

PAGE 15
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM TIME RUN: 07.32.35
METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
SA 126,053 147,220 0 0 0 0 0 273,273
TOTAL 432407 1 4,153,527 154,725 0 0 0 0 0 4,308,252
TOTAL PROJECT: 4,153,527 154,725 0 0 0 0 0 4,308,252
TTEM NUMBER:432108 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 423 FROM N OF SR400/1-4 TO SR 15/600/US 17-92 *NON-S18*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY ID:75190000 PROJECT LENGTH: 1.206MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 3/ 3/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 226,378 0 0 0 o 0 0 226,378
DIH 30,958 9,246 0 0 0 0 0 40,204
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 1,759,954 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,759, 954
DIH 38,471 132,349 0 0 0 0 0 170,820
DS 45,138 0 0 0 0 0 0 45,138
TOTAL 432408 1 2,100,899 141,595 0 0 0 0 0 2,242,494
TOTAL PROJECT: 2,100,899 141,595 0 0 0 0 0 2,242,494
(GOLDENROD RD) *NON-S1§+

I'TEM NUMBER:433423 1

DISTRICT:0S

ROADWAY ID:75012000

PROJECT DESCRIPFTION:SR 552 (CURRY FORD RD}FROM E OF SR 436 TO SR 551
COUNTY :ORANGE
PROJECT LENGTH: 1.274MI

TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING

LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 0

LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 270,328 0 0 o Q 4 ] 270,328
DIH 43,507 8,373 0 0 Y] 0 0 51,880
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 2,013,382 o 0 0 ] 0 0 2,013,382
DIH 32,322 35,668 0 0 ] 0 0 67,990
DS 48,383 0 0 0 G Q 0 48,383
TOTAL 433423 1 2,407,922 44,041 ] 1] 0 a 0 2,451,963
TOTAL PROJECT: 2,407,922 44,041 1] 0 0 Q 0 2,451,963
750013&750169 *NON-SIS*

ITEM NUMBER:433607 1

DISTRICT:05

ROADWAY ID:75060000

FUND
CODE

LESS
THAN
2020

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 50 BRIDGES OVER ECONLOCKHATCHEE RIVER BRIDCGES

COUNTY : ORANGE
PROJECT LENGTH: 1.079MI

2020 2021 2022 2023

TYPE OF WORK:BRIDGE REPLACEMENT

LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 0/ ©

GREATER
THAN
2024

ALL
YEARS

PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT

DC 3,311 0 0 a

DDR 74,000 0 0 2

DIH 103,545 3,187 0 a

DS 538,726 0 0 0
PHASE: RTGHT OF WAY / RESPONSTBLE AGENCY: MANAGED RY FDOT

LF 1,000 0 0 0
PHASE: ENVIRONMENTAL / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT

DDR 319,800 0 0 0
PHASE: DESIGN BUILD / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT

DDR 12,834,932 0 b} 0

DIH 159,711 11,917 0 0

oDooo

o

ocooo

o

oooo

o

3,311
74,000
106,732
538,726

1,000

319,800

12,834,932
171,628
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METROPLAN ORLANDC

DS
TOTAL 433607 1
TOTAL PROJECT:

548, 344
14,583,369
14,583,369

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM
MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT

HIGHWAYS
0 0 a 0 0
15,104 ] 0 0 0
15,104 ] ] 0 0

DATE RUN:
TIME RUN:

07/05/2019
07.32.35
MBRMPOTP

548, 344
14,598,473
14,598,473

oo o

ITEM NUMBER:433788 1
DISTRICT:05

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 426 FROM 1-4 TO SR 1%/600

COUNTY : ORANGE

*NON-SIS*

TYPE OF WORK:UTILITY CONTRACTS
LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 0/ 0

ROADWAY ID:75006000 PROJECT LENGTH: 1.095MI
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 13,391 4,616 0 0 0 0 o 18,007
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 15,449,999 0 0 o 0 0 0 15,449,999
DS 310,026 0 0 0 o o 310,026
TOTAL 433788 1 15,773,416 4,616 0 0 0 0 0 15,778,032
TOTAL PROJECT: 15,773,416 4,616 0 0 0 0 0 15,778,032
ITEM NUMBER:434783 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 400 (I-4) AT CENTRAL FLORIDA PARKWAY *SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS
ROADWAY 1D:75280000 PROJECT LENGTH:  .395MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 8/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASL: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONS1BLE AGENCY: RESPONSIBLE AGENCY NOT AVALLABLE
DIH 0 5,000 0 0 0 ) 0 5,000
DS 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 50,000
TOTAL 434783 1 50,000 5,000 0 0 0 0 0 55,000
TOTAL PROJECT: 50,000 5,000 0 0 0 0 0 55,000
TTEM NUMBFR:135402 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR15,/SR600 (US17/92) KFROM GAY RD TO ATLANTIC DR *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:0S COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:BRIDGE-REPAIR/REHABILITATION
ROADWAY ID:75030000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.978MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 3,743 0 0 0 0 0 3,743
DS 72,574 0 0 0 0 0 0 72,574
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
BRRP 193,281 0 0 [}] 0 4] 0 193,281
DTH 8,753 31,837 0 (1] 0 0 ) 40,590
DS 10,347 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,347
PKYI 131 0 0 0 0 0 0 131
TOTAL 435402 1 288,829 31,837 0 0 0 0 0 320,666
TOTAL PROJECT: 288,829 31,837 0 0 0 0 0 320,666
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ITEM NUMBER:435526 1
DISTRICT:05

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM
MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT

HIGHWAYS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR434 (ALAFAYA TRAIL) AT CORPORATE BLVD
COUNTY : ORANGE

DATE RUN:

TIME RUN:

*

07/05/2019
07.32.35
MBRMPOTP

NON-SIS*

TYPE OF WORK:INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT

ROADWAY ID:75037000 PROJECT LENGTH:  .00IMI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
543 1,448 o 0 0 0 1,991
PHASE: PRELIMTINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSTBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORANGE COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS DEPT
SU 218,361 0 0 0 0 0 0 218,361
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORANGE COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS DEPT
su 287,025 1,000 0 0 0 0 0 288,025
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORANGE COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS DEPT
Su 0 0 566,000 0 0 0 0 566,000
TOTAL 435526 1 505,929 2,448 566,000 0 0 0 0 1,074,377
TOTAL PROJECT: 505,929 2,448 566,000 0 0 0 0 1,074,377
ITEM NUMBER:435527 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:POWERS DRIVE AT NORTH LANE *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT
ROADWAY TD:75000086 PROJECT LENGTH:  .002MT LANES EXTST/TMPROVED/ADDED: 2/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINFERING / RESPONSTBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORANGE COUNTY BOCC
LF 300,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 300,000
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORANGE COUNTY BOCC
LF 1, 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,000
su 200, 000 1,000 0 0 0 0 0 201,000
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORANGE COUNTY BOCC
LF 0 286,344 0 0 0 0 o 286,344
sU 0 566,500 0 0 0 0 0 566,500
TOTAL 435527 1 501,000 853,844 0 0 0 0 0 1,354,844
TOTAL PROJECT: 501,000 853,844 0 0 0 0 0 1,354,844
ITEM NUMBER:437330 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 527/SR 426/ORANGE AVENUE - ORANGE AVE SB BI1LFURCATION TO N GRANT ST *NON-S18*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY ID:75040000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.278MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DC ,2 0 0 0 o 0 0 1,207
DDR 1,259,934 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,259,934
DIH 61,534 3,727 0 0 0 0 0 65,261
DS 13,859 0 0 0 0 0 0 13,859
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSTRLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 0 56,000 o 0 0 0 0 56,000
DIH 31,155 28,845 0 0 0 0 0 60,000
DS 2,610,091 30,389 0 0 0 0 0 2,640,480
LF 11,800 178,037 0 0 0 0 0 189,837



PAGE 18 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM TIME RUN: 07.32.35
METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
suU 392,913 287 4] 0 0 0 0 393,200
TOTAL 437330 1 4,382,493 297,285 0 0 o 0 Q 4,679,778
TOTAL PROJECT: 4,382,493 297,285 0 0 ¢ 0 o 4,679,778
I'TEM NUMBER:437341 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 43% (KIRKMAN ROAD) FROM N OF SR 482 (SAND LAKE RD) TO § OF SR 408 *NON-STS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYFE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY ID:75270000 PROJECT LENGTH: 6.627MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 8/ 8/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DC 1,609 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,609
DDR 1,470,574 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,470,574
DIH 100,624 4,085 0 0 0 0 0 104,709
DS 47,774 0 0 0 0 0 0 47,774
EB 1,000 0 0 0 o o 0 1,000
LF 92,806 0 0 0 0 0 0 92,806
SA 10,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,000
SU 518,914 0 0 0 0 0 0 518,914
TALT 41,649 0 0 0 0 0 0 41,649
TALU 123,922 0 0 0 0 0 0 123,922
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
LF 324,616 0 0 i 0 n n 324,616
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACSA 3,380,924 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,380,924
ACTL 12,916 0 0 0 0 0 0 12,916
DDR 4,531,440 143,092 0 0 o] 0 0 4,674,532
DIH 1,476 836,010 0 0 0 0 0 837,486
DS 155,708 183 0 0 0 0 0 155,891
LF 1,473,060 8,585 0 0 0 0 0 1,481,645
NHRE 3,190,423 0 0 0 0 0 o] 3,190,423
SA 5,624,950 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,624,950
TALT 62,308 76,315 0 0 0 0 0 138,623
TALU 82,321 0 0 0 0 0 0 82,321
TOTAL 437341 1 21,249,014 1,068,270 0 0 0 0 0 22,317,284
TOTAL PROJECT: 21,249,014 1,068,270 0 ] 0 0 0 22,317,284

ITEM NUMBER:437458 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:N. FORT CHRISTMAS ROAD FROM LAKE PICKETT RD TO NW OF LAKE PICKETT RP *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:PAVE SHOULDERS
ROADWAY ID:75000379 PROJECT LENGTH: . 374MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 2/ 0/ 0
LESS GRUEATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
SA 217 4,250 0 0 ¢} 0 4] 4,467
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORANGE COUNTY BCCC
HSP 167,320 0 0 0 0 0 0 167,320
SA 533 0 0 1] 0 0 0 533
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORANGE COUNTY BOCC
954,582 20,000 ] 0 0 o 0 974,582
LF 157,022 0 0 0 0 0 0 157,022
TOTAL 437458 1 1,279,674 24,250 0 0 0 0 0 1,303,924
TOTAL PROJECT: 1,279,674 24,250 0 0 0 ] 0 1,303,924
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ITEM NUMBER:437493 1

DISTRICT:05

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATICN
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM
MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT

HIGHWAYS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 429 (WEKIVA PKWY] FROM MORRIS ACCESS RD TO LAKE COUNTY LINE

COUNTY : ORANGE

DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
TIME RUN: 07.32.35
MBRMPOTP

*SIS*
TYPE OF WORK:ITS FREEWAY MANAGEMENT
LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0

ROADWAY ID:75330000 PROJECT LENGTH: .701MI
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 24,000 0 0 0 ] 0 0 24,000
DIH 3,087 1,912 0 0 0 0 v} 4,999
ns 25,906 0 0 0 ] [ 0 25,906
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 217,550 0 0 0 o 4 a 217,550
DS 12,691 0 o o Q 0 a 12,691
TOTAL 437493 1 283,234 1,912 0 0 0 ] 1] 285,146
*SIS*

1TEM NUMBER:437493 2

DISTRICT:05

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 429 (WEKIVA PKWY! IFROM MORRIS ACCESS RD

COUNTY : ORANGE

TO LAKE COUNTY LINE

TYPE OF WORK:CONSTRUCT SPECIAL STRUCTURE
LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ ©

ROADWAY ID:75330000 PROJECT LENGTH: .701MI
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 43,754 0 0 4] 0 0 g 43,754
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 70,631 0 i} Q 0 0 4] 70,631
DIH 40 9,960 0 0 *] 0 0 10,000
TOTAL 437493 2 114,425 9,960 0 0 0 0 o 124,385
TOTAL PROJECT: 397,659 11,872 0 0 ] 0 ] 409,531
ITEM NUMBER:437508 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:CURLANDO CITYWIDE PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC SIGNALS *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:TRAFFIC SIGNALS
ROADWAY (D:75040000 PROJECT LENCTII: 2.059M1 LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 7/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONS1BLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY CITY OF ORLANDO
LF 32,692 0 0 0 0 a 0 32,692
SuU 439,000 4,000 0 0 0 0 0 443,000
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY CITY OF ORLANDO
LF 0 0 25,000 9 0 0 o] 25,000
SuU 0 0 2,103,874 0 0 0 0 2,103,874
TOTAL 437508 1 471,692 4,000 2,128,874 0 ] 0 0 2,604,566
TOTAL PROJECT: 471,692 4,000 2,128,874 ] 0 0 0 2,604,566
*SIS*

ITEM NUMBER:437555 1

DISTRICT:05

ROADWAY ID:75280000

FUND
CODE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:I-4 DOWNTOWN IMPROVEMENTS S OF W CHURCH ST TO N OF W WASHINGTON ST

COUNTY :ORANGE

TYPE OF WORK:URBAN CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENTS
LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 8/ 0/ 0

PROJECT LENGTH: . 280MI
LESS GREATER
THAN THAN ALL
2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: RESPONSIBLE AGENCY NOT AVAILABLE
0 2 0 a 0 14,500,000

LF

14,500, 000

0
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TRWR
TOTAL 437555 1
TOTAL PROJECT:

o
14,500,000
14,500,000

4,453,000
4,453,000
4,453,000

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM

MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT

HIGHWAYS

coo

ooo

ocoo

DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
TIME RUN: 07.32.35
MBRMPOTP
¢} 0 4,453,000
0 0 18,953,000
0 0 18,953,000

I'TEM NUMBER:437739 1
DISTRICT:05

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 50 / EAST COLONIAL DRIVE FROM SR417 SB RAMPS

COUNTY :ORANGE

TO CONSTANTINE

STRERT

TYPE OF WORK:SIDEWALK

*NON-S18~*

LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: &/ 0/ 0

ROADWAY ID:75060000 PROJECT LENGTH: .421MI
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT

DDR 236,423 0 0 i) 0 0 0 236,423

DIH 20,363 6,314 0 0 0 o a 26,677
TOTAL 437739 1 256,786 6,314 0 4] Q 0 0 263,100
TOTAL PROJECT: 256,786 6,314 0 ] 0 0 0 263,100

*NON-SIS*

ITEM NUMBER:438332 3
DISTRICT:05

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:NATURAL DISASTER ORANGE OFF STATE ON FED EMERGENCY SIGN REPAIR

COUNTY : ORANGE

TYPE OF WORK:EMERGENCY OPERATIONS
LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: O/ 0/ 0

ROADWAY 1ID: PROJECT LENGTH: .ooo
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: MISCELLANEOUS / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
D 0 101 0 0 0 Y o 101
TOTAL 438332 3 0 101 0 ] o 0 1] 101
TOTAL PROJECT: 0 101 0 a 0 0 0 101
ITEM NUMBER:438332 4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:NATURAL DISASTER ORANGE OFF STATE OFF FED EMERGENCY SIGN REPAIR *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYFE OF WORK:EMERGENCY OPERATIONS
ROADWAY ID: PROJECT LENGTH: .000 LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: MISCELLANEQUS / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
D 0 101 0 4] a 0 0 101
TOTAL 438332 4 0 101 0 0 0 0 a 101
TOTAL PROJECT: 0 101 0 0 0 0 ] 101
ITEM NUMBER:438332 5 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:NATURAL DISASTER ORANGE INTERSTATE EMERGENCY SIGN REPAIR *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:EMERGENCY OPERATIONS
ROADWAY ID: PROJECT LENGTH: .000 LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0O
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: MISCELLANEOUS / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
D n 101 0 [i] 0 1 4 101
TOTAL 438332 § 0 101 0 0 0 0 0 101
TOTAL PROJECT: 0 101 0 0 0 0 0 101




PAGE 21 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM TIME RUN: 07.32.35
METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
ITEM NUMBER:438332 6 PROJECT DESCRIPTICN:NATURAL DISASTER ORANGE NON-INTRAST TOLLS EMERGENCY SIGN REPAIR *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:EMERGENCY OPERATIONS
ROADWAY ID: PROJECT LENGTH: .000 LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0O
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL,
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: MISCELLANEOUS / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
D 0 101 0 i} 1] b} 0 101
TOTAL 438332 6 0 101 0 0 0 ] Q 101
TOTAL PROJECT: 0 101 0 0 0 0 o 101
ITEM NUMBER:439276 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 414 OVER US 17/92 - BRIDGE # 750295 *NON-SIS™
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:BRIDGE-REPAIR/REHABILITATION
ROADWAY ID:75011000 PROJECT LENGTH: .135MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 0/ ©
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
BRRP 69,805 0 0 0 ¢] 0 a 69,805
DTH 3,274 3,841 0 ] 0 0 n 7,115
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
BRRP 652,999 0 0 0 0 o 0 652,999
DIH 10,986 4,218 0 0 0 0 0 15,204
Ds 1,440 0 0 [¢] 0 o 0 1,440
TOTAL 439276 1 738,504 8,059 0 0 0 0 0 746,563
TOTAL PROJECT: 738,504 8,059 0 0 0 0 0 746,563
*NON-SIS*

ITEM NUMBER:439679 1

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SRS500 / US441 / ORANGE BLOSSOM TR FROM N OF HOLDEN AVE TO 37TH STREET
TYPE OF WORK:PEDESTRIAN SAFETY IMPROVEMENT

COUNTY : ORANGE

DISTRICT:05
ROADWAY ID:75010000 PROJECT LENGTH:  .588MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACSS 21,222 0 0 0 0 0 21,222
DIH 19,844 8,520 0 o 0 0 0 28,364
HSP 398,751 0 0 0 0 0 0 398,751
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACSS 838,987 785 0 0 0 0 0 839,772
DDR 116,528 60,000 0 0 0 0 0 176,528
TOTAL 439679 1 1,395,332 69,305 0 0 0 0 0 1,464,637
TOTAL PROJECT: 1,395,332 69,305 0 0 0 0 0 1,464,637
ITEM NUMBER:439880 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:ORANGE COUNTY PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING BUNDLE A *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING
ROADWAY ID:75002000 PROJECT LENGTH: 7.441MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 0/ O
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
71,668 119,695 0 0 0 0 0 191,363
TOTAL 439880 1 71,668 119,695 0 0 0 0 0 191,363



PAGE 22

METROPLAN ORLANDO

ITEM NUMBER:439880 3
DISTRICT:05
ROADWAY ID:75200000

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM
MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT

HIGHWAYS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:CORANGE COUNTY PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING BUNDLE C
COUNTY : ORANGE

PROJECT LENGTH: 7.645MI

TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING

DATE RUN: 07/05/2019

TIME RUN: 07.32.35
MBRMPOTP

*NON-SIS*

LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 0/ 0

LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN AL,
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
HSP 8,280 1,720 0 4] 0 0 M} 10,000
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY DUKE ENERGY FLORIDA, LLC
ACSS 130,000 10,280 0 4] 9] 0 0 140,280
TOTAL 439880 3 138,280 12,000 0 0 0 V] 0 150,280
ITEM NUMBER:439880 4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:ORANGE COUNTY PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING BUNDLE D *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING
ROADWAY ID:75060000 PROJECT LENGTH: 32.928MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: &/ 0/ 0O
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 138,028 0 0 a 4] & Q 138,028
HSP 4,277 55,757 0 0 0 0 0 60,034
TOTAL 439880 4 142,305 §5,757 0 0 [ 0 0 198,062
ITEM NUMBER:439880 5 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:ORANGE COUNTY PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING BUNDLE E *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING
ROADWAY ID:75270000 PROJECT LENGTH: 6.370MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 8/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 1,645 0 0 0 0 0 1,645
HSP 18,090 27,176 0 0 0 0 0 45,266
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORANGE COUNTY BOCC
ACSS 0 290,280 0 0 0 0 0 290,280
TOTAL 439880 5 19,735 317,456 0 0 0 0 0 337,191
ITEM NUMBER:439880 6 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:ORANGE COUNTY PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING BUNDLE F *NON-SIS*
DISTRLCY:05 COUNTY :ORANCE TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING
ROADWAY TD:75037000 PROJECT LENGTH: 3.749MT LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: &/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMTNARY ENCTNEERTNT / RESPONSIBLE ACENCY: MANAGED BY FROT
DIH 673 0 0 a 0 0 Q 673
HSP 13,844 56,419 o ] 4] 0 Q 96,263
TOTAL 439880 6 40,517 56,419 0 0 0 0 0 96,936
TOTAL PROJECT: 412,505 561,327 0 0 0 0 0 973,832




PAGE 23 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DATE RUN: 07/05/2019

OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM TIME RUN: 07.32.35
METROPLAN ORLANDO MPQO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
ITEM NUMBER:440970 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTICN:US 441 NB & SB OVER FCEN RR BRIDGE # 750002 & 750167 *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:0S COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:BRIDGE-REPAIR/REHABILITATION
ROADWAY ID:75020000 PROJECT LENGTH: .072MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 484 1,516 Q ) 0 0 o 2,000
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT

BRRP 188, 960 94,178 0 o 0 0 283,138

DIH 0 2,056 4] a 0 Y a 2,056
TOTAL 440970 1 189,444 97,750 0 4] ] 0 0 287,194
TOTAL PROJECT: 189,444 97,750 0 0 0 0 1] 287,194
ITEM NUMBFR:441402 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:CR 439 / TURKEY LAKE RD @ VINELAND RD *NON-STS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT
ROADWAY ID:75530000 PROJECT LENGTH: L120MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 3/ 0/ 0

LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS

PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORANGE COUNTY BOCC

sU 182,518 5,000 0 0 o 0 o 187,518
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORANGE COUNTY BOCC

U 0 0 928,655 0 0 o 0 928,655
TOTAL 441402 1 182,518 5,000 928,655 0 0 0 0 1,116,173
TOTAL PROJECT: 182,518 5,000 928,655 0 0 0 0 1,116,173
ITEM NUMBER:442390 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:ORANGE COUNTY PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING BUNDLE A *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYDPE OF WORK:LIGHTING
ROADWAY 1D:75002000 PROJECT LENGTH: 7.441ML LANES EX1ST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 0/ 0

LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORLANDO UTILITIES COMMISSICN

A’SS ] 590,000 0 (4] 0 n ] 590, 000
TOTAL 442390 1 0 590,000 0 0 0 0 0 590,000
ITEM NUMBER:442390 3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:ORANGE COUNTY PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING BUNDLE D *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING
ROADWAY ID:75060000 PROJECT LENGTH: 32.928MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 7/ 0/ 0

LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS

PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORLANDO UTILITIES COMMISSION

ACSS 0 1,220,000 0 0 Q 0 0 1,220,000
DDR 0 50,000 0 g 0 0 ] 50,000
TOTAL 442390 3 0 1,270,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,270,000



PAGE 24

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM

DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
TIME RUN: 07.32.35

METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
ITEM NUMBER:442390 4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:ORANGE CQOUNTY PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING BUNDLE F *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING
ROADWAY ID:75037000 PROJECT LENGTH: 3.749MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: &/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALT
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 20213 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY DUKE ENERGY
ACSS 0 230,000 0 0 0 o a 230,000
TOTAL 442390 4 230,000 0 0 ] 0 a 230,000
ITEM NUMBER:442390 5 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:ORANGE COUNTY PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING BUNDLE G *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING
ROADWAY ID:75040000 PROJECT LENGTH: 11.687MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 7/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY ORLANDO UTILITIES COMMISSION
ACSS 265,000 0 0 0 c 0 265,000
TOTAL 442390 5 265,000 0 0 0 0 0 265,000
TOTAL PROJECT: 2,355,000 0 0 0 ] 0 2,355,000
ITEM NUMBER:445373 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 50 (W. COLONIAL DRIVE) FROM PINE HILLS ROAD TO MISSION ROAD *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : ORANGE TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING
ROADWAY ID:75060000 PROJECT LENGTH: .287MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 4/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN AbLL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: RESPONSIBLE AGENCY NOT AVAILABLE
DS 0 80,000 0 4] 0 0 V] 80,000
TOTAL 445373 1 80,000 0 0 [ 0 0 80,000
TOTAL PROJECT: 80,000 0 0 0 0 0 80,000




PAGE 25 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM TIME RUN: 07.32.35
METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
ITEM NUMBER:239682 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 500 (US 192} FROM AERONAUTICAL DRIVE TO BUDINGER AVENUE *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :OSCEOLA TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT
ROADWAY ID:92030000 PROJECT LENGTH: 3.967MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: &/ 6/ 2
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALT,
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 252,617 4,443 o 0 0 a 0 257,060
SuU 4,899,899 Q 0 0 0 a 0 4,899,899
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 5,845,879 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,845,879
DIH 241,569 17,083 0 0 0 0 0 258,652
RED 47,437 0 0 Q 0 0 0 47,437
SA 329,846 0 0 0 0 0 0 329, 846
PHASL: RAILROAD & UTILITLIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
LF 1,814,631 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,814,631
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 41,056,279 24,645 0 0 0 0 ] 41,080,924
DER 249,922 0 0 0 0 0 0 249,922
DIH 268,989 94,286 0 0 0 0 0 363,275
Ds 4,057,979 160,268 0 0 0 0 o] 4,218,347
LF 359,922 4,123 0 0 0 0 0 364,045
PHASE: CONTRACT INCENTIVES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 0 1,014,642 0 0 0 y) 0 1,014,642
TOTAL 239682 1 59,424,969 1,319,590 0 0 0 0 a 60,744,559
TOTAL PROJECT: 59,424,969 1,319,590 0 0 0 0 a 60,744,559
ITEM NUMBER:239714 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 600 US 17/92 1900' W OF POINCIANA BLVD TO CR 535 *NON-SIS~*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :OSCEOLA TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT
ROADWAY ID:92010000 PROJECT LENGTH: 2.215MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 2/ 2/ 2
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: P D & E / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 39,474 41,643 0 0 0 4 v} 81,117
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 1,943,055 il 0 0 0 0 n 1,943,055
DIH 288,806 10,269 0 0 0 0 0 299,075
DS 116,848 0 0 0 0 0 a 116,848
LF 128,008 0 0 0 0 0 a 128,008
MU 63,349 0 ] ] 0 0 a 63,349
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
BNDS 148,833 0 D 0 n 0 0 118,833
DDR 4,316,757 4] o 0 (3] 0 0 4,316,757
DIH 269,991 0 0 0 0 0 0 269,991
DS 172,653 0 0 0 0 0 0 172,653
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 1,035,000 0 a ] 8] o] [¢] 1,035,000
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 26,630,767 204,222 74,285 0 0 0 0 26,969,274
DIH 27,664 116,803 0 0 0 0 0 144,467
DS 5,583 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,583
TOTAL 239714 1 35,486,788 432,937 74,285 0 0 0 o} 35,994,010
TOTAL PROJECT: 35,486,788 432,937 74,285 0 0 0 0 35,994,010




PAGE 26

OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
TIME RUN: 07.32.35

METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
ITEM NUMBER:418403 2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 600{US17/92) JYP FROM S. OF PORTAGE ST TO N. OF VINE ST (US192] *NON-SIS~
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :0SCEOQOLA TYFE OF WORK:ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT
EX DESC:300' S OF PORTAGE TO 925' N OF US 192 PD&E ON SEGMENT 1
ROADWAY ID:92550002 PROJECT LENGTH: 1.373MT LANES EXTST/TMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 4/ 2
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PREILIMINARY FENGINEHERINC / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 35,232 4] 0 0 ] 0 v} 35,232
DIH 179,837 510 0 0 a 0 a 180, 347
DS 260,717 0 0 o a 0 a 260,717
LFP 1,937,771 0 0 0 0 ¢, a 1,937,771
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 560,518 0 0 0 0 0 0 560,518
DIH 184,446 6,650 0 0 0 0 0 191,096
DS 827,951 0 0 0 0 0 0 827,951
LFP 629,414 0 0 0 0 0 0 629,414
SA 608,678 o] 0 0 0 0 0 608,678
SU 1,326,433 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,326,433
5129 980, 000 0 0 0 0 0 0 980,000
PHASE: RATI,ROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSTBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
LF 4,160,372 5,472 0 0 0 0 0 4,165,844
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 7,457,975 53,456 0 0 [ 0 0 7,511,431
DER 57,417 0 0 0 0 0 0 57,417
DIH 180,239 4,762 0 1] o 0 0 185,001
DS 3,439,190 0 0 (1] f 0 0 3,439,190
LF 531,530 0 0 0 b 0 0 531,530
TOTAL 418403 2 23,357,720 70,850 0 0 0 1] 0 23,428,570
TOTAL PROJECT: 23,357,720 70,850 0 0 0 ] o 23,428,570
ITEM NUMBER:4243906 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 530 US 192 FROM & OF BRIDGE 920175 TO WEST OF *NON-S18*
DISTRICT:0S COUNTY :OSCECLA TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY ID:92090000 PROJECT LENGTH: 1.313MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: &/ 6/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 23,859 0 o 0 0 0 0 23,859
SA 227,869 0 0 0 (¢ a 0 227,869
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 2,580,508 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,580,508
DIH 48,896 97,382 0 0 0 ] f 146,278
DS 496,153 0 0 ] 0 o 0 496,153
TOTAL 424906 1 3,377,285 97,382 0 0 0 0 0 3,474,667
TOTAL PROJECT: 3,377,285 97,382 0 0 0 0 0 3,474,667




PAGE 27

METROPLAN ORLANDO

ITEM NUMBER:431456 1

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM
MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT

HIGHWAYS

(I-4) WEST OF CR 532 TO EAST OF SR 522 (OSCEOLA PARKWAY)

COUNTY :OSCEOLA

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 400

DATE RUN:

TIME RUN:

07/05/2019
07.32.35
MBRMPOTP

*SIS*
TYPE OF WORK:ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT

DISTRICT:05
ROADWAY ID:92130000 PROJECT LENGTH: 7.885MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 6/ 4
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALIL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACNP 1,216,408 0 0 4] 0 ] 1,216,408
DDR 0 3,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 3,500,000
DIH 316,787 317,034 0 0 0 0 0 633,821
DIS 2,361,638 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,361,638
DS 12,064 0 0 0 0 0 0 12,064
NHPP 10,496,521 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,496,521
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACNP 37,454 13,542,546 980,000 3,000,000 87,560 0 0 17,647,560
BNLR 0 %0, 000 24,000,000 9,314,575 4,870,600 0 0 38,235,175
PHASE: ENVIRONMENTAL / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
NHPP 3,594,751 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,594,751
TALU 5,099,550 0 0 0 0 0 Q 5,099,550
PHASE: DESIGN BUILD / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DS 12,493 0 ¢ 0 4] 0 4] 12,493
PKYT 218 0 0 n 0 0 n 215
TOTAL 431456 1 23,147,881 17,409,580 24,980,000 12,314,575 4,958,160 ] 0 82,810,196
TOTAL PROJECT: 23,147,881 17,409,580 24,980,000 12,314,575 4,958,160 Q o 82,810,196
ITEM NUMBER:433693 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:POINCIANA PKWY SOUTH PORT CONNECTOR FROM FL TURNPIKE TO PLEASANT HILL *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:0L COUNTY : OSCEOLA TYPE OF WORK:PD&E/EMO S$TUDY
ROADWAY ID: PROJECT LENGTH: .000 LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0O
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASF: P D & F / RESPONSTBLE AGENCY: MANAGED RY FDOT
EB 25,000 ] 0 0 0 0 0 25,000
sU 1,150,023 27,417 0 0 0 0 0 1,177,440
TOTAL 433693 1 1,175,023 27,417 0 0 0 0 0 1,202,440
ITEM NUMBER:433693 2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:POINCIANA PKWY FROM CR 54 TO I-4 @ SR 429 *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :OSCEOLA TYPE OF WORK:PD&E/EMO S1TUDY
ROADWAY ID: PROJECT LENGTH: .000 LANES EXTST/TMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: P D & E / RESPONSIBLFE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACSU 1,306,357 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,306,357
EB 33,151 0 0 0 0 0 0 33,151
SA 152 1,848 0 0 0 ¢] 0 2,000
suU 2,528,128 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,528,128
TOTAL 433693 2 3,867,788 1,848 0 0 ] 0 0 3,869,636
TOTAL PROJECT: 5,042,811 29,265 0 0 0 0 0 5,072,076




PAGE 28 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DATE RUN: 07/05/2019
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM TIME RUN: 07.32.35
METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
ITEM NUMBER:433916 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 400 (I-4) FROM SR 417 TO SR 530/US 192 *SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : 0SCEOLA TYPE OF WORK:LANDSCAPING
ROADWAY ID:92130000 PROJECT LENGTH:  .417MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: &/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DI 20,734 0 ) 0 0 0 0 20,734
DIH 7,315 92,766 0 0 0 0 0 100,081
ns 1,174,712 0 0 0 0 n 0 1,174,712
TOTAL 433916 1 1,202,761 92,766 0 0 0 0 0 1,295,527
TOTAL PROJECT: 1,202,761 92,766 0 0 0 0 0 1,295,527
ITEM NUMBER:434406 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR 15 FROM E OF BRIDGE OVER TURNPIKE TC N OF TYSON CREEK BRIDGE *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :0SCEOLA TYPE OF WORK:RESURFACING
ROADWAY TD:92060000 PROJECT LENGTH: 16.946MI LANES EXIST/TMPROVED/ADDED: 2/ 2/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSTBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DC 3,300 0 0 0 o 0 0 3,300
DDR 12,867 0 0 0 0 0 0 12,867
DIH 44,994 2,296 0 0 0 0 0 47,290
DS 860,283 0 0 o 0 0 0 860,283
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 3,877,580 1 0 4 0 (8] 0 3,877,586
DIH 40,897 510,884 0 0 0 0 551,781
DS 5,931,028 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,931,028
PHASE: ENVIRONMENTAL / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 0 0 360,000 0 0 e 0 360, 000
TOTAL 434406 1 10,770,955 513,180 360,000 0 0 0 o 11,644,135
TOTAL PROJECT: 10,770,955 513,180 360,000 0 0 0 0 11,644,135
*NON-SIS*

ITEM NUMBER:435403 1
DISTRICT:05

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR1S5S

(US441)

& SR600
COUNTY :OSCECULA

(US 17/92)OVER BLUE CYPRESS/SHINGLE CREEK ERIDGE

TYPE OF WORK:BRIDGE-REPAIR/REHABILITATION

ROADWAY ID:92010000 PROJECT LENGTH: .101IMI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 1,821 0 0 0 0 0 o 1,821
DS 29,491 0 0 0 a 0 a 29,491
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
BRRP 246,357 ¢ 0 0 0 4} a 246,357
DIH 24,337 48,093 0 a 0 o 0 72,430
DS 1,627 ] 0 0 (4] o 4] 1,627
TOTAL 435403 1 303,633 48,093 0 0 0 0 0 351,726
TOTAL PROJECT: 303,633 48,093 0 0 0 0 0 351,726




PAGE 29

METROPLAN ORLANDO

ITEM NUMBER:435519% 1
DISTRICT:05

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM
MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT

DATE RUN: 07/05/2019

HIGHWAYS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:TRAFFIC SIGNAL CABINET UPGRADES CITYWIDE
COUNTY :0SCECLA

TIME RUN: 07.32.35
MBRMPOTP
*NON-SIS*

TYPE OF WORK:TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES/SYSTEM

ROADWAY ID: PROJECT LENGTH: .000 LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2022 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY CITY OF KISSIMMEE
DDR 0 0 0 0 0 936,000
DIH 0 [+] ] o) o 170
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 3,829 0 0 0 3,829
TOTAL 435519 1 3,829 0 0 0 939,999
TOTAL PROJECT: 3,829 0 0 0 939,999
ITEM NUMBER:436364 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTICN:US192 FROM BRADLEY DRIVE TO SAPLTNG LANE *NON-STS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :0SCEOLA TYPE OF WORK:SIGNING/PAVEMENT MARKINGS
ROADWAY ID:92030000 PROJECT LENGTH: 25.262MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2022 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 609 0 0 0 18,051
HSP 0 0 0 0 100,249
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR [¢] ] (1] 0 0 0 30,000
DIH 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,952
HSP 0 0 0 o 0 0 522,237
sa 2,015 0 0 0 0 0 5,000
TOTAL 436364 1 2,624 0 0 0 0 0 677,489
TOTAL PROJECT: 2,624 0 0 0 0 0 677,489
ITEM NUMBER:437055 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR600 (US 17-920RANGE BLOSSOM TRAIL)FROM E OF SUWANNEE TO LIBERTY BELL *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :0SCEOLA TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING
ROADWAY ID:92010000 PROJECT LENGTH: . 800MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 2/ 0/ O
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
COoDE 2020 2022 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DS 0 0 0 0 4,325
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY OSCEOLA COUNTY ENGINEERING
DS 150,000 0 0 0 a i) 160, 380
TOTAL 437055 1 150,000 0 0 0 0 0 164,705
TOTAL PROJECT: 150,000 0 0 0 0 0 164,705
OSCEOLA BRIDGES 920009, 920031 & 920202 *SIS*

ITEM NUMBER:437444 1
DISTRICT:0S

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:US441,

Us192 & I-4,

COUNTY :OSCEQLA

TYPE OF WORK:BRIDGE-REPAIR/REHABILITATION

ROADWAY TD:92030000 PROJECT LENGTH: L617MT LANES EXTST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 0O/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2022 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINFERING / RESPONSTBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
] 0 54,273

BRRP

0



PAGE 30

OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DATE RUN: 07/05/2019

TIME RUN: 07.32.35

METROPLAN ORLANDC MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
DIH 2,602 9,924 0 it 0 0 9] 12,526
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
BRRP 624,604 0 ] 1 1] o 0 624,604
DIH 20,530 1,848 0 0 0 0 ] 22,378
Ds 55,397 0 0 0 0 o 0 55,397
TOTAL 437444 1 757,406 11,772 0 0 0 0 0 769,178
TOTAL PROJECT: 757,406 11,772 0 0 0 0 0 769,178
ITEM NUMBER:437470 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:OSCEQOLA COUNTY ATM PROJECT - VARIOUS LOCATIONS *SIS™
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :OSCEOLA TYPE OF WORK:TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES/SYSTEM
ROADWAY 1D:92030000 PROJECT LENGTH: 16.712M1 LANES EX1ST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 3/ 0/ ©
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
SU 287,860 2,411 0 o f n fn 290,27
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 50,000 0 0 0 a 4] o 50,000
SU 2,095,460 12,290 0 0 i} 0 0 2,107,750
TOTAL 437470 1 2,433,320 14,701 0 0 a 0 0 2,448,021
TOTAL PROJECT: 2,433,320 14,701 0 0 ] 0 Q 2,448,021
*NON-SIS*

ITEM NUMBER:438334 3
DISTRICT:05

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:NATURAL DISASTER OSCECLA OFF STATE ON FED EMERGENCY SIGN REPAIR

COUNTY :OSCEOLA

TYPE OF WORK:EMERGENCY OPERATIONS

LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0

ROADWAY ID: PROJECT LENGTH:  .000
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: MISCELLANEOUS / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
D 0 101 0 0 0 0 0 101
TOTAL 438334 3 0 101 [ 0 0 0 0 101
TOTAL PROJECT: 0 101 [ 0 0 0 0 101
ITEM NUMBER:438334 4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:NATURAL DISASTER OSCEOLA OFF STATE OFF FED EMERGENCY SIGN REPAIR *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :0SCECLA TYPE OF WORK:EMERGENCY OPERATIONS
ROADWAY ID: PROJECT LENGTH:  .000 LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: MISCELLANEOUS / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
b 0 101 0 0 0 o ] 101
TOTAL 438334 4 0 101 0 [ 0 0 0 101
TOTAL PROJECT: 0 101 0 0 0 0 0 101
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METROPLAN ORLANDO

ITEM NUMBER:438334 5

DISTRICT:05

OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM

MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT

HIGHWAYS

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:NATURAL DISASTER OSCEOLA INTERSTATE EMERGENCY SIGN REPAIR

COUNTY :0SCEOLA

DATE RUN: 07/05/2019

TIME RUN: 07.32.35

MBRMPOTP

*NON-SIS*

TYPE OF WORK:EMERGENCY OPERATIONS

ROADWAY ID: PROJECT LENGTH: .000 LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0O
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: MISCELLANEOUS / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
D 0 161 0 0 0 2 0 101
TOTAL 438334 5 0 101 0 0 ] 0 0 101
TOTAL PROJECT: ] 101 0 0 0 ] 0 101
ITEM NUMBER:439084 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:TOHO-VALENCIA TRAIL II, ALONG US 192/MILL SLOUGH TO VALENCIA COLLEGE *NON-SIS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY :OSCEQLA TYPE OF WORK:BIKE PATH/TRAIL
ROADWAY ID:92030000 PROJECT LENGTH: .420MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 6/ 0/ O
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY KISSIMMEE, CITY OF
SU 9, 1,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,081
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY KISSIMMEE, CITY OF
suU 0 - 340,710 0 0 0 0 340,710
TOTAL 439084 1 99,081 1,000 340,710 0 0 0 0 440,791
TOTAL PROJECT: 99,081 1,000 340,710 0 0 0 0 440,791
ITEM NUMBFER:439272 1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:US 192 OVER C-57 CANAL - RRIDGE # 920014 *NON-STS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : OSCEQLA TYPE OF WORK:BRIDGE-REPAIR/REHABILITATION
ROADWAY ID:92030000 PROJECT LENGTH: .047MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 4/ 0/ 0O
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DIH 1,534 8,466 0 0 0 0 0 10,000
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
BRRP 146,633 0 0 0 0 o 0 146,633
DIH 6,072 37 0 (3] 0 0 4] 6,109
TOTAL 439272 1 154,239 8,503 0 0 0 0 0 162,742
TOTAL PROJECT: 154,239 8,503 0 0 0 0 0 162,742
ITEM NUMBER:439885 3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:0SCEOLA COUNTY PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING BUNDLE A *SIS™
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : OSCEULA TYPE OF WORK:LIGHTING
ROADWAY TD:92090000 PROJECT LENGTH: 14.841MT LANES EXTST/TMPROVED/ADDED: 7/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY DUKE ENERGY
ACSS 0 706,739 0 0 0 C 0 706,739
TOTAL 439885 3 0 706,739 0 0 0 0 0 706,739
TOTAL PROJECT: 0 706,739 0 0 0 0 0 706,739
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METROPLAN ORLANDO

ITEM NUMBER:240200 2
DISTRICT:05

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM
MPC ROLLFORWARD REPORT

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:SR429/46

(WEKIVA

HIGHWAYS

PKWY|

COUNTY : SEMINOLE

FROM E OF OSPREY HAMMOCK TRAIL TGO ORANGE BLVD

DATE RUN:

TIME RUN:

*

07/05/2019%
07.32.35
MBRMPOTP

SIs*

TYPE OF WORK:NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION

ROADWAY ID:77320000 PROJECT LENGTH: 3.041MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 4
LESS GREATER
TUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACSA 319,622 0 0 0 0 0 0 319,622
DDR 9,530 0 0 0 0 a 0 9,530
DI 2,381,376 0 0 0 0 0 4] 2,381,376
DIH 648,951 62,998 0 0 0 0 0 711, 549
DS 504,126 0 0 0 0 0 0 504,126
EB 10,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,000
PKYI 44,707 0 0 0 0 0 0 44,707
SA 6,209,270 0 0 0 0 0 0 6,209,270
WKOC 625,562 0 0 0 0 0 0 625,562
PHASE: RIGHT OF WAY / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
BNIR 2,112,389 0 0 0 4] 0 0 2,112,389
DDR 327,203 6,047 0 0 0 0 0 333,250
DI 4,999,811 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,999,811
DIH 957,405 4,956 0 0 0 0 0 962,361
DIS 1,330,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,330,000
DS 488,175 0 0 0 0 0 0 488,17%
NHEX 10,005,924 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,005,924
PKED 9,873,928 0 0 0 0 0 0 9,873,928
SA 15,507,900 0 0 0 0 0 0 15,507,300
WKBL 10,315,407 ] 0 0 0 0 0 10,315,407
WKOC 1,599,916 649,112 0 0 0 0 0 2,249,028
PHASE: RAILROAD & UTILITIES / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 122,784 0 0 0 0 0 0 122,784
LF 9,366,238 0 0 0 Q 0 0 9,366,238
PKED 1,450,000 o 0 0 a 0 ] 1,450,000
SIWR 9,606,266 0 0 0 ] 0 0 9,606,266
WKOC 2,481,320 0 0 0 a 0 Q 2,481,320
PHASE: CONSTRUCTION / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
ACNP 25,839,366 0 0 0 0 0 25,839,366
DDR 273,778 1,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,473,778
DIH 0 879,923 0 0 0 0 0 879,923
DS 285, 244 0 0 0 0 0 0 285,244
LF 125,371 60,454 0 0 0 0 0 185,825
NHPP 21,322,487 o] 0 0 0 0 0 21,322,487
PKED 34,241,603 0 0 ] 0 0 0 34,241,603
SA 8,303,674 o] 0 0 0 0 0 8,303,674
STED 16,468,168 0 0 0 0 0 0 16,468,168
WKOC 795,902 0 ] ] ] 0 0 795,902
PHASE: ENVIRONMENTAL / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
WKOC 524,815 0 0 0 0 0 0 524,815
TOTAL 240200 2 199,478,218 2,863,490 0 0 4] 0 0 202,341,708
ITEM NUMBER:131081 4 PROJECT DESCRIPTTON:WEKTVA PARKWAY LINE AND GRADE SEMTNOLE COUNTY SEGMENT *STS*
DISTRICT:05 COUNTY : SEMINOLE TYPE OF WORK:NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION
ROADWAY ID:77320000 PROJECT LENGTH: 6.168MI LANES EXIST/IMPROVED/ADDED: 0/ 0/ 0
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2024 YEARS
PHASE: P D & E / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DS 29,201 0 0 0 0 0 0 29,201
PHASE: PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING / RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 3,055,806 0 0 0 0 o 0 3,055,806
DIH 179,1%0 139 0 a L] + 0 179,289
DS 8,444 0 0 0 0 0 0 8,444



PAGE 33 FLCRIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DATE RUN: 07/05/2019

OFFICE OF WORK PROGRAM TIME RUN: 07.32.35
METROPLAN ORLANDO MPO ROLLFORWARD REPORT MBRMPOTP
HIGHWAYS
PKED 92,344 a 0 0 a 0 ] 92,344
WKBL 687,826 a 0 0 0 Q a 687,826
WKOC 988,039 a 0 a 0 [y a 988,039
TOTAL 431081 4 5,040,810 139 0 0 0 0 [ 5,040,949
TOTAL PROJECT: 204,519,028 2,863,629 0 0 Q 0 Q 207,382,657
ITEM NUMBER:240196 1 PROJECT DESCRIP