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Active Transportation Plan Key Task Schedule
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Active Transportation Plan Engagement Activities
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2050 ATP Report Overview

Existing Network Prioritization & Technical
Conditions Development Policies Appendix
Facility Types e Planned Network ¢ Description of * Existing Conditions
Prioritization . il :
Existing Network < Project Criteria and Accessibility Analysis
Development Process * Project Development
LTS/PLOC S « ATP Projects
Accessibility * Project Refinement ¢ Prioritized Needs > Bullie BisEs e
List
« ATP Toolbox 'S  Toolbox of Strategies

. ... * Summary of Policy Brioritizat
* Future Accessibility SecamraTeE e rioritization

and Comfort * Policy Recommendations
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Facility Types

BIKE LANE SEPARATED
BIKE FACILITY

Bike Lane Sign Bike Lane Sign
(Optional) (Optional)

|

O A )

Not to scale

Nottoscale |Sidewalk |Parking | Bike | Travel | Travel | Bike |Sidewalk |Sidewalk| Parking | Travel | Travel | Separated |Walking|
Lane Lane Lane Lane Lane Bicycle Path
Facility

WIDE BIKE LANE PROTECTED BIKE LANE

Not to scale| Sidewalk | Parking | Ii,'hg | T[:x:l T[:ﬁzl | f}a',l:e | Sidewalk Not to scale ‘Sidewalk| Bike ‘ Parking | Travel Travel | Bike ]S|dewaLk
Lane Lane Lane Lane
& Buffer & Buffer
& Buffer & Buffer
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Level of Traffic Stress and Pedestrian Level of

Comfort

PLOC 1

This level is suitable for
all users, including older
children traveling alone,
the elderly, and people
using a wheeled mobility
device. People feel safe
and comfortable on the
pedestrian facility, and
all users are willing

to use the pedestrian
facility.

PLOC 2

At this level, all users are
able to use the facility,
and most users are
willing to use the facility.

PLOC 3

At this level, some users
are willing to use this
facility, but others may
only use the facility
when there are limited
route and mode choices
available.

PLOC 4

The facility is difficult or
impassible by a wheeled
mobility device or users
with other limitations

in their movement. It

is most likely used by
people with limited route
and mode choice.

Pedestrian Level of Comfort Ratings

SRR,
PLOC 5

No pedestrian facilities
are provided.

55



Accessibility Analysis

1)

2)

3)

travel access—the number
of destinations a person
can get to within a certain
amount of time,

mobility—how far a
person can travel in a
specific amount of time by
each mode of travel, and

accessibility—a
combination of access and
mobility determining the
number and type of
destinations available by
time and mode of travel.




Analysis Results

 An accessibility score was
assigned to each road link based
on the travel time to the
destination types.

* Accessibility scores were
summed for each road link.

* Pedestrian and bicyclist Level of
Traffic Stress was then
correlated to show range of
accessibility and range of stress
to identify areas of focus.
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2050 ATP
Network
Development

e New Trails

 Crossing
Enhancements

e Corridor
Improvements

 Target Speed
Reduction Corridor

« Safety
Improvements

Considerations

Number of vehicle lanes

Existing traffic counts

Posted speed limit

Observed 85th percentile speeds from
connected vehicle data

Crash data from 2018-2022

Planned roadway improvements
Utility right-of-way by ownership status
Land Use and population information
Trail crossings

Gaps

Comfort and access



Partner Agency Collaboration
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saying?

The City would like improve the pedestrian and biking
infrastructure along SR 434 from Douglas to Maitland Blvd.

Seminole Ranch
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Conservation
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2050 ATP
Network
Projects

1 8 new
B
projects
10 enhancements to
already planned projects

New Projects

3 existing bicycle lane modifications

4 bicycle bridges/tunnels

63 new corridor projects, which include adding
or widening bike lanes, adding side paths, speed
management, and/or a safety focus

7T new trail segments, plus 5 trail gap closures
7 new trail crossing improvements

57 new intersection improvements, some with a
signing, striping & signal timing focus, and
others with reconfiguration elements, such as
reducing curb radii, adding pedestrian refugme

Islands, and providing directional <1zgff;
curb ramps 5&50/2
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2050 ATP
Network
Projects

1 8 ol
projects
projects
10 enhancements to
already planned projects

Project Enhancements
e 47 bicycle lane enhancements to already

planned projects

e 20 enhancements to already planned corridor

projects

e 25 enhancements to already planned trail
crossing projects

e 10 enhancements to already planned
Intersection improvements

e 3 enhancements to already planned trail
crossing improvements
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Planned Side Path / Trail \i
Planned Shared Used Path / Trail

=
Planned On-Street Bike Facilities \
Planned Protected Bike Lane \“\\
2050 ATP Corridor Projects ¢

2050 ATP Intersection Projects
2050 ATP Corridor Project Enhancements

Osceola
County

2050 ATP Intersection Project Enhancements t=—

o

P4 4

5 miles



2050 ATP Conditions
Analysis

LTS Results -

MPO Roadway Network

Bicycle
Lanes/

Shared
Use Path/| Side Path
Trail

No
Bicycle
Facility

Paved
Shoulder

215 803

(100%)  (100%) 140 (17%) 144 (13%)

\
- - 60 (7%) 69 (6%) N
Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress ¥'i\
- - 103 (12%) 223 (20%) 0 . \
— LTS 2 e :?
- - 532 (64%) 691 (61%) LTS 3 i X

A
— LTS 4 \ N




2050 ATP Conditions
PLOC Results MPO Roadway
Network

¢ 1,321 miles of LTS 1 (44%)
e 493 miles of LTS 2 (16%)
e 362 miles of LTS 3 (12%)
e 301 miles of LTS 4 (10%)
e 528 miles of LTS 5 (18%)

Pedestrian Level of Comfort
— PLOC 1
— PLOC 2
PLOC 3
— PLOC 4
— PLOC 5




Accessibility Analysis EE

Percent Change in | Percent Change in lﬁ i
Walking Accessibility | Biking Accessibility [ G M
(15-minute low (15-minute low JJ W
stress walk) stress bike ride) IS s '

Schools 114% 213%

ranstt 171% 1800%
57% 190%
Jobs 108% 733% =
LowPLOC  LowPLOC A
Shopping 264% 950% ¥ =

2050 ATP Pedestrian Comfort & Access
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PRIORITIZATION CATEGORIES

Bicyclist and Accessibility Transportation

Pedestrian and Disadvantaged
Safety Connectivity 159
30% 25%
Comf Jurisdictional Regional
omfort Significance Impact
10% 10% g



Toolbox of Strategies

Bicycle
Infrastructure

Safety &
Comfort

Example: Traffic
calming/speed
management,
protected crossings

Example: Bike
parking and bike
facilities




Policy Recommendations

s

\ (1121016178

ADA compliance Micromobility Bicycle facility

Active transportation regulations selection
count programs




Incorporate into 2050 MTP

2050 Metropolitan Transportation
Plan (2050 Plan)

ATP recommendations directly
Incorporated

2050 Plan Kicked off in January
MetroPlanOrlando.gov/Draft2050Plan

SEMINOLE

ORANGE

OSCEOLA



http://www.metroplanorlando.gov/Draft2050Plan

Contact Information

Taylor Laurent, PE, AICP
Manager of Transportation Planning

MetroPlan Orlando
(407) 481-5672 Ext. 306
Taylor.Laurent@MetroPlanOrlando.gov

Kathrin Tellez, AICP, PTP, RSP2B
Consultant Project Manager
Fehr & Peers

(321) 754-9902
k.tellez@fehrandpeers.com




Thank you!
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