
MPOAC STAFF DIRECTORS’ 
COMMITTEE MEETING

June 07, 2018
Hyatt Place Orlando

8688 Palm Parkway, Orlando, FL



Call to Order
&

Pledge of Allegiance



Approval of Minutes
February 01, 2018



Public Comments
(non‐agenda items)



Executive 
Directors Report

UPWP Report
Legislative Summary



UPWP Report

Accomplishments are in the meeting packet
Legislative work
Performance Measures
Weekend Institute

Expenses are running slightly under budget



Legislative Report
Overall Summary

3192 Bills filed 
200 Bills passed both chambers

Governor vetoed 2

Very few transportation related bills
Facility specific 
Autocycles
Mobile Carriers
Ingress/Egress with Universities



Legislative Report

Transportation Budget

$10.8 Billion Total
Work Program $9.8B
Operating $780M
Debt Service $201M



Legislative Report
HB 575 – The MPO Bill

• Was unexpected
• Moving target
• July Policy and Technical Committee

• Workshop this issue
• Summary Report – August 02 Meetings



Florida DOT
Presentation

• Transportation Performance Targets and Data 
Sharing

• MPOAC Leadership Meeting
• Consolidated Grant Program
• Recap of Annual Joint Certification Process
• LRTP Revenue Forecast Schedule
• Status of Various Research Efforts



presented to presented by

SIS Designation Criteria
Update

MPOAC Chris Edmonston,
FDOT Systems 
Implementation Office



SIS Policy Plan Recap

SIS Objectives

Continuing Emphasis Areas
» Reaffirm statutory intent for interregional, interstate, 

and international travel
» Continue emphasis on largest and most strategic 

facilities 
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How SIS Designation Has Changed
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Facility Type 2005 2016

Commercial Service Airports 16 18
General Aviation Airports N/A 2
Spaceports 1 2
Seaports 10 12
Interregional Passenger Terminals 32 20
Freight Rail Terminals 7 8
Urban Fixed Guideway Terminals N/A 36
Intermodal Logistics Centers N/A 1
Highway Corridors 4,200 miles 4,396 miles
Intermodal Connectors ~245 miles 257 miles
Military Access Facility N/A 48 miles

Rail Corridor 1,940 miles 2,090 miles
Intermodal Connectors ~136 miles 235 miles

Waterway Corridor 1,210 miles 1,930 miles
Intermodal Connectors ~160 miles 183 miles



Changes to SIS Structure
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SIS 

Under revised framework, Planned Add/Drop 
would be an internal FDOT processing term. 

Former

SIS

Emerging SIS

Planned A
dd

Revised

SIS

Strategic 
Growth



Proposed Strategic Growth Criteria – All Modes

Facility must meet AT LEAST ONE of the following:

Is the facility projected to meet SIS minimum activity levels within three 
years of being designated?

OR

Is the facility determined by FDOT to be of compelling state interest, 
such as creating a significant economic development opportunity or 
potentially becoming the most strategic facility in a region that has no 
designated SIS facility?

AND…
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Proposed Strategic Growth Criteria – All Modes (cont.)

In addition to meeting at least one of the criteria on the previous slide, a 
facility must also meet ALL of the following:

Does the facility have a current master plan as well as a prioritized list 
of production ready projects?

Is the facility identified in a local government comprehensive plan, 
long range transportation plan, Comprehensive Economic 
Development Strategy (CEDS), Transit Development Plan (TDP), or 
equivalent?

Does the facility have partner and public consensus on viability of a 
new or significantly expanded facility?

Does the facility meet community and environment screening criteria?
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Proposed Designation Criteria - Hubs

Commercial Service Airports
» 2.5% of Florida Total – Enplanements or Cargo Activity

General Aviation Reliever Airports
» Criteria Defined in s. 339.63 F.S.

– The airport it relieves must be designated as SIS
– Handles at least 75,000 itinerant (nonlocal) operations per year
– Has a runway length of at least 5,500 linear feet
– Capable of handling aircraft weighing at least 60,000 pounds with a dual wheel configuration 

which is served by at least on precision instrument approach
– Serves a cluster of aviation-dependent industries

Spaceports
» Regularly scheduled civil, commercial, or military launches resulting in suborbital or 

orbital flights.
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Proposed Designation Criteria - Hubs

Public Seaports
» 1% of Florida Total – Annual Freight Volume Measured in Tonnage or TEUs; OR
» 250,000 Home Port Cruise Passengers

Interregional Passenger Terminals
» 100,000 annual interregional rail or bus passengers; OR
» Co-located with another transit mode and 50,000 annual interregional rail and/or bus 

passengers
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Proposed Designation Criteria - Hubs

Freight Rail Terminals
» 5% Florida Total – Annual Freight Volume measured in Intermodal Rail Units

Intermodal Logistics Center
» Meets the definition of an ILC; AND
» Provides ability to accommodate and support, within a logistics chain that may span 

multiple modes and handling steps, domestic or international trade moving to or from a 
SIS seaport or airport; AND

» Is identified in a local comprehensive plan or local government development order as an 
intermodal logistics center or equivalent planning term; AND

» Meets minimum size thresholds for cargo throughput, consistent with existing SIS hub 
criteria for the type of intermodal movement primarily handled by the ILC (e.g., air cargo-
to-truck tonnage – 2.5% of Florida total; waterborne container-to-truck or –rail TEUs -
1% of Florida total; intermodal rail units - 5% of Florida total)
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Proposed Designation Criteria – Hubs and Corridors

Urban Fixed Guideway Transit Corridors
» Urban fixed guideway transit corridors connecting multiple urbanized area counties and 

serving as a regionally significant facility within a single economic region.

Urban Fixed Guideway Terminals
» All qualifying urban fixed guideway system terminals will be included as part of the 

corridor designation. Terminals will be treated as SIS hubs and associated with an 
intermodal connector if they meet one or more of the following criteria:

– Are located at or near the termini of the urban fixed guideway corridor
– Serve a SIS airport, seaport, or spaceport
– Are integrated with other SIS passenger rail or bus systems providing connections to other 

regions or states
– Are co-located with a major park-and-ride facility

20



Proposed Designation Criteria - Corridors

Highway Corridors
» To be designated a SIS Highway Corridor, a facility must be:

– An interstate or high capacity tolled facility; OR
– A limited access facility (access level 1) with a SIS facility or limited access facility (access 

level 1) at each end; OR
– An NHS facility that connects to an urbanized area outside of Florida that is not already served 

by a SIS facility; OR
– A controlled access facility (access level 2 or 3) connecting two or more urbanized areas with a 

SIS facility at each end; OR
– A corridor connecting one or more urbanized areas with or through a Rural Area of Opportunity 

(RAO) and having an AADT of at least 6,000 or an AADTT of at least 1,000 with a SIS facility 
at each end
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Proposed Designation Criteria - Corridors

Rail Corridors
» SIS

– Track Class I or Track Class II Mainline with 2 or more trains per day

» Strategic Growth
– Track Class III Shortline with 2 or more trains per day; OR
– Rail corridor determined by FDOT to be of compelling state interest, such as creating a 

significant economic development opportunity
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Proposed Designation Criteria - Corridors

Waterway Corridors
» Coastal Shipping Lanes and Intracoastal Waterway

– Designated intracoastal waterway or coastal shipping lane handling international waterborne 
trade.

» Inland Deep Draft Waterway – authorized depth greater than or equal to 12 feet
– 5% of Florida Total – annual total waterway freight tonnage

» Inland Shallow Draft Waterway – authorized depth less than 12 feet 5% of Florida Total –
annual domestic waterway freight tonnage
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Proposed Designation Criteria – Intermodal Connectors

Proposed Designation Criteria - Hub to Corridor Connector
» No Changes

Proposed Designation Criteria - Hub to Hub Connector
» No Changes

Proposed Designation Criteria - Military Access Facility
» Designate as “Military Access Facilities” Strategic Highway Network (STRAHNET) roads 

and Strategic Rail Corridor Network (STRACNET) rail lines serving main entrance(s) of 
U.S. Department of Defense military installations with at least 4% of Florida total military 
and civilian personnel.

» Designate as “Military Access Facilities” primary roads and rail lines serving main 
entrance(s) of military installations designated as the Governor’s Continuity of 
Government site(s).
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New Facility Type:
Freight Activity Areas and Freight Access Facilities

Freight Access Facility
» Provides access to clusters of freight activity called Freight Activity Areas
» Connector that functions similar to Military Access Facility
» Developing potential criteria to identify Freight Access Areas and associated facilities 

that can be applied statewide
– Considering employment data, square footage, and freight traffic to define Freight Activity 

Areas
– Facility designation would be similar to connectors
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De-Designation Process

Changes in designation will not affect funding in the First-Five or 
Second-Five Year Plan.

Facilities that were designated as SIS or Emerging SIS but do not meet 
proposed criteria will be designated as Strategic Growth and re-evaluated in 
five years. If they do not meet criteria after five years, they will be 
recommended for de-designation.
» Existing SIS or Emerging SIS Interregional Passenger Terminals, UFG Hubs, and their 

associated connectors will be de-designated immediately if they do not meet proposed 
criteria.

» Existing SIS or Emerging SIS Corridors will be de-designated immediately if they do not 
meet proposed criteria.

» A facility may reapply for designation at any time.
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Public Comment Period

Statewide Public Comment Webinar scheduled for June 21, 2018

Public Comment Survey will be available online at:
» http://www.fdot.gov/planning/systems/SISPublicComment

FDOT will be collecting public and partner comments through July 19, 2018.
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Next Steps

SIS Funding Eligibility Guidance
» Summer 2018 – Gather input on potential changes to SIS funding eligibility guidance
» Fall 2018 – Present proposed Funding Eligibility Guidance to FDOT management
» December 2018 – Present final SIS Funding Eligibility for FDOT management adoption

SIS Prioritization Process
» Summer/Fall 2018 - Gather input on potential changes to SIS prioritization process
» Fall 2018 – Present proposed SIS Prioritization Process to FDOT management
» December 2018 – Present final SIS Prioritization Process for FDOT management 

adoption
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FHWA
Florida Division
Presentation



Transportation 
Performance 
Measurement

Updates

June 2018



Recent Milestones

• FHWA Approved FDOT Freight Plan: Feb 12

• MPOs Set Safety 2018 Target: Feb 27

• FDOT Initial Asset Management Plan: Apr 30

• FDOT Set Bridge, Pavement and System 
Performance Targets: May 18

• Planning Rule Effective: May 27
• All LRTP & S/TIP Amendments Address Safety TPM 
• Underlying Planning Requirements Addressed



What’s New for FL?

• Updates to FL Division Website
• Summary of Requirements As They Apply to FDOT

» Safety Measures (PM1) 
» Bridge Measures (PM2)
» Pavement Measures (PM2)
» Asset Management

• Q&A from MPO One on One 
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/fldiv/tpm.cfm



What’s New Nationally?

• Performance Management Form (PMF)
• New Electronic Reporting Tool
• FDOT Enters Data for all targets except Safety
• Due Oct 1, 2018 and every 2 years after
• Khoa Nguyen, Director of Tech Services, is FL 
Division POC

• State 2017 Safety Targets Published:
https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/hsip/spm/state_safety_targets/



What’s New in Guidance?

• HSIP Implementation Plan Guidance – March 2018
• For States that do not meet or make significant progress towards their safety performance 

targets 

• Bridge Measures – Computation for determining Significant Progress – April 2018

• Pavement Measures ‐ Computation for determining Significant Progress – April 
2018

• Average Vehicle Occupancy Factors for Computing Travel Time Reliability Measures 
and Total Peak Hour Excessive Delay Metrics – April 2018

• System Performance Measures ‐ Computation for determining Significant Progress 
– May 2018

• Travel Time Based and Percent Non‐Single Occupancy Vehicle Measures

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/tpm/guidance/



Transportation Asset Management Plan (TAMP) 
Clarifications

• TAMP – required by Asset Rule 23 CFR 515

• Pavement/Bridge Measures and Targets – PM2 
Rule – 23 CFR 490 – due May 20, 2018

• TAMP uses targets to manage assets and 
address 515 requirements



Transportation Asset Management Plan (TAMP) 
Clarifications

• Initial TAMP: Apr 30, 2018
• Optional to have targets identified
• FDOT chose not to so as to not start the 
MPO’s 180‐day clock

• Final TAMP: June 30, 2019
• Must include measures, targets, and analyses



Transportation Asset Management Plan (TAMP) 
Clarifications

• FDOT has chosen to only include pavement and 
bridges. 
• No other measures/targets for MPO to address in LRTPs/TIPs
• TAMP won’t be a source for establishing targets; 
• Integrate goals/objectives from TAMP (pg 2‐1) directly or by 
reference in LRTPs adopted/amended after Apr 30, 2018.

• If FDOT has not developed/implemented TAMP and not 
established NHS Pavement and Bridge targets by Nov 
20, 2018, FHWA will not approve NHPP funded projects 
(per 23 CFR 515) until FDOT has TAMP and targets in 
place.



October 2018 TIPs
• Address Safety Measures/Targets

• Designed the TIP to achieve targets 
• Describe how MPO/FDOT linked project selections 
and investments to anticipate target achievement

• No targets in FDOT Freight Plan
• No targets in Asset Management Plan
• Bridge, Pavement and System Performance 
targets not required to be addressed

• Underlying Planning Processes Addressed
• Coordination Documentation
• New Public Participation Entities
• Planning Factors



Future TIPs

• In subsequent TIPs:
• Explain how the program of projects from the 
prior TIP achieved results; OR 

• what progress was made if results were not 
achieved



On the Horizon

• June 15: 
• FDOT HPMS Submittal for new PM3 travel time metrics
• FDOT Submits Urbanized Area Boundaries if setting PM3 

urbanized targets 

• Aug 31: FDOT Sets Safety 2019 Target

• Oct 1:
• S/TIP with Safety Targets Addressed
• FDOT request for Using FDOT/MPO equivalent data sources (PM3)
• FDOT to Report BR/Pvmt/Sys Perf Targets to FHWA
• Baseline Reports for BR/Pvmt/Sys Perf (Interstate only)

• Nov 16 Nov 14: MPO Sets Bridge, Pavement and System 
Performance Targets



For Additional 
Information

• Danielle Blackshear – Districts 1, 3 – danielle.blackshear@dot.gov

• Teresa Parker – Districts 2, 5, 7 ‐ teresa.parker@dot.gov

• Stacie Blizzard – Districts 4, 6 – stacie.blizzard@dot.gov

• FHWA FL Division Website: www.fhwa.dot.gov/fldiv/tpm.cfm



FL TMA Certification Risk 
Assessment Process for 
2018
AN ADAPTATION OF FHWA’S RISK BASED STEWARDSHIP AND OVERSIGHT 
IMPLEMENTATION GUIDANCE



 FHWA Florida Has Been Using Risk in Construction Project Oversight for 
Over 10 years

 Formalized Business Practices Through Internal Division Procedures and 
2014 FHWA RBSO Implementation Memo

 RBSO Applied at the Project level

 Manifested through:
 Review of projects by location/funding level

 Review of a topic area for selected projects through the state

 PoDIs and PoCIs (Projects of Division or Corporate Interest)

Risk Based Stewardship and Oversight (RBSO)



Who’s Risk is Being Assessed?

 Depends on Perspective
 Risk to Each Agency

 Shared Risks

 FL TMA Certification Risk Assessment focuses on                                            
the Federal Risk
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FL TMA Certification Risk Assessment

 Addresses Risk at the Program Level vs Project Level

 Individualizes Certification Reviews vs One Size Fits All

 Shapes the Way FHWA Approaches Responsibilities

 Consistent Approach to Risk Tolerance

 Works With Traditional Stewardship and Oversight Practices

 Still Providing Technical Assistance, Required Approvals



What Changes Will the MPOs See?

 Invisible: 
 Several Internal FHWA Changes 

 Visible:
 New Appendix in the Certification Report

 Certification Report Sections Streamlined

 Timing and Quantity of Certification Review Questions

 Anticipating Shortened Site Visits



What Changes Will the MPOs See?

Florida TMA Certification Review Risk Assessment

MPO: XYZ
Date of Assessment: Feb 2018

Cert Review Report Date: Oct 2018

Topic Area Selected for additional review?
Organization of MPO/TPO (23 CFR 450.310, 312, 314) Yes
Scope of the Planning Process (23 CFR 450.306) ‐ Transportation Planning Factors No
Scope of the Planning Process (23 CFR 450.306) ‐ Air Quality Yes
Scope of the Planning Process (23 CFR 450.306) ‐ Bicycle and Pedestrian Planning Activities No
Scope of the Planning Process (23 CFR 450.306) ‐ Transit Yes
Scope of the Planning Process (23 CFR 450.306) ‐ Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Yes
Scope of the Planning Process (23 CFR 450.306) ‐ Freight Planning Yes
Scope of the Planning Process (23 CFR 450.306) ‐ Security Considerations in the Planning 
Process Yes
Scope of the Planning Process (23 CFR 450.306) ‐ Safety Considerations in the Planning Process No
Unified Planning Work Program (23 CFR 450.308)  Yes
Interested Parties (23 CFR 450.316) ‐ Outreach and Public Participation Yes
Interested Parties (23 CFR 450.316) ‐ Tribal Coordination Yes
Interested Parties (23 CFR 450.316) ‐ Title VI and Related Requirements Yes
Linking Planning and NEPA (23 CFR 450.318) No
Long Range Transportation Plan (23 CFR 450.324) No
Long Range Transportation Plan (23 CFR 450.324) ‐ Travel Demand Modeling/Data Yes
Long Range Transportation Plan (23 CFR 450.324) ‐ Financial Plan/Fiscal Constraint Yes
Congestion Management Process (23 CFR 450.322) No
Transportation Improvement Program (23 CFR 450.324, 326, 328, 330, 332) Yes
Regional Coordination Yes



What Changes Will the MPOs See?

 New Report Language
 General:  As a part of the TMA Certification Process, FHWA and FTA utilized a 

risk-based approach containing various factors to determine which topic 
areas required additional evaluation during the certification review.  The 
report notes in the relevant sections which topic areas were not selected for 
review due to existing stewardship and oversight practices after taking into 
account the risk factors. 

 Section:  This topic area was not selected for additional review based on the 
results of the risk assessment process.



What Changes Will the MPOs See?

Activity Timeline
Complete TMA Risk 
Assessment

4 Week Duration ‐ Start 5 
Months Before Site Visit

DESK AUDIT: Review TMA 
Supporting Material

4 Week Duration ‐ Start 4 
Months Before Site Visit

Send TMA Certification 
Questionnaire

2 Months and 2 Weeks Before 
Site Visit

Receive TMA Certification 
Questionnaire Responses/ 
Supporting Material

MPO has 4 Weeks to Complete 
Questionnaire (Optional to 
Complete); Receive 6 Weeks 

Before Site Visit
Review Questionnaire 
Responses/Supporting 
Materials.

Two Week Duration

Conduct Site Visit Site Visit

Current Process
Activity Timeline

Send TMA Certification 
Questionnaire

2 Months plus 2 weeks 
Before Site Visit

Receive TMA Certification 
Questionnaire Responses/   
Supporting Material

MPO has 6 Weeks to 
Complete Questionnaire; 
Receive 1 Month Before 

Site Visit
DESK AUDIT: Review TMA 
Certification Questionnaire 
Responses/Supporting 
Material

Six Week Duration ‐ Start 
Two Months Before Site 

Visit

Conduct Site Visit Site Visit

2018 Process



2018 Activities

 Lee County

 Space Coast

 Florida-Alabama

 Reassess and Modify for New Regulations and Enhancements for 2019



Questions?



MPOAC STAFF DIRECTORS’ 
BUSINESS ITEMS & 
PRESENTATIONS



MPOAC Freight 
Committee Project 

Priorities List



2018 MPOAC 
Meeting Schedule



SURVEY QUESTIONS AND RESPONSES



How are your meeting dates 
determined? Choose all that apply.
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11

14

0

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

Other

Members' Choice

By‐laws

Interlocal Agreement

Basis for Date Selection



Explanations for “Other:”

 “Staff decision based on work product and annual due dates.”
 “The Board has met the second Thursday of the month for 30 or 

more years”
 “Based on when the UPWP tasks and activities are to be 

completed”
 “Each year a draft Board meeting schedule is distributed in the last 

quarter for the next calendar year, and adjusted based on any 
Board member comments received. That schedule is than 
presented to the Board and published for the upcoming year.”

 “Normally the first or second Monday of designated months.  But 
meeting days are adjusted for availability of the … County 
Commissioners Meeting Room.  We use that as it is set up for live 
broadcast and recording of our meetings.”



Does your governing board meet on 
a regular schedule?

100%

Regular Schedule for Meetings



How often does your governing 
board meet?

54%

33%

13%

Meeting Frequency

Monthly with Exceptions Every Other Month Other



Explanations for “Other:”

 “Typically, the … MPO Board meets 6 times per year: 
every other year a 7th meeting has been added when 
the Legislature meets in January; no meetings in July 
and August; and meetings are held in April, May and 
June in order to review documents and meet 
deadlines before the end of the fiscal year.”

 “Regular meetings are five times/year corresponding 
to required Board actions on for MPO business.”

 “Executive Committee meets first Thursday and Full 
Board on second Thursday.”



If you selected “Monthly with 
Exceptions,” which months are the 
exceptions?
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Months with No Meeting



Explanations for “Other:”
 “Because Christmas and New Year's/vacations it is too difficult to get agenda packages prepared and distributed for a 

January Meeting.  We do not meet in July because it is difficult to get a quorum due to summer vacations.”
 “The Counties and the cities take off in July and August and in addition the Board recently discussed cutting 

down the number of meetings and that is why December came out as well.”
 “Not needed to conduct business”
 “August is traditionally skipped for vacations. December is a more recent change to balance work load, but contingent 

on hurricane season.”
 “Meetings are held in February and August but later in the month due to MPO Board members having conflicting 

meetings.  Usually our meetings are held on the second Thursday of the month outlined in the MPO Board Bylaws.”
 “expected lack of attendance”
 “expected lack of attendance due to summer vacations and holiday vacations”
 “These meetings are not necessary to comply with all requirements in the business cycle.”
 “Schedules are developed based MPO product due dates and on anticipated Board actions such as adoption of  

UPWP, Priorities, TIP, Performance Measure targets, LRTP, amendments, etc., and on local jurisdiction preference, such as 
some of our jurisdictions recess (do no meet) in July and/or August and members requested that the MPO Board not 
meet in those months.”

 “January ‐ agenda package has to be prepared over Christmas.  Problem for staff
June ‐ County Commission vacation month.”
August ‐ Conflict with League of Cities annual meeting”

 “In January our TPA attends the regional Safe Streets Summit that rotates locations between Broward, Miami‐Dade 
and Palm Beach.”
In August and November we do not hold meetings as these months usually have lower attendance due to vacations.”

 “Expected lack of attendance.  Also, meetings that are held typically correspond to the Federal and State Deadline 
Calendar (ie Priorities are due in September; the UPWP is due in May; the TWP is typically reviewed in October or 
November); etc.”

 “July, August ‐ Summer break for the City … and … County board members
December – holidays”



During which week of the month are 
your meetings held?

8%

41%

22%

22%

7%

Meeting Dates by Week of the Month

First

Second

Third

 Fourth

No specific week



Explanations for “Other:”

“Typically, the Board meets on the third Monday 
of the month unless it conflicts with a holiday 
(Presidents' Day) or is considered too close to a 
holiday (Christmas) or there is a deadline that 
needs to be accommodated (UPWP/May 15th 
every other year).”

“The Governing Board usually meets on the 
third or fourth week.  However, in the month of 
December they will meet the 1st Thursday of the 
month.”



On which day of the week do you 
typically hold meetings?

15%

15%

33%

30%

7%

Meeting Dates by Day of the Week

Monday

Tuesday

Wednesday

Thursday

Friday



Meeting Schedule by MPO
Bay County 4th Wednesday Every other Month (EOM) (beginning Feb)
Broward 2nd Thursday
Capital Region 3rd Tuesday Except Jul/Aug/Dec
Charlotte County‐Punta Gorda 2nd Monday
Collier 2nd Friday Except Jan/Jul/Aug
Florida‐Alabama 2nd Wednesday EOM (beginning Feb)
Forward Pinellas 2nd Wednesday Except Jul/Dec
Gainesville 4th Monday EOM (beginning Jan)
Heartland 3rd Wednesday EOM (beginning Jan), except Jul

Hernando‐Citrus 3rd Tuesday EOM (beginning Jan)
Hillsborough 1st Tuesday
Indian River County 2nd Wednesday  Except Jan/Jul/Aug
Lake‐Sumter 4th Wednesday Except Mar/Jul/Nov
Lee County 3rd Friday Except Jul/Aug/Dec
Martin No specific Monday
MetroPlan Orlando 2nd Wednesday Except Jan/Apr/Aug/Oct
Miami‐Dade No specific Thursday
North Florida 2nd Thursday Except Jan/Jul
Ocala‐Marion 4th Tuesday
Okaloosa‐Walton 3rd Thursday EOM (beginning Feb)
Palm Beach  3rd Thursday Except Jan/Aug/Nov
Pasco County 2nd Thursday Except Feb/Aug
Polk 2nd Thursday EOM (beginning Jan)
River to Sea 4th Wednesday Except Jul/Dec
St. Lucie 1st Wednesday EOM (beginning Feb)
Sarasota/Manatee 4th Monday Except Mar/May/Jul/Aug/Nov

Space Coast 2nd Thursday Except Jan/Jun/Aug



[INSERT CALENDARS OR
LIST OF AVAILABLE
DATES]



[INSERT CALENDARS OR
LIST OF AVAILABLE
DATES]



[INSERT CALENDARS OR
LIST OF AVAILABLE
DATES]



[INSERT CALENDARS OR
LIST OF AVAILABLE
DATES]



Final MPOAC
FY 2019‐2020 
UPWP Approval



Disabled 
Veterans and 
Florida Tolls



AV/CV Market 
Penetration in MPO 

LRTPs



Planning 
for the Future(s)

Guidance on ACES 
Considerations into Long 

Range Transportation Plans



Agenda

• Definitions
• Purpose & Approach
• Guide Overview
• Key Findings
•Questions

Source: www.tmcnet.com



ACES Defined



Purpose & Approach

NVIDIA to introduce level‐4 enabling system by 2018

Audi to introduce a self‐driving car by 2020

NuTonomy to provide self driving taxi service in Singapore by 2018, expand to 10 cities around the world by 2020

Delphi and MobilEye to provide off the shelf driving system by 2019

Ford CEO announces fully autonomous vehicles for mobility service by 2021

Volkswagen expects first self driving cars on the market by 2019

GM:  Autonomous cars could be deployed by 2020 or sooner
BMW to launch autonomous iNext in 2021

First autonomous Toyota to be available in 2020

Uber fleet to be driverless by 2030.

Source:  http://www.driverless‐future.com/?page_id=384



Purpose & Approach

Literature Review
MPO Survey and Interviews
FHWA scenarios
4‐step Travel Demand Modeling



ACES Planning Process



ACES Planning Process



Policy Guide at a Glance

• Technology Overview
• Safety Impacts
• Travel Demand Impacts
• Highway System Impacts
• Transit System Impacts
• Funding Impacts

• Planning Processes
• Education & Engagement
• Considerations

This graphic image is from www.bing.com and licensed under CC 
BY



Key Points:  Safety

• Fatalities in Florida are on the 
rise, ACES may help reverse the 
fatalities trend.

• During transition, partial 
automation may increase risks 
associated with distracted 
driving.

Technology  Received Benefit 
Forward collision warning ▼27% Front-to-rear crashes 

▼20% Front-to-rear crashes with injuries 

▼7%  Claim rates for damage to other vehicles 

▼14% Claim rates for injuries to people in other vehicles 

Forward collision warning 
plus autobrake 

▼50% Front-to-rear crashes 

▼56% Front-to-rear crashes with injuries 

▼13% Claim rates for damage to other vehicles 

▼21% Claim rates for injuries to people in other vehicles 

Lane departure warning ▼11% Single-vehicle, sideswipe and head-on crashes 

▼21% Injury crashes of same types  

Blind spot detection ▼14% Lane-change crashes 

▼23% Lane-change crashes with injuries 

▼9%  Claim rates for damage to other vehicles 

▼12% Claim rates for injuries to people in other vehicles  

Rear automatic braking ▼62% Backing crashes 

▼13% Claim rates for damage to the insured vehicle 

▼26% Claim rates for damage to other vehicles 

Rearview cameras ▼17% Backing crashes 

Rear cross-traffic alert ▼22% Backing crashes 

Source: IIHS



Key Points:  Transit

• ACES may indirectly reduce demand for 
transit but create opportunities for more cost 
effective and customer friendly service. 

• MPOs are in a unique position to help local 
transit agencies adapt by transforming into 
“mobility managers” that help broker trips 
using multiple providers across an area.



Key Points:  Funding

• Financial scenarios can help evaluate 
the impact on MPO fiscally constrained 
capital programs.

• Transportation funding relies heavily 
upon the motor fuel tax; the future of 
which is uncertain.

• Coordination with federal and state 
agencies is crucial to develop new 
funding mechanisms that will be 
successful in the face of ACES.



Key Points:  Planning Processes

• ACES will transform performance‐based 
planning and, with it, the types of projects 
MPOs prioritize and plan.

• Collecting, storing, and the use of data will 
change

• Finding locally meaningful data may require 
MPOs to conduct or participate in pilot ACES 
projects.



Key Points:  Engagement

• ACES introduce equity and other issues 
that may affect how MPOs define their 
community visions, goals and performance 
measures.

• MPOs will face new and perhaps 
unprecedented demands on engagement 
staff, resources and technical knowledge 
to address new needs and new 
stakeholders.

• ACES opens up new and more complex 
communication needs and opportunities 
across many broad topic areas.



Considerations Topics

Education and Engagement 

Planning

Fiscal Planning

Project Generation and 
Prioritization

Policy



1 Coordinate with other organizations regarding ACES communication roles and responsibilities.
2 Report ACES impact on transportation system performance and other community vision, goals, objectives and assets.
3 Collaborate with the private sector to deploy ACES technologies in more uniform, predictable ways.
4 Identify and develop staff skills and knowledge on advances in ACES to help them better inform and serve the public, local 

decision-makers and other participants in the planning process.
5 Help the public understand ACES technology so that community decisions about related investments and impacts are 

made in a timely, factual and sustainable fashion.
6 Develop a roadmap of appropriate interactions between MPOs and industry, legislatures, federal government and others to 

facilitate ACES deployment and accelerate the accompanying societal benefits.
7 Consider developing an ACES committee to inform other policy committees on the trade-offs of ACES.
8 Develop an industry council to identify opportunities for private-sector ACES interactions and collaboration.

Considerations – Education and 
Engagement

4 Identify and develop staff skills and knowledge on advances in ACES to 
help them better inform and serve the public, local decision-makers and 
other participants in the planning process.



Considerations – Fiscal Planning

1 Determine potential effects of ACES on infrastructure funding, revenue sources and stakeholder support.
2 Explore funding scenarios to evaluate effects of revenue shortfalls and alternative revenue sources on capital 

programs.
3 Investigate road pricing and other non-traditional funding sources that better support desired community 

outcomes.
4 Coordinate with ACES committee and the public to weigh the benefits and drawbacks of non-traditional funding 

sources to determine whether there is the political will to adopt and sustain those sources in support of a 
community vision.

5 Coordinate with federal and state agencies to ensure that new funding mechanisms create opportunities to 
replace local revenue sources disrupted by ACES.

6 Capitalize on the funding opportunities at federal, state and/or local funds.

1 Determine potential effects of ACES on infrastructure funding, 
revenue sources and stakeholder support.



Considerations – Planning

1 Refine or revise MPO goals in light of ACES opportunities, impacts and uncertainties.
2 Link local ACES-related long-term goals with state and federal goals to take advantage of benefits and future opportunities. 
3 Use regular planning processes such as development of unified work program and scenario planning to capture new data and 

trends that can be used to achieve regional vision and goals.
4 Transit Planning

a. Reconsider current transit development plan in light of ACES-related opportunities and threats.
b.        Identify and prioritize major corridors where fixed route transit can be most effective in an ACES future and plan for

supporting transit features and land use.
c.        Support integration of transportation payment and trip planning systems across public and private mobility service providers
d.        Identify locations for mobility hubs where flexible taxi services can interface with fixed route transit.

5 Performance Measures
a. Develop and continually refine a flexible approach to determining ACES-driven system performance needs and measures.
b.        Create and test new or refined performance measures that better reflect federal and state regulatory requirements while 

better meeting community needs, preferences and expectations.
6 Smart Cities

a. Work with municipalities and the private sector to define, collect and share “smart cities” data relevant to long-range 
planning

b.        Facilitate regional or subarea studies and pilot projects that address vehicle charging in the public right-of-way, renewable 
energy generation, supporting power systems and other features of the EV ecosystem.

c.        Partner in pilot ACES projects to begin addressing the uncertainties ACES presents.

b.   Identify and prioritize major corridors where fixed route transit can be 
most effective in an ACES future and plan for supporting transit 
features and land use.

b.   Create and test new or refined performance measures that better reflect 
federal and state regulatory requirements while better meeting 
community needs, preferences and expectations.



Considerations – Policy

1 Identify ACES solutions to mitigate potentially increased VMT and vehicle 
emissions.

2 Coordinate with local governments on land-use and parking policies to achieve 
local and regional goals.

3 Work with the local transit agency to develop policies that integrate ride hailing 
and TNCs with traditional transit, including integrated payment.

4 Develop a comprehensive freight strategy that addresses private sector and 
military freight needs and trends.

2 Coordinate with local governments on land-use and 
parking policies to achieve local and regional goals.

Source: www.planetizen.com



Considerations – Project Generation and 
Prioritization

1 Build consensus with MPO members regarding how to account for ACES in project development and prioritization.
2 Explore how best to implement new ACES-related infrastructure needs and standards into project planning, including such considerations as the need for:

a. Increased road marking implementation and maintenance for machine vision (e.g. electronic lane markings that allow use of V2I to provide more 
accurate lane markings and to provide changing road lanes for work zones.)

b.        Increased pavement maintenance for safe automated vehicle operation
c.        Electric vehicle charging and related power generation and distribution systems
d.        Supplementary or supportive ITS investments
e.        Dedicated or priority lanes for exclusive use by ACES vehicles (intermittently or uniformly)
f.         Signal priority for ACES vehicles
g.        Parking access and priority for ACES vehicles
h.        Evaluation of future operations related to lane management and restrictions (truck platoons operating in the left lanes rather than the right lanes, for 

example), pick up zones for transportation network companies, etc.
i.         Other ACES-related needs as identified
j.         ACES-related impacts on non-transportation related programs (911, Meals on Wheels, Air Quality, etc.)
k.        Incorporate into existing or planned Complete Streets projects

3 Incorporate ACES-related investments into already programed TIP/STIP and fiscally constrained LRTP infrastructure plans and individual projects.

a. Increased road marking implementation and maintenance for machine vision (e.g. 
electronic lane markings that allow use of V2I to provide more accurate lane markings 
and to provide changing road lanes for work zones.)

1
Build consensus with MPO members regarding how to account for ACES in project 

development and prioritization.

Source: www.wonderfulengineering.com



Next steps and deliverables

• Complete travel demand model efforts 
(June 2018)

• Demand Analysis
• Model Scripting

• Distribute complete Guidance Document 
(July 2018)



Questions and discussion

Source: Mercedes Benz 
(mbusa.com/mercedes/future/model/model-All_New_F015_Luxury)

Source: Buick Avista Concept interior 
(http://st.motortrend.com/uploads/sites/5/2016/01/Buick-Avista-concept-interior-5.jpg)



DBE Database 
and MPO 
Participation



TRAC‐N‐Rides 
Program Update



Communications



Member 
Comments



Adjournment

Next Meeting – August 02, 2018
Orlando, FL


