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LRTP Working Group - Agenda

Project: 2050 Long Range Transportation Plan — Space Coast TPO
2035 Transit Development Plan — Space Coast Area Transit

Subject: LRTP Working Group

Date: \Wednesday, March 06, 2024, 1:30pm - 3:00pm

Location:  Virtual — Microsoft TEAMS

Attendees: LRTP Working Group

SCTPO: Sarah Kraum, Georganna Gillette, Laura Carter
HDR: Nick Lepp, Melissa Porcaro, Nathan Hicks, Sydney Benson

This meeting's purpose is to collaborate and understand the existing conditions across the region for

consideration in the 2050 Long Range Transportation Plan and the 2035 Transit Development Plan.

Agenda

1)
2)
3)
4)

5)

6)

7)

Introductions
Long Range Plans Overview
State of the Space Coast Introduction
Needs Plan
a) Needs Charette Summary
b) Modal Partners Summary
Travel Demand Model & Alternative Capacity Analysis
a) Capacity Alternative Methodology
b) 2050 Socioeconomic Status Update & Timeline
Performance Measures
a) Align LRTP Prioritization
b) Missing Performance Measures?
Adjourn/Next Steps
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Agenda

Infroductions Capacity & Modeling Update

Long Range Plans Overview Performance Measures & Congestion
Management Process

State of the Space Coast
Infroduction Next Steps

Needs Plan




LONG RANGE PLANS

An LRTP’s Essential Role in  TRANSPORTATIGN
Project Implementation

/% +

—
_ t\ /./W M\
LRTP Or—O TIP
Longrenge LIST OF PRIORITY PROJECTS remprotn
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Importance of Collaboration

* There are dozens of different
transportation stakeholders in . ‘b .

Brevard
 Each has their own set of priorities "b ‘ ‘

* The LRTP helps align needs between
each stakeholder and prioritize them

« If a transportation project/eftort is
not included in the LRTP, it
can cause significant delays




An LRTP’s Essential Role in Project Implementation
Why should you get involved in the development of the Plans

Long Range Operational Project Design Right-of-Way Project
Transportation Analysis or Construction
Plan Efforts Planning Study
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Long Range Transportation Plan  TRANSPORTATICN
Next Steps...

Plan

Adoption
July 2025

Financial Resources &
Cost Feasible Development

Issues and Opportunities
with Public —

N /
~ Transit
' Development
Plan
Needs
Development
with Partners

Goals,
Objectives &

Performance ' -
Measures We are
g here!
7
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th'l' is ‘l'he Needs Lis-l-? TRANSPORTATIGN

« A comprehensive list of « What is an example of a
transportation needs "need"”<¢
within Brevard County * “| think we need a trail

connection between these

« Needs are identified fwo existing frails.”

T?rokughlg Se”eéOf ol » “There is potential for
stakenolaer and public additional freight truck

oufreach events traffic here due to private
investment.”

« “This bridge will be
considered deficient in 2042
and will need to be
replaced before then.”



From Needs List
to Cost Feasible

|

>
SPACE CO.

L N auad=

Analysis of current community conditions
Population and employment growth,
congestion, safety, etc.

Community Engagement and Input
Public, Municipal/ Modal Partners, under-served
populations, economic drivers, efc.

Development of Needs List

Considers data analysis, growth models, and
community input.

Prioritization of Needs List
Based on the goals, objectives, preforamce

measures, and federal requirments of Advance 2050.

Development of Cost Feasible Plan

25-year transportation budget. Not all projects from

the Needs List will be in Cost Feasible Plan.

LONG RANGE PLANS
ey WDVANCE

ORTATIGN

TOGETHER

Advance 2050 will develop a
transportation budget for the next 25
years through prioritizing community

needs into a cost feasible plan.

The Needs List provides
an opportunity for the
community to discuss all
types of tfransportation
solutions for the

region to meet future
mobility needs.

Needs List Projects are
prioritized to develop
the Cost Feasible Plan

The Cost Feasible Plan
is a list of prioritized
projects from the Needs
List that are budgeted
by the anticipated
tranportation resources.
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State of the Space Coast

An Existing Conditions Report on the Space Coast
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State of the Space Coast

 Existing Conditions Report

* Overlap of both LRTP and
TDP elements for Advance
2050 Plans

« Designed to be more of @
snapshot of the Space
Coast today

10
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Urbanized Areas TOGETHER

2020 Census The 2020 Decennial Census
Population oo

Palm Bay-Melbourne
urbanized area had a
population of

510,675

& consists of
250.5%:°

while the Titusville urbanized
area had a population

62,459

& consists of

40 vics”

© Interstates

| Water

= = = County Boundary

| 2020 Urban Area Boundary - Titusville
| 2020 Urban Area y - Palm Bay/

11

|| 2020 Urban Area y - Vero Beach




Our People

Brevard County 2021 AC
5-Year Estimates Tables

80-84
79
70-74
65-69
60-64
55-59
50-54
45-49
40-44
39
30-34
29
20-24
19
10-14

- N w ~N

Gl o 5l o
ola J y ] v
ro

Male | Female

$1,031
Median Rent
(2021 ACS)

1%

Pop. in
Group Quarters
(2020 Census)

@)
she

601,573
Total Pop.

(2021 ACS)

$303,706
Median Home
Value (2023 Esri)

9th-12th

)

No Diploma

$63,632
Median

Household
Income

(2021 ACS)

7o)

Bachelor’s
Degree

/.
.

Age 25+

/

)

High
School Diploma

o —

~
I

7

© 48.6
Median Age

o)

Some College/
No Degree
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Employment

Key Industries with Majority Share of Jobs

Health Care and Social Assistance 15%
@ Retail Trade 11.5%
26,017 238,740
Total Businesses Total Employees Accommodation & Food Services 10.3%
o ; ; : ;
- 68 /; Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services 8.1%
R\ White Collar
n ?.9%
Bilue Callar
B Age 29 or Younger
f- Admlnlstrat!on & Support, Waste Management, 6.2%
g_]} & Remediation
B Age 55 or Older
@Q Public Administration 5.6%
Source: Census on the Map

Source: Census on the Map

13%

Sarvices

R

B Age30to54
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Underserved & Justice 40 TOGETHER

Limited English Proficiency | Adults 18-64 (2017-2021) Percent Number

Speak Spanish & No English 0.11% 645
Speak Spanish & English Not Well 0.31% 1,765
Speak Indo-European & No English 0.04% 218
Speak Asian-Pacific Island & No English 0.01% 4
Speak Asian-Pacific Island & English Not Well 0.12% 686
Speak Other Language & No English 0.01% 47

Speak Other Language & English Not Well 105

Legend
© Interstates
D Climate and Economic Justice Screening Tool Results <1 (Least Disadvantaged)
E:::: US DOT Equitable Tansportation Community Results - 11-12

| Water | EERM

= = = County Boundary - 15-16

I 1.7+ (Most Disadvantaged)

14
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158,145

Live and work = —)
in Brevard ~ ) qd | p

| Spm—
=2 7% 5=
7% Took Public
Carpooled Transportation
Fof —— 84,153

Work outside
of Brevard, live (N J o U R N EY
TO WORK

in Brevard
79%
Source: 2017-2021ACS

Drove Alone
- &

X

Walked Bicycled

3

10%

Worked at Home

61,235

Live outside of
Brevard, work
in Brevard

Increase in
bike trips
(2019-2022)

17% 18%

15%

12%

8% 8%
6%
4%

2%, 3% Ak I_‘ 2%
] | ] ]

< 5 min 5-9min 10-14 min 15-19 min 20-24min 25-29 min 30-34 min 35-39 min 40-44min 45-59 min 60-89min 90+ min

Travel Time to Work

15
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Mobility TOGETHER
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Mobility TOGETHER

Trails - 438.80mi

Sidewalks - 433.63mi

Bike Facilities Total - 797.70mi

Bike Facilities Breakdown:

Bike Lanes - 179.73mi
Paved Shoulder - 604.40m
Shared Use Paths- 13.57mi

Legend
" Interstates — Existing Bike Facility

. Water e Exiisting Sidewalk

17

= = = County Boundary
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Needs Charrette &
Modal Partners Meeting
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« Wednesday, January 31,
2024

 Center for Collaboration

« Consisted of local and
municipal partners
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Needs Charette Summary

« |-95 and ATA consistently
experience heavy
congestion

* Project Priorities not moving
Into Construction

Obpcfive
e riify rcadway needs beyond the 2045 long Fange
Transportation Plan.
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Needs Charette Summary

Transit & ey « Could express routes on |-95
Intermodal /ZBA and US-1 alleviate
i = )8 congestion

* There is a need for bus stop
shelters across Brevard
County at all bus stops

* Barefoot Bay is an area that
lacks multimodal options

Objective
Identify trareitard rmicro mobility projgce beyondthe arrent
needs.
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Needs Charette Summary

Bicycle, L » Separated bike lanes across
Pedestrian, /28R Brevard County are needed
& Trails * Lighting/pedestrian safety

g feature improvements are
needed along:

 Palm Bay Rd
« ATA

O bjective
Iden tify additicn al bigycle, pedes rian, and trail projects
b=ywond the current need.
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Needs Charette Summary

« Many municipal staff
expressed a need for
nontraditional intersections —
alternatives to traffic signals

e Increased Vision Zero
Awareness and include
previous studies

« High Injury Network was
consistent with what
municipal staff knew or saw

Objective
Identify high injury corridors fo pursue implementation of
safety counterrmneasures.
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Needs Charette Summary

Housing L * Improve roads that connect
& Land-Use /2B to affordable housing across
- I the county

« Consider mplementing the
Live Local Act in industrial
and mixed-use zones

 There is a need for affordable
housing options in Titusville,
Cocoa Beach, West
Melbourne, and Palm Bay

Identify policy and mickility needs that the TRO can support.
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Needs Charette Summary

Areas of flooding during significant
rain events due fo aging
infrastructure and low-lying areas:

« Rockledge Drive (Oakledge Drive
to Mclver Drive)

* N. Indian River Drive (SR. 528 to
3819 NIRD and Dune Lane to
Indian River Drive)

« Riveredge Drive (S. Washington
Ave 1o 5450 Riveredge Dr)

 Newfound Harbor Drive (Worley to

Sustainability .
& Resilien:y NN
i

: ,-"'.“
o
III' II.' /!
| II f
il

Mili Drive)
* S. Banana, River Drive (SR 520 to
Objective - Harbor Point Drive)
Ideritify patantial cc-rndc-rs from the Transportation Resilisncy . . . .
Mastar Plan to advance improvements. ° Mllford POIH'I‘ Drlve (en'l'lre

roadway)
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Needs Charette Summary

Technology + « Grissom Pkwy a near ferm
Y7 N\% need for technology to
Improve operations

» Realign curve on Nasa Blvd

« Technology to support
evacuation / events /
launches

Objective
Kentify hot =2 pots and o asto advance &chndogiss and
the imtelligen ttran sportaion system.
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Modal Partners Meeting

« Wednesday,
February 21, 2024

» Space Florida

« Consisted of regional
partners
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Modal Partners Summary

Officenzro: WS  “wmm—

i

HBU& c\ﬂ@\ Qﬁgés /(\@)o hou’y\vj
Cﬂfﬂe eplogees
'V\(f@ P@@Q n e wen Spected

'5Pa*<£ ¥V'\€3Y\t '\r\com‘(rj
.DM\W " /Wr \era
%‘\A\dz AHWW %Yﬁ e

=8 Gy from  gvkade §d

du %Wvﬁ&
DQV( @ W Vs (DD\ D‘M/ m——— N

« Common Themes:
« Housing challenges

« Space freight a major
consideration

« Commuters from outside of
Brevard coming into the
county

« Development of housing vs
development of roadway
timeframe alignment

« Reliable Alternative
Transportation

ST

29
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Travel Demand Model &
Alternative Capacity
Analysis
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Travel Demand Model

- —* ADYANCE

228050 « New Model Platform for i
CFRPM 8.0 ™

FSU Pop, Density 2025
Il Under 10.00

N 10.00 to 19.99

B 20.00 to 49.99

[ J O S e 50,00 to 99,99
100.00 to 249.90
250,00 to 499.99

500.00 to 749.99
I 750.00 to 999.99

« Accessibility Tool — g I
proximity to destinations

Working together to provide the
best transportation solutions

« Model will be developed
by FDOT over the next 18
months

v
OSCEOLA CO. :
]
1
]
]
I Legend
: Interstates Population Grawth
1 Water Ne Grewth .
1
1 = = = County Boundary 1-250 3 A o
: 251 - 500
1 0 so1 - 1,000 Miles
1
A . - 1000 Dafe: 12/13/2023
. INDIAN

¥ RIVER CO.
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Modeling Update

* LRTP must include the forecast of people and goods

» Develop alternative for Travel Demand Model:
» Use 2045 model to extrapolate to the horizon year 2050

« Develop multiple scenarios to understand the different
forecasts based on alternative futures

« Use multiple scenarios to develop confident forecast of
people and goods (volume differential)

 Map congested hot spots for people (cars) and goods (trucks)
« Use hot spots for Cost Feasible evaluation
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2050 Socioeconomic TOCETHER
Brevard 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 2050
County 640,773
Low 618,800 625,100 625,000 615,200 610,400 600,100
Medium 658,300 694,600 F74,600 J48.300 f67,.700 784,500
High 697,700 764,100 824,300 877,400 925,100 968,800
710,765 <- 2045 Forecast
Population Forecast
1,200,000
1,000,000
B00,000 /
[ —. ‘
'._— . — .
600,000
400,000
200,000
0

2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 2050
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Capacity Alternative Scenarios

1. Status Quo — current Comprehensive Plan, basic model

2. Transit Oriented Development — fake all the growth and
put it info TOD (Population and employment)

3. Technology - ramp up employment (airport/sea
port/space port)

4. Vision Zero & Complete Streets — Focus on High Injury
Network (HIN), reduce the speed limit down to 25mph
on all local roads.

5. The Complete Needs -unlimited amount of money and
other constraints — does it solve all the problems?e



Status Quo
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» Extrapolate Population & Employment to
2050 Horizon

« 2045 Cost Feasible Network

Legend
Water
Base Roadway Network
= County Boundary

= 5I5 Highway Corridar
~——= 5|5 Highway Connectar

Strategic Growth Highway Connector
Planned Drop

. Future Strategic Growth Highway
Connector

——— 5I5 Military Access

L

2045 Meeds List & Cost Feasible Plan

Project New Roads

2045 Meeds List Capacity Projects

2045 Cost Feasible Plan Projects
515 Cost Feasibility Plan Projects.

Saurce: FDOT RCH (£022), SCTPO (2073}

Miles.

Date: /1772024
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Transit Oriented Development

.y » Extrapolate Population & Employment to
TR 2050 Horizon
R » 2045 Cost Feasible Network

mmmmmmm

I e » Add growth from 2045 — 2050 to TOD areds

=4 ‘
i
"t__ " = Cape Canaver:
4 UL ] 000 R Pece Forsel
N = —y Statian
F) )
= 1 ®
L4
3 B Port
= 3l Canaveral
. s
4 [ .3
= ot
{ :
_ " ad]
@5 oo
&
Patrick
SFB
@

idcusnr
uuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu

finz) |

HuaLw

Dite: 12/13/2023

.......................

INDIAN
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High Tech Employment TRATETORTATE

J— » Extrapolate Population & Employment to
el 2050 Horizon

ol » 2045 Cost Feasible Network

mmmmmmm

e « Add Employment from 2020 — 2050 o
S e Employment Centers

oy e oy

MLAouRAD
uuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu

Odando |52 e

|
o b Legend
L Interstates
s
o Water
{7}
{1}

———————————————————————

INDIAN
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Vision Zero & Complete Streets

=2850 - Extrapolate Population & Employment fo
B \ 2050 Horizon

« 2045 Cost Feasible Network

« Reduce speeds on all High Injury Network
Corridors & Complete Streets
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Complete Needs

L2000 « Extrapolate Population & Employment to
2050 Horizon
» 2045 Cost Feasible Neftwork
« All mobility needs to support population &
employment in the year 2050

Legend — ghway Corr ——— SI5 Military Access
Water 045 Meeads List & Cost Fea:
SI5 High Connecto
grway ey ject oads
Base Roadway Network
_____ Strateg wih Highway Connector 045 Meeds Capacity Projects
County Boundary ~ Planned Drop
045 Co ible Plan Projects
» ruwth Highway 515 Cost Feasibility Plan Projects

" Connector
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Performance Measures
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Performance Measures OGETHER

- {

Multi-Modal Linking . Sustainability,
fet . Transportation Equity, an
Sately Options with Land Use Rqu"IYenCY

Y & @

Vision: Provide a safe, multimodal, innovative, and resilient transportation system for all.

Safety
Implement
a safe
transportation
system for all
users
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Safety
Criteria Definition Scoring | Requirements
Al. Provides new Project would establish a new designated bicycle Yes=4 | Federal Planning Factor (B, D, F)
villnerable road user lane, sidewalk or trail utilizing the most current FDM No=0 2045 LRTP Goal (A, B, C)
facility standards. SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
Federal Performance Measure (PM1)
Nat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)
A2, Provides improved | Project would provide safety improvements on corridor Yes=2 | Federal Planning Factor (B, D, F)
safety measure on with a speed limit of 35 mph or greater, such as separated/ [No=10 2045 LRTP Goal (A, B, C)
higher speed corridor | buffered bicycle lane; min 8 foot sidewalk/multi-use trail; SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
HAWKSs; RRFBs; mid-block crossings; installation of Federal Performance Measure (PM1)
medians; improved travel time reliability, etc. (Off road
trail projects default to 20 mph)
A3, Addresses the Project is on the latest Vision Zero High Injury Network |Yes=6 | Federal Planning Factor (B, D, E, F)
Vision Zero High Injury [ and includes safety improvements or addresses a safety No=0 2045 LRTP Goal (A, C)
Network issue SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
Federal Performance Measure (PM1)
A4, Isthe projectona | This type of facility has been documented to have the Yes =2 Federal Planning Factor (B, D, F)
4 or 5 lane, undivided | higher number of crashes, especially for vulnerable road |No=10 2045 LRTP Goal (A, C)
roadway with no users. SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
median?
A5, In SOS top 25 Project corridor/intersection is listed in latest SOS report  |Yes=6 | Federal Planning Factor (B, D, F)
list for vehicular, within top 25 for either vehicular, motorcyclist, bicycle or | No =10 2045 LETP Goal (A, B, C)

motorcyclist, bicycle or
pedestrian frequency or
crash severity?

pedestrian frequency or crash severity.

SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
Federal Performance Measure (PM1)

Total Score for Safety Emphasis Area = 20 Points

> ADVANCE

“TRANSPORTATICIN
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Criteria

Definition

Scoring

Requirements

B1. Is project
nearing, at or over
capacity (V/C)?

Addresses monitoring of congestion on system.
Corridors are considered congested with v/c is .85
or above. Those over 1.0 are over capacity. V/C
scores provided in SOS.

VIC=1.0=3
VIC>85=2
VIC=75=1
VIC<.75=0

Federal Planning Factor (A, C, J)
2045 LRTP Geal (B, C, D)

SCTPO Board Strategic Plan

Federal Performance Measure (PM2)
Mat'| Goal 23 US Code 150(b)

B2. Does project

improve capacity?
Wehicular Only

Project includes intersection or corridor
improvement such as widening; new or additional
turn lane; additional quewe length. Project may also
be a new roadway offering alternative route with
better reliability alleviating congestion on another
corridor.

Yes =4
No=0

Federal Planning Factor (A, C, D, G, J)
2045 LRTP Geal (B, C, D)

SCTPO Board Strategic Plan

Federal Performance Measure (PMZ2)
Mat'| Goal 23 US Code 150(b)

B3. Economic
Impact

within or connects
to an Existing or
Planned Activity
Center

Activity centers typically will include aftractors that
provide employment opportunities. Projects that
improve access to or increase mobility options to
get to these centers have a direct economic impact.
Data source will utilize the Existing Activity Centers
and Major Destinations figure included in the most
recently adopted SCTPO Bicycle and Pedestrian
Master Plan. Projects directly connecting or
improving access to airports, seaport, spaceports,
or intermodal hubs. Planned Activity Centers must
be identified in a formal document.

Federal Planning Factor (A, C, D, E, F,
G, J)

2045 LRTP Goal (B, C)

SCTPO Board Strategic Plan

Nat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)

B4. Community
Connections

Project improves direct access to a community
asset. Parks; Education Facility; Community
Centers; Library

High (3+)=6
Medium (2) = 3
Low (1 orless)=0

Federal Planning Factor (D, E, F)
2045 LRTP Goal (A, B, C)
SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
Mat'| Goal 23 US Code 150(b)

B5. Enhances
access to tourism
areas

Project would improve/enhance access to one or
more of the following high tourism areas/facilities:
Beaches: Port Canaveral; KSC; Brevard Zoo;
MINWR/Canaveral Nat'l| Seashore

Yes =3
No=0

Federal Planning Factor (A, D, E, F, J)
2045 LRTP Goal (B, C)

SCTPO Board Strategic Plan

Nat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)

LONG RANGE PLANS
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TOGETHER
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Criteria Definition Scoring Requirements %M @\1\ ﬁrj? ?h J E l\“‘%

C1. Improves Corridor either is an evacuation route or directly |Yes =2 Federal Planning Factor (C, G, H)
evacuation routes | connects to one - mapped corridors are in SOS No=0 2045 LRTP Geal (A, C, D)
SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
Mat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)

C2. Drainage/ Improves = Removes direct runoff into any water |Improves =7 Federal Planning Factor (D, E, G, H, 1)
Stormwater body; treats stormwater; increases circulation/ Maintenance = 4 | 2045 LRTP Goal (C, D)

water quality; reduces erosion None =0 SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
Maintenance = Repairs/updates existing Mat’l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)
stormwater/retention areas

None = Project will not improve or maintain any
water body or treatment system

C3. Project Project is located within a Transportation = Federal Planning Factor (B, C, D, E, F,
improves Disadvantaged (TD) Population Area with a 1.8 = 1, J)

transportation score or higher as adopted in the Transportation 2045 LRTP Goal (A, B, C, D)

choices withina | Resiliency Master Plan, located in an area SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
designated TD/EJ | identified by the Climate Economic Justice Federal Performance Measure

Area Screening Tool (CEJST) or US DOT Equitable (PTASP)

Transportation Community (ETC). All layers are MNat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)
displayed in the updated Vision Zero Action Plan.

C4. |dentified on | Corridors that have a total higher score are <30 Points =7 Federal Planning Factor (B, C, D, E,
Transportation prioritized based on corridor vulnerability to all five | 20-29 Points =5 |G, H, |, J)

RMP Vulnerability | shocks and stressors and criticality of corridor. 10-19 Points = 3 | 2045 LRTP Goal (B, C, D)

and Criticality Projects should improve the resiliency of the >10 Points =0 SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
Analysis corridor. Federal Performance Measure (PM3)
Mat’l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)

C5. Improves Project includes rehabilitation or replacement of = Federal Planning Factor (B, D, E, F, G,
bridge or an existing bridge or causeway H, 1)

causeway 2045 LRTP Goal (C, D)

condition SCTPO Board Strategic Plan

Federal Performance Measure (PM3)
MNat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)

44




Technology & Data

Criteria

Definition

Scoring

Requirements

D1. Project
utilizes advanced
technologies
referenced in ITS
Master Plan

Project utilizes advanced technologies referenced in
ITS Master Plan including, but not limited to: CCTV,
DMS, wireless or fiber communications, connected
signals, and PedSafe.

Yes=5
No=0

Federal Planning Factor (B, C, D,
E.F, G, J)

2045 LRTP Goal (B, C, D)
SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
Federal Performance Measure
(PM2)

Nat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)

D2. Will project
improve freight
reliability?

Project will address signal timing/efficiency of
movement of goods. Project is on a SIS, or Arterial
Roadway. See functional classification for eligibility.

Federal Planning Factor (B, C, D,
E.F, G, J)

2045 LRTP Goal (B, C, D)
SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
Federal Performance Measure
(PM2)

Nat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)

D3. Project

includes unique
strategy solution
(Roundabouts; Road
Diet, etc.)

Planning Projects: Will utilize ICE, context
classification, road diet, roundabout or other unique
solution during evaluation.

Design/CST Phases: Project is including design of
innovative solution: diverging diamond interchanges;
roundabouts; HAWKs: RRFB's; road diet; etc.

Federal Planning Factor (B, C, D,
E.F, G, J)

2045 LRTP Goal (B, C, D)
SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
Nat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)

D4. Does project
improve travel time
reliability?

Project must include new or upgraded signal timing
technology or other use of technology that would
result in improved reliability of travel time, such as
installation of message boards.

Federal Planning Factor (B, C, D,
E.F, G, J)

2045 LRTP Goal (B, C, D)
SCTPO Board Strategic Plan
Federal Performance Measure
(PM2)

Nat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)

Total Score for Technology & Data Emphasis Area = 20 Points

LONG RANGE PLANS
...................................................................... > ADVANCE

TRANSPORTATIGN
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Multi-Modal

Criteria

Definition

Requirements

LONG RANGE PLANS

E1. Is the project
included in the priority
list of the SCTPO
Bicycle, Pedestrian
Master Plan?

Project must be in BPMP, Table 14, Final List

of Priority Corridors OR Table 15, On-going or
Recently Completed Studies. If not on priority
list, not eligible for points.

"Federal Planning Factor (B, C,

D,E,F J)
2045 LRTP Goal (A, B, C, D)
SCTPO Board Strategic Plan

MNat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)"

E2. Part of Regional
or Showcase Trail

network or provides
direct connection to

Trail = Project/corridor is on OGT or SCTPO
showcase trail network

Connector = Project provides direct
connection to a trail

Trail=3
Connector =1
None =0

"Federal Planning Factor (B, C,

D,E,F J)
2045 LRTP Goal (A, B, C, D)
SCTPO Board Strategic Plan

Nat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)"

E3. Improves Bicycle,
Pedestrian, Trail
facility?

Project would establish a bicycle lane,
sidewalk or both. A trail or a complete street
project would be considered both.

OR

Project updates existing facility to current
design standards.

Bicycle = 2
Pedestrian = 2
Both/TraillCS =5
Neither=0

"Federal Planning Factor (B, C,

D,E,F HJ)
2045 LRTP Goal (A, B, C, D)
SCTPO Board Strategic Plan

Nat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)"

E4. New or improved
multi-modal station,
transit facility, bus
stop or shelter

Project includes construction of new modal/
transit facility (transfer station, maintenance,
admin facility) or new ADA bus stop(s) would
be established as part of project. Project could
also include updated existing bus stops to be
ADA compliant

Total Score for Multi-Modal Emphasis Area = 20 Points

"Federal Planning Factor (A, B,

C.D.E,F, G,J)
2045 LRTP Goal (B, C, D)
SCTPO Board Strategic Plan

Nat'l Goal 23 US Code 150(b)"
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Missing Performance Measures

« Affordable Housing
 Justice40
« Others....
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Next Steps

LRTP Working Group — March 6, 2024 (We Are Herel)
Existing Conditions
Confirm needs for Public Events
Future SE data
Modeling / Capacity Analysis
Next Working Group Meeting (April / May)

TDP Working Group — March 7, 2024

Existing Conditions
Scenarios

Stakeholder Meetings
Additional Stakeholder Meetings — March 2024

Public Events
Beaches Workshop — May 22, 2024
South County Workshop — May 29, 2024
North County Workshop — June 5, 2024
Central County Workshop / Open House — June 12, 2024

Needs List Adoption
Technical & Citizens Advisory Committee —7/8
Space Coast TPO Governing Board - 7/11



Questions

sctpo.com
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Sarah Kraum
Space Coast TPO, Senior Transportation Planner
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LRTP Working Group Meeting

Project: 2050 Long Range Transportation Plan — Space Coast TPO
2035 Transit Development Plan — Space Coast Area Transit

Subject: LRTP Working Group

Date: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 1:30pm-3:00 pm

Location:  Virtual, Teams Meeting

Attendees: HDR: Melissa Porcaro, Nick Lepp, Sydney Benson
SCTPO: Sarah Kraum, Laura Carter, Debbie Flynn
LRTP Working Group: Libertad Acosta-Anderson, Anna Spencer, Amanda black, Veronica
Chanza-Figueroa, Frank Watanabe, Nicholas Gow, Linda Graham, Corrina Gumm, Jared
Francis, John W. Coffey, Lexi Miller, Morgan Zuhlke, Kwabena Ofosu, Jeffery ball, Richard
Kohler, Jo Santiago, James Scherff, Paul Schoelzel, Stephen Swanke, James Taylor, Tim
Rhode, Veronica Narvaez-Lugo, Alan Woolwich, Todd Corwin, Jason Mahaney, Bradley
Parrish

Introduction

The purpose of this meeting was to discuss the results of the Needs Charrette, Modal Partner Workshop,
Regional Model, and Scenarios with the Working Group and receive input and feedback.

State of the Space Coast

Following a review on the LRTP and Needs List, attendees had the opportunity to discuss and provide
input on the following topics:

Needs Charette Summary

The objective for this section was to review the general comments and assess any questions or concerns.
All comments have been documented, but this summary indicates the areas with repeated concerns for
improvement. The median rent listed at $1035, one Working Group member stated this was identified to
be low compared to the current rates.

Modeling Update

This section's objective was to discuss the model used to forecast the people and goods of the area.
SCTPO recognizes that the regional planning model is running behind. In the population forecast it was

Page 1 of 2
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identified that the low forecast has a decrease in population in 2035 while the medium and high forecasts
do not. It was decided to move forward with the medium forecast.

Complete Needs
During this section, the performance measures were listed, and it was identified there was a need for a

more in-depth evaluation of affordable housing and Justice40 — however, Justice40 is mentioned under
the resiliency and sustainability section of the LRTP ranking system. Scenarios were presented and it was
discussed how the scenarios are used to assess the needs. The more the scenarios produce the same
project needs, they can be evaluated for placement on the needs priority list and cost feasible projects.

Next Steps

Following the LRTP Working Group meeting, the project team will continue to meet with regional and
private partners within the Space Coast region to better understand the needs of the area. Table 1 shows
the upcoming project schedule.

Table 1. Upcoming Project Schedule

Name Date Time Location

TDP Working Group March 7, 2024 1:30pm-3:30pm Addison Village Club,
8150 Stadium Parkway,
Viera West, FL 32940

Underserved April 2024 TBD TBD
Community

Conversations

Beaches Workshop May 22, 2024 TBD TBD
South County May 29, 2024 TBD TBD
Workshop

North County June 5, 2024 TBD TBD
Workshop

Central County June 12, 2024 TBD TBD
Workshop

Technical & Citizens July 8, 2024 9:30am Center for
Advisory Committee Collaboration, 1100

Rockledge Blvd.
Rockledge, FL 32955
Space Coast TPO July 11, 2024 1:30pm Center for
Governing Board Collaboration, 1100
Rockledge Blvd.
Rockledge, FL 32955

Page 2 of 2
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